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Ians nue Jm u lebates

FIRST SESSION, FIFTH PARLIAMENT.

T HE FoURTH PARLIAMENT of the Dominion, which had
been prorogued from the 17th day of May, 1882, and

thence from time to time, was dissolved by Proclamation
on the 18th day of May, 1882; and, Writs having been issued
and returned, a new Parliament was summoned to meet for
the Despatcb of Business, on Thursday, the 8th day of
February, 1883, and did accordingly meet on that day.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
TirUnSAY, 8th February, 1883.

On which day, being the first day of the meeting of the
First Session of the Fifth Parliament, for the Despateh of
Business,-John George Bourinot, Esquire, Clerk of the
House of Commons, Donald William Macdonell, Gustavus
William Wicksteed, HenrylHartney, ard François Fortunat
Rouleau, Esquires, Commissioners appointed by Dedimus
Potestatem for administering the Oath to Members of the
IHouse of Gommons, all attending according to their duty ;-
Richard Pope, Esquire, Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
delivered to the said John George Bourirot a book contain-
ing a list of the names of the Members retuirnel to serve in
his Parliament.

The aforesaid Comnissioners did administer the Oath to
the Members who were present, which being done and the
Members having subscribed the Roll containing the Oath,
they repaired to their seats.

A Message was delivered by iéné Edouard ÇKimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black R'd • ,
Gentlemen,

The Honorable Sir William Johnstone Ritchie, Deputy Governor,
desires the immediate attendance of this Honorable House in the Senate
Chamber.

Accordingly, tho House vent up to the Senate, when the
Speaker of the Senate said:

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate, and
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The Honorable Sir William Johnstone Ritchie, Deputy Governor, does
not see fit to declare the causes of summoning the present Parliament
until a Speaker of the House of Commons shall have been chosen ac-
cording to law, but to-morrow, at three o'clock in the afternoon, theV
causes of calling this Parliament will be declared.V

And the House being returned, t

ELECTION OF A SPEAKER. o
c

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, addressing himself to the r
Cleik, said: Mr. BoURINoT, I -have the honor to propose a
that George Airey Kirkpatrick, Esq., the member rep- o
resenting the Electoral Distriet of the County of 
Frontenac, do take the Chair as Speaker of this louse. ti
To those of this Iouse who sat in former Parliaments I need g
say very little about the qualifications of the hon. member a
for Frontenac for this important position. He has been in h
Parliament since 1870. He succeeded my revered friend, p
his own father, who sat in Parliament until his death, and
he has represented that county ever since. Four times he b
lias received the confidence of the electors of Frontenac, b
and I believe, indeed I know and am well assured, that hist
conduct during the period ihe las been in Parliament bas in

1

gained for him the esteem, I might almost say the affection,
of bis brother members. le lias been an active member
of Parliament since 1870; he bas paid great attention to
the business of the House, in the House and in Committee;
he is, I believe, thoroughly versed in the practice of Parlia.
ment, and in every respect, Mr. Bourinot, I do not think I
eau present any name more acceptable to this House than
that of George Airey Kirkpatrick, Esq., the lon. member for
Frontenac.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. BoURIN>T,
-I have much pleasure lE seconding the motion of the
hon. Premier of the Government for the election of Mr.
George Kirkpatrick as Speaker of this House. As ny lion.
collengue has just said, those who have sat with Mr. Kirk-
patrick during the last ten or twelve years know how useful
a member of this Hiouse lie has been, and especially as mem-
ber of the leading committees in which the affairs of the
country are considered before being submitted to this
H1use. I should say Ihat after the bon. gentleman who
has, during the last Parliament, presided over the proceed-
ings of this House with so much dignity and honor for
himself as well as for this House, which had elected
him, we could scarcely have found a member who would
have presided over this House with greater dignity than t ie
hon. member wh om we iow propose. It is truo that the
hon. gentleman, Mr. IKiikpatrick, is not as conversant with
the French as with ie English language ; nevertheleis, t
think I may state that the hon. gentleman understandi
French well enough to follow the debates, and, when occa-
sion occurs, to decide questions of order whieli may
present themselves. I an convinced that the hon. member,
who received part of bis education in the Province of Que-
bec, will bu happy to avail himself of this opportanity of
acquainting himself with the elegant French language,
which we speak freely, and that betre long ho will be able
to express himsolf in French as we, the Freneh members of
this flouse, express ourselves in English. I lope, Mr.
Bourinot, that this motion, will receive the unanimnous con-
currence of this House.

Mr. BLAKE. Ten years ago it was the duty of the hon.
gentleman who is the leader cf the Government--filling the
same situation which he now fills-to discharge the samo
duty, which lie las just now discharged, in proposing the
selection of a Speaker to preside over our deliberations. It
was his duty to perform that office under circumstances
very similar to those under which Le las discharged it
o-day. As First Minister of the preceding Parliament, he
was called upon to ask the House to assent to the election
of a Speaker. laving obtained the confidence of the
ountry at the preceding election, he felt called upon to
move that Parliament should elect the old Speaker, to
advise the House as to the coure it should pursue. lis
'pening remarks to-day were so very similar to those with
whichli e had opened bis address on that former occasion
hat I supposed we were to have the same speech alto-
etber; but the conclusion differs. Allow me to recall the
ttention of those few of us who sat here thon to what the
on. gentleman said, and the rule of conduct which he pro-
osed to lay down. le said :
" To those hou. gentlemen who had sat under his (Ur. Cock-

urn's) gîidance, as Speaker of the House, during the last Parliament,
e (Sir John) need not address any arguments to press his daims for
bat important office. Five years ago ho was elected to l6 1it and he
Sir John) believed that during that time he had performed has duties
a manner acceptable to the House and to the country. He might say
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to those hou. members who occupied seats on the floor of thO House for8
the first time, that the hon. gentleman wbose name be had rmentioned,
had had a long experience in Parliament and in official lifs ; that in
both positions he had performed his duties honorably and well, and
that during his term of office as Speaker, none of bis decisions had everf
been reversed. Like all other Speakers, he might bave given decisions
that were not aoceptable to individual members Mr. Walford, speak-
ing on this subject in the British Parliament, bad said tbat during his
long experience he had never known a Speaker whose decisions hadi
not been objected to on both sides of the House: among bis own party,
from a feeling that perbaps from fear of seeming to lean towards his
friends, he had given decisions adveree to them; and by his opponents,
from a belief that he had been partial to bis friends. On the whole,
and after all, the general tenor of a Speaker'. conduct should be the
gaide as to whether he was fit for re-election or not. He (Sir John)
was now trying to introduce the system that had obtained in England1
and had worked well :-That after a Speaker had served welI,.he
should not be changed capriciously at the beginning of each Parlia-
ment."

Well, sir, the hon. gentleman who spoke a moment ago,
pointed out to us the difficulty of fin ding, after our experi-
ence oflast Parliament, a gentleman who would preside over
our deliberations with equal dignity, courtesy and imparti-
ality as had presided the late Speaker of this House. This
hon. gentleman has not had the misfortune to lose his elec-
tion. fe is present amongst us, and I am glad to seo him
present i. health and vigor, in the full maturity of his
powers, but yet he does not i eceive the honor of the
application of the rulae which the hon. gentleman, the
First Minister, propounded for our guidance in 1S72.
The hon. gentleman bas laid down a different rule. He
njow says that the rule wbich ho laid down on the occasion
to which I have referred-tlhat the general tenor of a
Speaker's conduct should be the guide as to whether ho was
fit for re-election-that a Speaker who had served well in
that capacity should not bo capriciously dismiseed at the
commencement of a new Parliament-shall not be observed
on this occasion. What is the reason for the change ? Is
my hon. friend in ill hoalth? Are the rumors true that we
have sometimes heard, that after all the reverses and suc-
cesses which have attended his Parliamentary career, he is
about to leave us for a sphero in which ho will at Ieast enjoy
a measure of ease and retirement, even if it does not possess
all the attractions of a Parliamentary life ? Why is it that
the hon. gentleman does not apply the same rule with
regard to the hon. member, whose laudations we have just
heard, as he laid down ten years ago ? It cannot be that the
hon. Minister intends to imply that the bon. member for
Levis (Mr. Blanchet) is not well suited for the office-that
ho does not in every respect meet the views of the hon.
gentleman as to what a Speaker of the House should be.
At all events, I suppose we may now understand that the
principle of action which the hon. gentleman followed on a
previous occasion is now abrogated for some cause or other,
and that another prnciple of action which prevailed
formerly lu the old Provincial Parliament is to be the one
in vogue. With reference to the choice which the hon.
gentleman bas submitted to the House, I was glad to learn
from the Minister that the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) possesses one qualification of importance to
his office, and that is, a sufficient conversance with the
language which is spoken by a number of the members of
this House; and I am glad to re-echo the observations of
the First Minister as to the attention which my hon. friend
from Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) las paid to his
Parliamentary duties, the important part which,
as a private member, lie has taken in many important
portions of our deliberations, and the unvarying
coutesy and kindness with which he has conducted
his share in our debates. I have no doubt that
he will in all these respects adequately fulfil the great trust
which it is propoeed to repose in him. I hope, too, that in
addition to the observance of perfect impartiality as presid-
ing officer of this Chamber, he will endeavor to maintain the
dignity of this House by some more active steps, on certain
occasions, than former Speakers have taken, by the repres-

- 'r. TIflr.

sion, at the earliest moment, of incidents, which, when pro-
longed only become more lamentable; and in doingso I can
assure him that he will receive the most cordial support
from this side of the House that we can give him. I may
add my personal congratulation to the hon. member as an
old friend-upon the honor whieh it je proposed to bestow
upon him-our friendship having commenced before we
entered the stormy scene and having continued unbroken
ever since.

Mr. MAUXi• ENZ[IE. Mr. BoURINOT, I am sorry to disturb
in the lcast the amicable arrangements that appear to exist
between the two sides of the House by saying a word which
would jar upon the feelings of anyone. I cordially agree
with what has been stated as to the excellent personal
qualities of the proposed Speaker, and the pleasure I have
enjoyed in my intercourse with him in the work of the House,
and in the committees of the House. All that is per.
fectly true. But an occurrence took place on a
former occasion which leads me to a different conclusion
as to one point. If there is one thing more than another
which it is the duty of the Speaker to do, it is to main-
tain the balance fairly between the two parties-irrespective
of party proclivities or party leanings-to see that ample
justice is done to every member, and that every member
is sufficiently protected under all existing circumstances.
On the 12th of May, 1879, a person, well known to hon.
gentlemen in this House, wantonly insulted a prominent
member of Parliament-though I attach no importance to
his prominence, as the humblest member is equally entitled
to protection with the most prominent. That case was
brought before the House by myself, and I recollect, with
some pain, that the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirk-
patrick) and the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), and one or two other hon. gentlemen
on that side, did everything but excuse the wanton
insult committed against that member. I allude
to the late member for Shefford (Mr. Huntington).
Now, sir, while I have no desire at all to say one word dispar-
aging to the cand idate for the Speakership, I am bound to say
this: that it would have been far more acceptable to me-
entirely acceptable indeed-but for the events of that unfor-
tunate occasion. Having thus enterel my protest against
what I conceived to be a wanton violation of the duties of
this House towards a brother member, I say no moreon
the subject.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. BoURINoT. I declare Mr. Kirkpatrick duly chosen
to occupy the Chair of this Honorable House as its Speaker.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK was conducted from his place to the
Chair by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir Hector Langevin.

Mr. SPEAK ER, ELECT, standing on the upper stop, said :
I beg to tender my grateful acknowledgments to the
House for the honor it has conferred upon me, in electing
me to be its Speaker. It will be always my desire to
deserve the confidence reposed in me. I am sensible of my
unfitness for the position; but relying upon the kindness
and co-operation of hon. gentlemen on both sides of
the House, I shall endeavor te do my duty to the best of
my ability, and to discharge the functions of the Chair with
fairness and impartiality. I hope the House will sustain
me in vindicating our rights and privileges, in maintaining
our Rules and Orders, and in securing the freedom of
debate, according to our established usages.

And the Mace, which before lay under the Table, was laid
upon the Table.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I beg to
move that the House do now adjourn.

Motion agreed to; and (at 3:30 o'clock p.m) the louse
adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRDAY, 9th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER Elect having taken the Chair,

PRArERs.

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

Mn. SPEKR,

jis Excellency the Governor General desires the immediate attend-
ance of this Honorable House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker Elect, with the House went up
to the Senate Chamber;

Then the HONORABLE GEORGE AIREY KIRK-
PATR[CK, SPEAKER ELEcT, said:

MAY IT PLEASE YoUa EXCELLENCY:

The House of Commons have elected me as their Speaker, though I
am but littie able to fulfil the important duties thns assigned to me.

If, in the performance of those duties, I should at any time fall into
error, I pray that the fault may be imputed to me, and not to the Com-
mons, whose servant I am, and who throngh me, the better to enable
them to discharge their duty to their Queen and Country, humbly
claim aIl their undoubted rights and privileges, especially that they
may have freedom of Speech in their Debates, access to Your Excel-
leucy's person at all seasonable times, and that their proceedings may
receive from Your Excellency the most favorable consideration.

The Honorable the SPEAKER of the Senate then said:

Ma. SPEAKEn,

I am commanded by Hia Excellency the Governor General to
declare to yon that he freely confides in the duty and attachment of the
House of Commons to Rer Majesty's Person and Government, and not
doubting that their proceedings will be conducted with wisdom, temper
and prudence, he grants, and upon all occasions will recognize and
allow, their constitutional privileges. *

[ am commanded also to assure you, that the Commons shall have
ready access to His Excellency upon all seasonable occasions, and that
their proceedings, as well as your words and actions, will constantly
receive from him the most favorable construction.

Then His Excellency the GOVERNOR GENERAL wa 1 pleased
to open Parliament by a Speech from the Throne.

And the House being returned,
Mfr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to state tbat the

House having attended on Ris Excellency the Governor
General in the Senate Chamber, I informed lis Excellency
that the choice of Speaker had fallen on me, and, in your
names and on your behalf, I made the usual claim for your
privileges, which His Excellency was pleased to confirm to
you.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the Flouse that the Clerk ofthe
Flouse had received from the Hon. Mr. Justice Weldon, one
of the Judges selected for the trial of Election Petitions,
pursuant to The Dominion Controverted Elections Act,
1874, Certificate and Report in the matter of the Election
for the Electoral District of King's, N.B., declaring the
Election of G. E. Foster, Esq., null and void.

Also, Certificate and Report from the Hon. Mr. Justice
Mathieu, in the matter of the Election for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Joliette, declaring the Election of E. Guibant, Esq.,
null and void.

He also informed the louse, that in conformity with the
Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 10, Sections 5 and 36, the Clerk
of the House had issued his Warrants to the Clerk of the

non, one of the Judges Eelected f>r the trial of Election
Petitions, pursuant to The Dominion Controverted Elections
Act, 18'4, Certificate and Report in the matter of the
Election for the Electoral District of Napierville, declaring
M. Catudal, Esq., duly elected.

Also, Certificate and Report from the Hon. Mr. Justice
Mathieu, in the matter of the Election for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Terrebonne, declaring the Hon. J. Chapleau duly
elected.

Also, Certificate and Report from the Hon. Mr. Justice
Patterson, in the matter of the Election for the Electoral
District of the South Ridi ng of Norfolk, declaring J. Jackson,
Esq., duly elected.

Also, Copy of Certifieate and Roput in the matter of the
Election for the Electoral District of Verchères, declaring
the Hon. F. Geoffrion duly elected.

NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the House, that the
Clérk of the House had received from the Clerk of tho
Crown in Chancery, Certificates of the Election and Return
of the following members, viz.:-

Of the Hon. JosExPH ADOLPHS CHAPLEAU, fur the Electoral District of
Terrebonne;

Of FLAVÎiN DuPoNT, Esq., for the Electoral District of Bagot;
Of EDwnr GUILBAULT, Esq., for the Electoral District of Joliette;
Of GEORGE R. L. 0. H. S. D BÂiUJau, Eeq , for the Electoral District

of Soulanges; and
Of GEoRGE E. FOSTER, Esq., for the Electoral District of King', New

Brunswick.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 1)
respecting the Administratiol of Oaths of Office.

Bill r ai the fir t tine.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 have the honor to inform this House
that when the Bouse attended Ris Excellency the Governor
General this day, in the Sonate Chamber, Ris Excellency
was pleased to make a Speech to both Houses of Parliament,
and, to prevent mistakes, I have obltained a copy of the
Speech, which is as follows:-

IIonoralle Gentlemen of le Senate :

Gentlemen fite HIouse of Commons:

It is my pleasing duty, on the opening of a newParliament, te con-
gratulate you on the auspicious circumstances under which you will
begin your labors.

Canada is in the enjoyment of peace and prosperity, and aIl ber
industries, agricultural, manufacturing and commercial, are in a healthy

and improving condition.

Following the example of my distinguished predeessor, I paid a visit
of some length to British Columbia last season. The great natural
resources of that Province promise uthat as soon as the Pacific
Railway is completed, au impulse to its prosperity, commensurate with
the progress made elsewhere, will be assured. Meanwhile, the disposal

of the lands set aside in aid of the Railway to actual settlers will add to
the importance and wealth of the Provin ce.

While passing through the United States I was rejoiced to observe
many evidences of regard for the Empire of which this country forma so

large a portion. May this friendship, which is so fully returned by us, be
as enduring as it is natural and advantageotns to the mutual intereste of
both great nations.

Crown in Chancery to make ont new Writs of Elect*on for The steady flow of settlers into Manitoba and the North-West Terri-
the said Electoral Districts, respectively. ltories last year, and the asurances received of an increased immigration

Mr. SPEAKER further inforned the flouse that the Clerk during the coming season, promise well for the early development of
of the flouse had received from the lon. Mr. Justice Chag- those fertile and salubrious regions.
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It is important that the laws relating to the representation of the
people in Parliament should be amended, and the electoral franchises
existing in the several Provinces assimilated. A measure for this pur-
pose will be submitted for your consideration.

I am advised that the Judgment of the Lords of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, delivered last June on the appeal of Russell
versua the Queen, goes to show, that in orderto prevent the unrestrained
sale of intoxicating liquors, and for that purpose to regulate the granting
of shop, saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by the Dominion Parlia-
ment will be necessary. Your earnest consideration of this important
subject is desired.

Your attention is srecially invited to a measure regulating Factory
Labor and the protection of the workingman and his family.

Bills for the consolidation and amendment of the laws relating to the
Oustoms, the Militia, and the Public Lands, will be laid before you.

Among other measures, Bills will be presented to you respecting the
Civil Service, the Acts relating to Banking, and the examination of
Masters and Mates of vessels navigating our inland waters.

I am glad to be able to inform you that the progress of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway has been quite unprecedented. Traffic can now be
carried on the main line from Thunéer Bay to within fifty miles of the
crossing of the South Saskatchewan, a distance of over one thousand
miles. It is confidently expected that the Rocky Mountains will be
reached during the present year, and that within the same period sub-
stantial progress will be made on the Lake Superior Section of the
Railway, and the track laid upon a large portion of the road now under
contract in British Columbia.

I have also pleasure in stating that the traffic on the Intercolonial
tailway is largely in excess of any former year, and that the balance in

favor of the road shows a gratifying increase.

Gitlemen of the House of Commons:

The acccunts of the last fiscal year will be laid before you.

You will be pleased to learn that, notwithstanding the expenditure
on Capital Account amounted to more than seven millions of dollars,
the surplus ofthe Consolidated Revenue, together with the proceeds of
the sales of the lands in le North-West during the year, were more
than sufficient to cover that expenditure, and that the net debt at the
close of the year and the amount of interest paid thereon were less than
for the year 1revious.

The Estimates for the ensuing year will aisobe submitted. They have
been prepared with all due economy consistent with the necessary
development of the varied resources of the Dominion.

On the firit Janua'ry, 1885, the large 5 per cent. loan will mature.
A Bill will be submitted authorizing the issue of Debentures bearing a
rate of interest not exceeding 4 per cent. for the redempt ion of this
loan.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen qf he fouse of Commons:

The subjects I have mentioned to yon are of much importance, and I
commend them to your consideration, with full confidence in your dis-
cretion and patriotism.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the Speech of
His Excellency the Uovernor General be taken into considçr
ation on Monday next.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That Select Standing Committees of this House, for the present

Session, be appointed for the following purposes :-1. On Privi-
leges and Elections -2. On Expiring Laws.-3. On Railways, Canals
and Telegraph Lines.-4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills -- 5 On Stand-
ing Orters.-6. On Printing -7. On Public Accounts.-8. On Banking

Mr. SPErAKER.

and Commerce.-9. On Immigration and Colonization,-which said
Committees shall severally be empowered to examine and enquire into
all such matters and things as may be referred to them by the House;
and to report from time to time their observations and opinions thereon;
with power to send for persons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER laid before the House the Report of the
Librarian on the state of the Library of Parliament.

ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the aijournmentof
the House.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I desire to eall the attention of the
House to a matter which occurred yesterday. Of course
the ceremony in which we took part yesterday, is one which
many of us have witnessed on many previous occasions,
but I think the time of members of this louse is sufficiently
valuable to enable us to dispense with very much of what
we went through yesterday, It is true the custom is an
old one, and at one time it had its raison d'étre. Its origin
was such that it is valuable for us to keep it in mind. At
the same time I cannot see any reason why it should
be perpetuated by this House, and I may say that I have
consulted with some of my colleagues on the subject, and they
agree with me as to the uselessness of many parts of the cere-
mony. In former times-seven hundred or eight hundred
years ago -the Parliament of England, which we endeavor
to copy in this Chamber sat in one building, and tho per-
mission of the Crown to elect a Speaker was necessary,
because the House had to have a spokesman; but it seems to
me that in these days of reform we might well dispense
with a usage which has no meaning now. I consider that
our time is too valuable for us to lose one day yesterday and
I may say another to-day, so that we have to defer until
Monday the consideratiôn of Ris Excellency's speech. Cer-
tainly, the Crown might refuse to accept a particular
person as Speaker, but the election of its Speaker is un-
doubtedly one of the rights and privileges of the House of
Commons. I do not wish to use to strong a term, and if I
do, it will be owing to my unfamiliarity with the English
language; but it did appear to me, that it was rather a
ridiculous proceeding to invite us into the other Chamber,
and to tell us to go back, choose our Speaker, and return
to-morrow. I call attention to the matter, in the hope that
some future Parliament may take steps to prevent such a
needless waste of time.

Motion agreed to; and (at 3:50 o'clck p.m.) hie liouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 12th February, 1883.

The SPEAiER took the Chair at Throe o'clock;

PRAYERS.

CONTROVERTED ELECT ION.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
from the Hon. Mr. Justice Torrance, one of the Judges
selected for the trial of Election Petitions, pursuant to the
Dominion Controverted Eleetions Act, 1874, bis final judg-
ment in the matter of the Controveited EIection for the
Electoral District of Jacques Cartier, declaring D. Girouard,
Esq, duly elected.
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ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCELLENCY'S
SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration of His Excel-
lency's Speech at the opening of the Session.

Mr. TUPPER. In rising to move that a humble Address
be presented to His Excellency the Governor General in
reply to the Speech delivered from the Throne.on Friday
last, I rejoice greatly that I have the good fortune and tte
high privilege to do so at so important a period in the his-
tory of my country. I rejoice aliso that the time for me to
move the answer to the Address has occurred
when so successful a period in the history of
the country has been reached. A little over fifteen
years ago four British Provinces bogan a venture which
over one hundred years ago thirteen British Colonies at-
tempted, and those four Provinces formed a Union called
Confederation. Since that time great as has been the
advancement of the United States, extraordinary as bas
been the progress of that country, I do not hesitate to say
that the progress and advancement of the British Confeder-
ation on this side of the Atlantic bas ben far greater in
proportion than even the wonderful advancement of the
country to the south of us. We can recognize with pride
the fact that while during those hundred ycars the revenue
of the American Union rose to $29,000,000 in the seventy-
first year of its existence, the revenue of this country rose, in
the fifteen years just closed, from $15,000,000 to $29,000,000.
We have to recognize at the same time the fact that in the
year 1800 the population of the American Union was as
large as that of Canada to-day. 1ot only has our advance.
ment been greater in regard to the revenue of the country,
but I am happy to know that the incrcase of the popula-
tion of this country bas been far greater in proportion.
When the Union of the Provinces was consummated, when
Confederation became a settled fact, the strides that were
made in the march of union and progress were such as to
command the admiration of the world. But there came a
pause, which we all remember, in the march of advancement.
There came. a time when depression seemed to linger in
this country, and to predict a fate which no advocato of
the Union had anticipated. At that lime, it will be remem-
bered, that one of the great parties of this country rose and
said that it was confident it could restore the successful
state of affairs that had been inaugurated at the dite of the
Union. That party tiien vas in Opposidion to the Govern-
ment of the day, and while the Government had professed
that it was unable, and that this party was unable to retrieve
the glory and success wbich bad been lost for a time, the
Liberal-Conservative party claimed that, by a fiscal policy
different from the po:icy which was then in force, pros-
perity could be restored to this country, and Canada enabled
to go on advancing as beforo. Those were the promises
made by that party, when in Opposition, and when the
opportunity occurred in September, 1878, the people of this
country, from one end to theether, by no uncertain verdict,
declared in favor of the policy announced by the Liberal-
Conservative party while in Opposition. That party
acceded te office at a time when everything looked gloomy,
in regard to the prospects of this country; but we ait eau
rejoice on both sides of the House, that from the day they
took office everything in the country appeared to improve.
One party in this louse contends, i beliove at the present
moment, that the prosperity which bas returned since the
advent of the Liberal-Conservative party to power is due,
not to the changed fiscal policy of the country-not to the
changed railway pobcy cf the country-but bas occurred
in spite of both those policies. On the present occaieon I
have not the desire, nor would it be a fitting opportanity,
to discuss that question, but I can join with everyone
in this House and in the country in expressing my
gratification and delight that since the fiscal policy of the

country was changed prosperify bas returned to Canada to
such un extent that no one can doubt the fact. We ail
remember that, after the changed policy bad been on trial
for four years, the Government went to the people of the
country six months ago for an endorsement of that policy,
and to ascertain whether they had faithfully kept their
trust-whether they deserved a renewal of the confidence
which had been reposed in them a few yoars ago.
The result was one which is testified by the large majority
which the Government has in this House. In the
present Parliament we have the satisfaction of know-
ing that no matter what may be the different views of the
two great parties of this country at the present day, the
mass of the people of Canada attribute a groat measure of
the prosperity they are enjoying to the successful and
vigorous administration of their affairs by the Government
of the day. We had an expression of pleasure by the
Governor General when lie came down to this House that
prosperity and peace exist in the land ; but not only have
we risen in the scale as regards our material progress, but
we find that the press on the other side of the Atlantic is
alive to-day to the marvellous growth and development of
this part o the British Empire. We have passed from the
colonial stage and have become an integral part of the
Britith Empire; and not long ago the London Daily Tele-
graph alluded to this country as "the Groater Britain."
Allusion has been made to the extended trip which was
taken by the Governor General of the Dominion ; and we
ail have lively and pleasant recollections of
the tcur made by bis eminent predecessor.
None of us, if we are at ail Canadian in spirit, can ever
forget the proclamation that his eminent prodecessor made
of the vast wealth and treasures of the North-West; and
following up that happy example the present Governor
General has lso been anxious to testify, from personal
knowledge, to the great resources which the Dominion of
Canada to day possesses. I believe, therefore, that that is
no unimportant factor in the work of immigration to which
this Government bas paid so much and so succossful atten-
tion. I believe the extended travels of the distinguished
gentleman who presides over the counsels of this country,
will do a great deal more in that direction than conld be
done by ordinary immigration agents in the service of the
Govern ment. The general question of immigration is ono
which bas assumed, and i assuming, a position Of great
importance in the affairs of this country. A littlo ver forty
years ago the people of Great Britain were startled by
the fact that, in the year 1841, no less than 106,000 subjects
of Queen Victoria had left the British Iles, not only for the
colonies but for the United States of America. This
announcement caused, at that time, great comment in
England. It was considered that never, from the time the
Goths and Huns had overrun tho Roman Empire, had
such an emigration taken place from any country.
To-day, Mr. Speaker, we are in the happy position
of knowing that instead of 106,000 men leaving our shores
for any such bellicose purpose, over 113,000 men, women
and children have come into this Dominion in one year to
swell its population and to aid it in the march of progress.
The manner in which the Department of Agriculture bas
been administered mu,t comamand the admiration of our
people. Ail the immense resources that this country can
boast of would be valueless without the men and without the
money to make them marketable; and therefore in viewing
the extraordinary immigration which bas been brought about,
we are not alone to thank Providence and the National Policy,
but we must extend a meed of that praise to the successful
administrator of the Department of Agriculture, which is
charged with the regulat ion and control of immigration affairs.
Not only bas the largest number of immigrants ever known
in a single year been brought in, but the Department has
been so successfully managed that the per capita cost of pro-
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ducing that result is so small in comparison with previous
years as to satisfy the strictest economist in this louse. I
hold in my hand some information furnished to me by the
courtesy of the hon. Minister of Agriculture, which I shall
give to the Housebecause no words of mine could be so expres-
sive of the immense progress which has been
made in this respect as the figures themselves. In
1882, as I have stated, over 113,000 immigrants
were brought to settle in this country, and the cost of
bringing them was a little over 83 a head. In the year
1876, we find that 23,000 odd was the number brought in,
and at a cost of S19.60 a head. That is a result which, I should
say, ought to command the enti-e approbation and admira-
tion of this House. In the year 1881, when everything
was looking well in this country, and we were making rapid
advances in the march of nations, the number of immi-
grants was only 47,961, who were brought in ata per capita
cost of $6.32. Now, it must be pleasing-it must be, indeed,
refreshing-to find that as the n umber of men coming into the
country increases, the cost of bringing then here decreases
in such a wonderful propor tion as I have mentioned. Not
only, however, have men been brought into the country, but
capital has been brought here also. From an estimate made
in Manitoba only a short lime ago by a gentleman, most
capable of judging, I find that over $10,000,000 of hard cash
was brought into the North-West by immigrants during the
year 1882. These are large figures which might be re-
garded with some doubt, but that they come from the
highest authority on the subject in the Province of Manitoba
Now, I think that the fact that we are in respect of immi-
gration rapidly treading on the heels of our neighbors;T
that the difference in the proportion of men who are directed1
to this country from the proportion who are directed to thet
American Union is decreasing every year, shows not merelyt
that this country is becoming better known abroad, but thati
the success which has attended the administration of itst
affairs is equally well known. In reference to another part1
of the Department of Agriculture, I am very glad to see a1
sign of the material progress of the people of this Domin-d
ion; I refer to the Patent Offie-an office whichs
has had the special superviion of the Minister presiding
over it. This Hlouse will remember that in the year 1872
the present bon. Minister of Agriculture succeeded,
after many a difficult fight, in bringing in a Bill which S
contained a clause enabling individuals of all nationalities
to enjoy the privilege which had previously been denied to I
them, upon the condition that the articles they patented
should be manufactured in this country. What bas been i
the result of that change ? The statistics are eloquent r
regardiog it. They show that in the year previous to the t
passage cf that Act, the number of patents issued was 509,
and the amount received in the office $14,000, while ton years t
after the introduction of the Act tho number of patents issuedfi
bad more than trebled, amounting to 1,732, and the g
amount received in the office was $52,000; and to-day-aided £
no doubt by the successful working of the fiscal policy and the
railway policy of this country-the success is such, under t
Providence, that the number of patents issued bas increased e
to 2,137, and the receipts te 460,000, a sum, I believe, a
amply sufficient not only to pay the expenses of that branch i
of the Government, but also to provide the interest on a I
sum large enough to complete an extension of apartments a
for the patents which are rapidly pouring in. I leave, t
therefore, that part of the subject with the feeling that a t
more mention of these facts is sufficient to command the r
admiration of us all. The subject next alluded to in the s
Address is one that bas always a peculiar interest to ahio
people-that of the franchise. This is a question which, no o
doubt, will be fully discussed in -the House, and will com- w
mand the attention and interest of the country at large. d
For a long time it has seemed invidious to me that a
of all the Legislatures in this immense country, it

Mr. Tt:ppuE.

this Lerislature alone occupied the anomalous
position of not regulating the franchise by which
the hon. members of this House were to be elected.
It has seemed to me a curious feature in the history
of a great country, occupying the position that
Canada now occupies, that this House should suffer
that loss of dignity, if I may use the expression,
of having ,the qualifications for its membership regulated
by other Parliaments. It has struck not me alone as
curious and anomalous, for I notice that a leading paper
of the Liberal Party in Nova Scotia, the Morning Chronicle,
alluded, a short time ago, in the same spirit, to the necessity
of legislation in regard to this important subject; and in
concluding a very able article upon the question, said:
" It will soon be necessary for the franchise to be made
uniform by the Dominion Government." I am glad that
the Government of the day have sprung to their work so
quickly. I am glad that they are about to remove this
curious state of affairs. As we are promised uniform legisla-
tion, and while, speaking for myself, I am not in favor of
universal suffrage, I shall be glad, indeed, to see a measure
brought down which will greatly extend the suffrage in the
Province of Nova Scotia. I feel, as a Nova Scotian, that we
can as well afford to have the suffrage extended as the larger
and perhaps more prosperous Province of Ontario. 1
believe that while the franchise should be greatlyextended,
still the line must be drawn before we reach that stage
arrived at in the neighboring Republic. There is a subject
next touched upon in the Address, that is also one of very
frequent discussion and equally one of great interest to the
people of this country-a question daily growing in interest.
I allude to the question of temperance. [n one particular, I
think there will bc no discussion in this House regarding
this important question. I am sure that every hon.
member will agree with me in the opinion that
the Parliaments of this country are bound to
prevent the unrestrained sale of intoxicating
liquors. I think the day has come when no desire to
discuss that point will arise. Feeling thus, I think that
since the decision in the case of the Queen vs. Russell-a
decision of the highest judicial tribune of this Empire-
this flouse must undertake the responsibility of dealing
iwith this important question in the way pointed out in the
Speech. Not only has the Supreme Court of Canada
decidcd that this House had jarisdiction in regulating
that Lranch cf trade, but in that decision of the
Privy Council there is ample ground to show that
the opinion of that high tribunal agrees with the
remarks of its Chief Justice. I am, therefore, certain
that the question will be approached by this House with a
desire to regulate the liquor traffic in a manner conducive to
the material interests of the people at large. In regard to
factory labor, it is obvious. that, as the country is pro-
gressing, as new industries spring up, we are being brought
face to face with a large, and every day more important,
class of laborers in these faetories ; and as the policy of
the present Government is to protect the industries of the
country, it must accomplish tho task of affording necessary
and ample protection to those engaged in building up our
ndustrios. The question of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
I approach with a great deal of pride and pleasure. I
.pproach it with the pride and pleasure of a Canalian. In
hat pride and pleasure I recognize no party, because I feel
hat, as a Canadian I am bound; and I have a right to
ejoice that the progress of this important work has been
uch as no man in this flouse or out of it anticipated,
ither last year or the year before. When a paper
n the opposite side of politics to the party to
which I have the honor to belong, had only the
ay before yesterday to meet this extraordinary
dvance in that work with the suggestion that
t was going too fast, I have a right to feel not only a party
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pride, but that general pride to which I have alluded. I have
no doubt that the announcement that the road had almost
reached the Rocky Mountains, and would shortly reach
there, came with such surprise upon the people of this
country in general, that it was difficult for any person to
meet the statement in a purely political manner, and there-
fore I was net surprised at the exclamation tbat the road was
being built altogether too fast. I have alluded to the history
of that important work, but I may recall the attention of the
flouse to a comparison between the manner in which it was
deaIt with as a Government work, and that in which it was
deaIt with as a private enterprise. Wo al], indeed, are pained
to look back upon those weary ton years, during which this
important question hung like a pall over the face of this
country. Both parties had great difficulty,itis useless to deny,
in dealing with the work which now and then threatened to
retard the material progress of the country; however, having
entered upon the work, having induced British Columbia to
join Confederation, each party recognized its bounden duty to
carry that work through at all hazards. The question was
how it could be done without becoming a burden on the re-
sources of the country. That was the favorite phrase, [ bolieve.
Now, 1 say that with this two years of Government
supervision, though the progress made was small-and I
think that the paper to which I allude will agree with me
that it was too small-we have the fact that during all
that time, under both Governments, the sum total of mile-
age put under construction was something like 637 miles,
while up to the time that the Liberal Government went
out of power 1 believe not one mile was in operation.
Notwithstanding that, when their successors came into
power, they also found difficulties in the way in dealing
with that matter as a publie work. They tok the responsi-
bility, however, upon their shoulders; they saw that the
work had to be completed, and they took the bold step of
contracting with a company to build that work upon the
terms agreed upon, and they came down and asked Parlia-
ment to ratify that contract. Parliament did ratify it; and
in June last they went to the people for their approval, and
the people ratified both it and the fiscal policy to which I
have alluded. Now, Mr. Speaker, we were unable in June last,
to predict al that has happened in the year which is past ;
we were unable to foresee the wonderful and extraordinary
manner in wbich the Company has dealt with the road
itself, owing to their great energy, and whic has resulted
in the filling up of the North-West in such a remarkable
manner. At that time, sanguine as they were in regard to
the prospects of this country and its resources -1 may
say that I have never heard any public man predict what
happened during the past year in Manitoba and the North-
West-not only has wonderful progress been made
with the road itself, but immigration into that
country, the successful inception of enterprises,
the happy beginning of cities, rising, as it were,
almost in a day-all this shows the succssful manner in
which the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company have fought
the difficulties in their way and proceeded with the construc-
tion of the road ; so that instead of having only 637 miles
under construction, as we had during the ton years preced-
ing, we find that this Company, composed of private
citizens and managed by private enterprise, is in the proud
position of bein ' able to show 646 miles additional of the
main Une under construction, and 113 miles of branch lines,
making a total of 759 miles in two years. Not only that,
but they can show that 561 miles are now in operation, and
they are now managing and oporating nearly as much as
this country built during the ten years from 1871 to 1881.
Now, it is not a question of mileage, it is not a question
merely of se many days work, but we have the pleasant
prospect before us of the work of the succeeding year, as
the Company expeet net only to reach the Rocky Moun-
tains in 1883, travelling through the fertile plains, but to

convey passengers and traffle over that road to the Rocky
Mountains from the Atlantic Ocean, reaching the
ultimate destination of the road, the Pacifie itself,
not later than in 1887. And can we doubt that
they will suceol in overcoming all these difficulties ? Why
should we ? Thoy have accomplished just as much of the
work during the last two years as now lies before them in
the next four years, and we shall soon b able to reap the
incalculable benefits te b derived from having a railway
lino across the continent, not the least of. which will bo
those accruing to this country from the opening
up of the immense whecat rogion of the North-West
and the grazing landi at the base of the Rocky Mountains.
The Company oxpect to do this in a year by using
the lake from Algoma to Thunder Bay, and thus
connecting the two portions of the road they will operate
it until the link of the Like Superior section is finished in
1887. Now, what does this represent to the country at
large ? First, we have the fact that in the present state of
that road the trade between Manitoba and the North-West
and Eastern Canada amounted, in the year 1881, to over
$11,000,000, and in the year just past $12;000,000. Wehave
the wonderful prospect before us of an enormous increaso
in traffic and immigration when that road is completed.
At the same time, we observe that the world at large is now
looking upon our Great North-West with surprise and
admiration, a country that only a fow years ago was
regarded as ice bound for half the year. We find that
in the neighboring Republie, where the people have a
very good opinion of their own country, their Congress
is now bestowing a great deal of attention upon our
North-West, such as I am sure it nover got before. Only
a few d ays ago I ioticed remarks on the Tariff discussion in
Congress, which I think the iIouse will pardon me for
reading. A gentleman rose and said in roforence to this
country:

'' There are five or six millions of people on the other side, and an
area that is unlimited as to its future development, that may come in
competition with the United States."

Hie then goes on to refer to the enormous value of catlo
and breadstuffs imported from this country, and, continu-
iug, says :

'' Anybody who wi 1 read the advertisement of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway through to the Pacifie will peiceive that they reach and spread
out before the world a region that is amply sufficient as they claim to
compete with ail the world for wheat."

Now, that shows the effeet of the happy progross of that
road, and it shows the important assistance that Company
is giving to the Government of this country in proclaiming
abroad the enormous resources of our North- est, at the
same time that it shows that the energetic advertising the
Company is doing is having its effect upon foreigu nations.
Not only that, but as we develop this country it attracts
attention in no unmarked degree. In that same Congross,
on another day, the resources of this country were held up
to the astonishment and admiration of the world. An
hon. member said :

'' The gentleman from Kentucky stated that we had ample protection
in the west by the increased charges of transportation on ores. This is
a mistake, Mr. Obairman. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky
know that just across the Canadian border there are vast fields of iron
ore, aad that it is as common in that country as in this? Does not ha
know that it can be mined in Canada and taken to Buffalo or Pittsburg
cheaper than it can be taken to those cities from any other place
except from the State of Pennsylvania alone ? Does he not also know
that there is no protection in that? Does he not know that on the
borders of Minnesotaon the Canadian frontier, there has been discovered
lately a vast deposit, the most extensive known in this country, of iron
ore suitable for the very best quality of Bessemer steel, and that the
cost of transportation on this ore will be but a trifle in excess of the
same ore mined in Minnesota just this side of the line? This vast bed
of ore of which I now speak is so great, as I have been informed, that
it can supply ail that is needed for the whole country for many years,
and that it is also a good Bessemer ore."
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The reason I refer to these remarks is, because you will
usually fa:l to find such advertisements of the resources of
this country in the debates of the neighboring Republie.
Fault is found with hon. members in this House, I believe,
for having on one occasion advertised the resources of the
neighboring Republic, but at that time we did not know we
would have the happy answer that no less than two mom-
bers of their Congress had held up to admiration the re-
sources of the Dominion of Canada. I have shown, I think
satisfactorily, that in the past the progress of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway bas done much for this country. I
leave it to the imaginations of hon. members, in view of
what has taken place in the past, to predict what will hap-
pen in the future, and they know what is happening every
day in fulfilment of the anxious expectations of the hon.
gentlemen who had the boldness to initiate that policy
only a few years ago. Coming to the railway which is still
under the management and control of the Dominion Gov-
ernment-the Intercolonial Railway-we find that affords
another index to the material progress of the Dominion.
We find that, instead of a deficit of nearly $500,000,
in 1878, that was incurred in the management of that road,
and through the depression that prevailed in the country,
the earnings have nearly doubled, and instead of a doficit
the management (f the road shows a surplus of $9,000. No
matter how bad a thing it may be, as some bon. gentlemen
hold, that the country should show a surplus, I think we
will all agree that when the rates have been lowered on
that road so as to be less than those on any other road in
the c)untry-when every effort has been made to satisfy the
people who do their trade by it-we should all be glad that
this railway, for which the Government are directly respon-
sible, shows a balance on the right side of the ledger. Not
onIy bas the Intercolonial been maintained as a first-class
road, not only has it shown an increaso in regard to
the amount of traffic which to a certain extent
must necessarily pass over it, while the trade in
the Maritime Provinces with older Canada increases,
but the satisfactory manner in which it is managed
is troved by the extraordinary increase in the number
of passengers who travelled over the road, therefore,
the road which is under tho direct management of the
Government shows not only an iricrease of traffic and an
increase of passengers, but a management that redounds to
the credit of those responsible for it. I now come to a
subjeet closely allied with the matters necessarily discussed
in regard to the Canadian Pacifie Railway-the country
through which that railway runs; and I find, by figures
placed in my hands, that the .Department of the Interior
lad an equal claim with the Department of Agriculture toE
the gratitude of Canadians, because, owing to the sue-
cessful and happy administration of the matters coming
under the coitrol of the Department, we have these
extraordinary figures: that whereas the total receipte
from the North-West and Manitoba, from the date of the
transfer of the territory from the Hudson Bay Company
up to December, 1881, amounted only to $820,000, the
receipts for the year ending December, 1882, reached
$2,250,000. Little need be said by myself to show the
extraordinary rapidity with which the country is advancing
and the satisfactory management of the Department to
which I have alludei. But more than that, Mr. Speaker, I
an informed that the sales negotiated during the past year, f
under the colonization terms, and the regulations regarding
lands homesteaded and preempted, amount altogether to g
$10,000,000. Not only so, but $2,250,000 have .already i
been received of that sum, the whole of which is to be paid 5
within four years under the conditions of sale. That is the a
lowest calculation; but there is a probability of that sum q
being largely increased. If transactions to that extent v
have already taken place, what may we predict as to the d
resuits of subsequent years as the country is bailt up, o
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becomes known abroad, and the tide of immigration con-
tinues to increase ? One would hesitate to make any esti-
mate. But we know this, that in the discussion which took
place on the floor of this House in regard to the Canadian
Pacific Railway, not a member on one side or the other
dared to prediet that at this time the hon. Minister of
the Interior would have been able to come down to the
House and show figures like these ; and, therefore, if hon,
members w ere all so ignorant as to the wonderfal
capabilities of the North-West and the progress it would
make, then what can we not imagine to be the
future of that county, and that in the near future ?
I have alluded to the growth of trade-the wonderful growth
of trade indeed-between older Canada and the North-
West; a trade which has no doubt been fostered and en-
couraged by the healthy working of the National Policy;
and this trade, to which I have referred, under circum-
stances at present existing, is likely to increase, and, in fact,
is sure to increase every day and from day to day ; but we
find in the history of Winnipeg itself-in the history of the
capital of Manitoba, in the history of what, perhaps for all
time, will be the important trado centre of the Great
North-West-much to show that the progress of
that country is certain-that it is not a fitful
progress, and that it is not a progress which is likely
to be stopped; but that it is the beginning of a
steady and extraordinary growth. We find that, in the
year 1879, the assessed value of property in the town of
Winnipeg was only $3,000,000, while in the year 1882 the
assessed value of property in that town amounted to no
less than $30,000,000, and not only so but its population
has been treblel sirce 1879. Now, I think that this augurs
well for the growth of that town, which has stood the
natural shock it has received from other and rival towns
which are springing up on all sides throughout the great
North-West, and therefore we have every reason to expect
that we have only now seen, and do only now se, a very
small pirtion of the wonderful prosperity and progress of that
country to the west ofus. Ithink, Mr. Speaker, that among
all the tests which are often ventured by members of this
House, and of other Houses of Parliament, in this relation,
there are three tests which are at least satisfactory to an
ordinary mind : the condition of the laboring classes, I
believe, can most satisfactorily be known and ascertained
by the condition of the savings banks of this country; the
condition of traders by the number of failures in the country,
and the condition of the country generally by the volume
of trade, as shown by the exports and. imports.
Judged by these tests, no iemnber of the Liberal-Con-
servative party has reason to be ashamed of the pro-
mises which were inade by tho leaders of that party
a few years ago; no member of that party need
hesitate to point to those figures and abide by the result.
The increase in the suin of the deposits in the savings
banks, during the past over the preceding year, amounts
to no less than $6,000,000; the number of failures,
which, I believe, eau be ascertaincd by every hon. member
of the House, I am confident will bear me out in the state-
ment that their number is decreasing. Of course, failures
will always occur, and necessarily must occur; but I am
confident, and I believe that I am-and I leave myself in
the judgment of the Hlouse, as I do not happen to have the
figures with me-when I say that taken by that test the
condition of this country is satisfactory, we have then the
gratifying fact that the trade of Canada, as is shown by the
mports and exports, shows an increase during the past
year of $49,000,000; and I may say, in passing, that there is
also this gratifying feature in rcgard to their view of this
question-that while owing to the extraordinary manner in
which this country is being filled up; owing to the extraor-
dinary enterprise whieh has been sbown by its people; -
owing to the enormois amount of raw material wbich bas
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been brought into the country, and while the importe are
increasing over other years, still owing to the successful
working of the National Policy, as I believe and feet confi-
dent, in proportion to the exporte, the imports are decreas-
ing, and I think that this is a most healthy and promising
sign; and I also consider that it augurs well for the condi-
tion of the country. Reference bas been made to
other matters in connection with the financial
quePtions which concern this country; but with these
I shall not deal. Suffice it to say that the intimation which
is made in the Speech from the Throne, in regard to' the
extraordinary surplus, in regard to the decrease in
the debt and to the saving in interest on it, relates to facts
which must bring pleasure to ail minds alike. I feel
confident, Mr. Speaker, before I close my remarks, I would
like, while we stand in admiration of the splendor and
magnitude of ail these industries which exist in the
west; while we stand and are aweostruck by the successful
working of every matter connected with the North-West,
I would like this House to understand that we who come
from the Provinces down by the sea, have no reason to feel
ashamed, through our consciousness, that in this grand march
we have not been laggard. We can show results which
will compare favorably with aIl the figures which I have
given to-day connected with older Canada and the North.
West; and we can show that that large and important
industry of the country which swells our mercantile marine,
is ever growing, is ever improving; and we can show, that in
regard to the fisheries, the most astounding and gratifying
increase is exhibited in the value of the sales during the past
year, this increase amounting to no less than $1,250,000
over the preceding year, viz.: the total value of the sales
for the year 1882 exceeded the total value of the sales
of fish for New Brunswick and Nova Scotia-which are
ti e provinces to which I am referring-exceedel the
total value of the sales for the year 1881 by over
$1,250,000. Now, Mr. Speaker, not only with regard to this
industry of Canada can I turn with pride, but also to one
which is looked upon perhaps with more interest in the
countv from which I have the honor to come-I am alluding,
with a great deal of satisfaction, to the great benefits
which the National Poliey bas conferred on the coal trade,
which has exhibited a most extraordinary development.
The out-put of coal is such as we never anticipated in so
short a time; indeed, this was never anticipated by the men
who were most interested in it. It was nover anticipatedi
by the men who were directly interested in this trade-i
because they find themselves at the present day unable to4
supply the tremendous increase in the demand for coal1
with the machinery which they have, and which they havei
provided since the National Policy conferred protection oni
that industry. Coming nearer to this part of the Dominioni
of Canada, in connection with this question, I may
mention to the House a fact that was alluded to by thei
Chairman of the Harbor Commission of Montreal a fewi
days ago-the increase in the amount of coal whichi
bas been brought from the Lower. Provinces into1
and as far as Montreal in this Dominion duringE
the last two years, bas reached 100,000 tons. This1
is a fact which, I am sure, is very gratifying to thei
people of the Province, who recognize the fact1
that their success je linked with the success of this1
great industry. Moreover, while this was the case in
regard to the out-put of coal, no less than 81,250,000,
were paid out to the miners empioyed in that industry;
and Dot only was this the case, but we find that thei
inerease in the out-put of coal is one-balf more than iti
was in the year 1879. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is indeed3
gratifying, in connection with any part of the country,1
when dealing with figures, to speak of millions ; buta
it is peculiarly gratifying o Imyself, when speaking1
of the success that enables me to use these largeI

figures, that I can come o My own Province and
do the same thing. Now, not only can I show
those two tests of the success of the National Policy
in the Maritime Provinces, but I am happy to see that
through the statistics connected with the Intercolonial
Railway itself, we are offered a new opportunity of judging
of the progress which the people down by the sea are mak-
ing; for we find that whereas in the year 1878, 2,000 odd
tons of sugar passed over the Intercolonial, during the
year 1882, 29,000 odd tons passed over that road. We find,
also, that owing to the enterprise of the country and the
fostering protection given to the article of iron, whereas
19,000 odd tons of iron and steel passed over the Intercol-
onial in 1878, 35,000 odd tons of them passed over it in
1882; and when we are doubling our trade in that way the
whole country being alive sot only with these but with
other active enterprises, and when arrangements are being
made to increase them ail, surely we cau join bands with
our compatriots in the West and congratulate each other
on the success which we know we have attained. I have
alluded to the fact that the increased out-put of coal is such
as could not have been anticipated by those most cognizant
of the working of that industry. I do this for the reason
that preparations are now being made in the Province of
Nova Scotia by ail these mining companies not only for
putting down new shafts, but for putting in new and im-
proved machinery and providing botter shipping facilities
in order to meet the anticipated increase in the demand
next year; so that in every branch of trade it appears to
me to be beyond question that a very great and very rapid
improvement bas taken place. In regard to the position
which this country bas commanded abroad we can turn
with pleasure to events which are transpiring on the other
side of the Atlantic. We have the pleasure of knowing that
the people who are the mo-t activelyengaged in promoting
emigration from Grreat Britain-and notably the Tuke
Emigrat.on Fund Committee-have not only sent out Com-
missioners to the United States to enquire into the condition
and prospects of that country as a field of immigration,
but they 1 ava sent thiem also to this country, and
I fEnd that the result of the comparison they
made between the United States and Canada is one which
need be in n-wise disagreable to the people of this country.
We flnd that the Commissioners, the Rev. Father Nugent
and Mr. IIodgkin, reported favorahly upon Canada, and said
that I there were great opportunities f4'r emigration espe-
cially in Canada." We find, also, that the English correspon-
dent of the Globe refers with pleasure to, and indeed com-
pliments the hon. Minister of Agriculture upon the system of
immigration which ho bas perfected in the continental coun-
tries, "by wbich," ho says, "many special facilities and
advantages will be afforded." This id testimony which we
accept with pleasure, and it corroborates the anticipations
which have been formed that the results of the present
immigration policy for the ensuing year will be such that
we can form no adquate idea of them at the present time.
When I contemplate the condition of the country at the pre-
sent moment, when I see what bas been accomplished within
those fifteen years to which I have alluded, I feel no doubt
in reference to the future of the Dominion of Canada. I
believe that, along with this matorial progress, there is now
being adopted from one end of Canada to the other an
improvement in the tone of the mon who are attempting to
control the destinies of this country. I believe that the two
great parties that represent the divisions of political thought
in this coun-try are now bound to recognize that they are
sot occupying the small sphere which they occupied a few
years ago, and that as the country advancees in material
prosperity there should be a corresponding advancement
and improvement in the toue of political discussion. I
believe that the growth of the country will bring about sucb
a change in the political tone of its public mon as will bo
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commensurate with the wonderful and giant strides it is
mnaking in the eyes of the world. We have been told that
we must remember that the eyes of the world are upon us-
not only upon the resources we possess, but upon the public
men-upon our statesmen who, not merely for the time
being but in a great measure for ail time to corne, will shape
the material policy and the political thought of their country.
In referring to the future of this country no happier phrase
occurs to me than one that was used on a very interesting,
occasion a few days ago when Lord Derby said to the Agents
General of the different colonies of the British Empire, in
speaking of the possible future of such countries as Canada
and Australia:" l It is difficult to avoid the language of
exaggeration." I have much pleasure in moving the follow-
ing Address in reply to the Speech from the Throne:

That we receive with much pleasure FIis Excellency's congratula-
tions on the auspicions circumstances under which at the opening of a
new Parliament we shall begin our labors.

That we are gratified by the expression of His Excellency's opinion,
that Canada is in the enjoyment of peace and prosperity, and ihat all
her industries, agricultural, manufacturing and commercial, are in a
heaithy a"d improving condition.

That we thankd is Excellency for informing us that, following the
example of his distinguished predecessor, he paid a visit of some length
to British Columbia last season; and for the expression cf his convic-
tion that the great natural resources of that Province promise, that as
soon as the Pacific Railway is completed, an impulse to its prosperity,
commensurate with the progress made elsewbere, will be assured, and
that meanwhile, the disposal of the lands set aside in aid of the Rail-
way to actual settiers will add to the importance and wealth of the
Province.

That we learn with great satisfaction that while passing through the
United States, Hie Excellency was rejoiced to observe many evidences
of regard for the Empire of which this country formse so large a portion;
an.d that we concur heartily in Hie Excellency's wish that this friend-
ship, which is so fully returned by us, may be as enduring as it is
natural and advantageous to the mutual interests of both great
nations.

That we share His Excellency's belief that the steady flow of settlers
into Manitoba and the North-West Territories last year, and the assur-
ances received of an increased immigration durin gthe coming season,
promise well for the early development of those ertile and salubrious
regions.

That we understand that His Excellency bas been advised that it is
important that the laws relating to the representation of the people in
Parliament should be amended and the electoral franchises existing in
the several Provinces assimilated; and that the measure to be tub-
mitted to us for this purpose will receive full consideration.

That we thank Ilis Excellency for thse intimation that he is ad vised
that the Judgment cf the Lords of the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Council delivered last June on the appeal of Russel versus the Queen
goes to show, that in order to prevent the unrestrained sale of intoxi-
cating liquors, and for that purpose to regulate the granting of shop,
saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by the Dominion Pariament
will be necessary; and that His Excellency may rest assured that our
earnest consideration will be given to this important subject.

That our special attention shall e given to any measure submitted
to us for regulating Factory Labor and the protection of the workin oe
man and his family.

That the Bills for the consolidation and amendment of the laws
relating to the Customs, the Militia, and the Public Lands, which Hie
Excellency is pleased to say will be laid before us, shall receive our
consideration ; as shall also any measures presented to us respecting
the Civil Service, the Acte relating to Banking, and the examination of
Masters and Mates of vessels navigating our inland waters.

That it affords as much satisfaction to be informed by His Excel-
lency that the progress of the Canadian Pacific Railway bas been quite
unprecedented, that traffic can now be carried on the main line from
Thunder Bay to within fifty miles of the crossing of the Seuth
Baskatchewan a distance of over one thousand miles, that it is
confidently expected that the Rocky Mountains will be reached during
the present year, and that within the same period substantial progress
will be made on the Lake Superior Section of the Railway, and the
track laid upon a large portion of the road now under contract in
British C(olumbia.

Thsat we share the pleasure expressed by Ris Excellency in the
statement that the traffic on the Intercolonial Railway il largely in
excess of any former year, and that the balance in favor of the road
shows a gratifying success.

That we thank Hie Excellency for informing us that the accounts
of the last fiscal year will be laid before us; and that we are pleased to
learu that, notwithstanding the expenditure on Capital account
amounted to more than seven millions of dollars, the surplus of the
Consolidated Revenue, together with the proceeds of the sales of the
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lande in the North-West during last year, were more than sufficient to
cover that expenditure, and that the net debt at the close of the year
and the amount of interest paid thereon were less than for the year
previous.

That we shall respectfully consider the Estimates for the ensuing
year to be submitted to us, and which will, we trust, be found tu have
been prepared with all due economy consistent with the neceesary
development of the varied resources of the Dominion.

That in view of the fact that on the first of January, 1885, the large
5 per cent. loan will mature, the Bill to be submitted to us. authorizing
,the issue of Debentures bearing a rate of interest not exceediug 4 per
cent. for the redemption of this loan, will receive our carefal attention.

That we feel with His Excellency, that the subjects he bas men-
tioned to us are of much importance, and that we shall endeavor by our
earnest consideration of all of them to justify the full confidence which
His Excellency bas so kindly expresse d in our discretion and patriotism.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Mr. Speaker, I rise to
second the resolution which has been so ably moved by the
hon. member for Pictou, and in doing so, will, with your
permission, offer a few observations upon some of the. sub-
jectA suggested for our consideration by the Speech from the
Throne. The opening paragraphs refer to the peaceful
times in which we live, and particularly to our amicable
relations to the neighboring Riepublic, which I trust may
long continue. Reference is aiso made to the general pros-
perity that prevails throughout the country. During the
past few years prosperity has returned, barvests have been
abundant, manufactures have found increased demand for
their products; new industries have been developed ; con-
fidence exists in commercial circies, and activity in trade,
in marked and happy contrasts with the depressian and
distrust of former years. These are facts which I feel will
be universally and gratef-illy acknowledge 1. I assume it
will not b deemed desirabIe to occupy the time of this
House during the present Session at any length in discus-
sing how far these results may be fairly attributed to the
operation of that policy which gives increased protection to
home industries, which the Liberal-Conservative party
advocate, and which they have taken the responsibility of
adopting in the government of the country ; nor yet to
establish the oppoite viewthat nature and Providence have
been so lavish li their gifts to this country that this pros-
perity has come unaided by and even in defiance of human
legislation. These questions are of great interest and public
importance; but I conceive their discussion at the present
time would not b3 proluctive of great practical good, for
the reason that the course which the present Administration
thought proper to pursue in dissolving Parliament at the
close of its last Session, and appealing to the people on this
question with the verdict which they have given, renders it
sufficiently clear that they regard it as one which meets
their wants and wishes, one which they have resolved to
maintain, and one therefore which it must for years to
come continue to be the settled policy of this Dominion.
Reference is also made by liis Excellency to bis visit to
British Columbia, to the natural resources of the country,
the development of which will be assured by the com-
pletion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as well as to what
bas been accomplished during the past year towards the
attainment of that end. I have listened with more than
ordinary pleasure to tho statements upon that subject made
by the hon. gentleman who has preceded me. It is grati-
fying to myself and must be gratifying to every niember of
this House to learn that alroady the work of construction
is completed for a distance of upwards of 600 miles west
from Winnipeg, and that the road has been opened for traffle
and is now in actual operation 1,000 miles west from iLake
Superior, that satisfactory progress has been made by the
Government in British Columbia and upon the eastern and
more difficult section between Callendar Station and the
line from Prince Arthur's Landing, that the work is being
carried forward by this Company with so much vigor and
success even during the present winter months; and further,
that with the branch line now in course of construction to
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AlgomaMills and the steam communication to be established
on Lake Superior, we may hope, by the close of another
season, to have greatly improved facilities for transporting
the produce of the West to our Atlantic seaports. And
these statements will be reeived with the greater pleasure
at the present time, for the evidence they furnish of the
ability and determination of the Company, to whom the
construction of this great work has been entrusted, to carry
it forward suaccessfully to its completion ; and their effect
must be to strengthen the convictions in this House and
throughout this country that not only is it thoir intention
honorably to adhere to and fulfil the obligations of their
contract, but before the time stipulated for the completion
of that work shall have expired, the work of construction
wili be finished, and they will have furnished us this great
national highway across this continent through Canadian
territory from ocean te ocean. I have also listenod with
pleasure to my hon. friend's allusions to the benefits that
have resulted as seen in the improvement and settlement of
the country. We must ail contemplate with pleasure the
extent and wonderful fertility of the territory that bas by
this means been rendered available for settlement, the
influx of population, and the inerease in value of land that
has followed, the surprising rapidity with which villages
and towns and cities have sprang into existence and grown
in population and wealth and commercial importance.
These facts must be gratifying to us ail;- but they may be
used by those who are disposed to regard unfavorably this
scheme to show that the profits of the Company upon the
transaction will be excessive, and argue a lack of prudence
in the Government in proposing or assenting to the terms
of the present contract. i can only say that it is my hope
and wish that any efforts made in that direction, in so far as
they are based upon the facts to which I have alluded, may
be successful. An examination ofthis contract shows that it
is based upon a principle which 1 believe it will be univer-
sally admitted should form the basis of every business tran-
saction, the principle that contracts should be mutually
advantageoui to both contracting partios. It will be
remembored that at the time when this contract was
entered into, the lands of the North-West had but a nominal
value, and if the rise in value since has been more rapid
than was thon anticipated, it is prineipally due to the faict
that by the terms of that contract it became the interest of'
those contractors to push forward that work with an energy
unparalleled in the history of the world. if any hon. member'
of this House can show that in consequence of the enhanced
value of lands in the North-West, or of the growth of railway'
traffie in the future, the Company will reap larger returns
for the work they have performed and the capital they have
invested than they expected, such information will be
of the greatest value, for it wili enable us to show that at
the same time and in the same proportion, the same causes,
will add to the wealth and multiply the advantages that,
will result to the Government and people of this country.
But, Mr. Speaker, whatever differences of opinion may still
exist as to the wisdom of the policy pursued in the con-
struction of thatgreat national work, or for the improvement
and settlement of the North-West, no reasonable doubt can
at this time remain on any mind as to the ability of this
country to provide for the expenditure involved, and meet
the liabilities incurred in that great undertaking. The year-
that is past is one in which the events that have trans-
pired, the progress that has been made, and the
experience that has been gained, must tend to dissipate our
fears, excite our bopes, and strengthen the faith of us ail in
the future. The past year, Sir, bas brought us, as if by
magie, close upon the time when the West will become a
great and growing market for eastern manufactures, and
when our easterin cities will consume in greatly increased
quantities the products of the West. It leaves us in the
dim early dawn preceding the bright morning of that day

when our people will be able to send the products of both
their fields and their factories across the far off Rocky Moun-
tains and exchange them for the gold of the Pacifie Coast,
and when ocean steamships, in constantly increasing num-
bers, will come not only to our Atlantic but our Pacifie
seaports, and bring the tea and sugar, the costly silks, and
all tho luxuries of foreign lands, and take away the surplus
of our products to the markets of the world. Mr. Speaker,
reference was subsequently made to the present financial
condition of the country. This subject will be deait with
fully and in detail by the hon. Minister of Finance in the
Bad ,et Speech. I beg to be indulged while I refer briefly
to some points in connection with this subject of more than
ordinary importance and significance. The revenue of the
past year bas been largely in excess of that of 1881, or any
previous year, reaching, froin all sources, the sum of upwards
of $33,300,000. The expenditure for cost of government,
maintenance of public works, subsidies to Provinces, interest
on our debt and other ordinary charges, also shows an
increase, though not in the same proportion, reaching,
including payments on aceount of sinking fund, upwardi of
$27,000,000, leaving a surplus for the fiscal year of
$6,300,000. The returns of the Department of the Interior
show receipts from the sale of Dominion lands amounting to
$1,700,000, which, with the sum already named, leaves a
total surplus of $8,000,000 in the public Trea3ury. Tho
expenditure on public works, including payments on account
of the Canadian Pacifie IRailway and Dominion Lands,
approximato $7,350,000. This amount,which yu will note
is properly chargeable to capital account, will be provided
for by the surplus I have named, and if to the balance of the
surplus then remaining we add the payments on sinking
fund account, the result will show a reduction for the fiscal
year of noarly $1,750,000 in the net debt of the Dominion. If
we take the years 1881 and 1882 together, the expenditure
on public works chargeable to capital account wilil be up-
wards of $15,500,000, and this sum will be so far provided
for froim surplus revenues that the addition to our debt dur-
ing the two years will not reach 81,250,000. The opinion
has in the past prevailed to some extent throughout this
country that the public works which we had undertaken,
were of such great magnitude, and their cost so enormous,
that a debt woull be created involving an annual interest
charge, which, in addition to other necessary expenditures,
would reach a sumn in excess of any we could hope
to receive from the ordinary sourei of our revenue.
The financial exhibit to which I have just alluded will
correct that impression if it still exists in any quarter, and
not only will its beneficial influence thus be folt at home,
but we have evidence to show that the improved financial
condition of this country has already exerted abroad a most
important influence in our favor, especially on the minds of
capitalists in other countries. This evidence we find in the
increased value of Dominion bonds. 1 note that Canadian
debentures bearing 4 per cent. interest and maturing in
1904 were quoted at 91 and 93 in January, 1879. The
same debentures are quoted at 104 and 105 in January, 1883,
an advance in four years of 12 per cent.; and it is also worthy
of note that from the relatively low value they formerly
possessed they have gradually risen until they occupy
to-day the highest place among colonial securities upon the
London market. This result is to us the more important
at the present time, for the reason that $30,000,000 of our
bonds will soon mature, and as you have already heard, a
Bill will be introduced during the presentSession to provide
for their redemption. This loan upon which we have paid
interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum can at
present be replaced at 4 per cent., and the bonds sold at a
premium, effecting an annual saving in interest of upwards
of $300000. Permit me also to direct attention to another
point. The Trade iReturns of 1881 show a large increase in
the importasand consumption of silks, satin& and fancy
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goods over the years immediately preceding, and it is
generally understood that the value o these goods entered
for consumption during 1882 will exhibit a still greater
increase, and will exceed that of 1881 Ly upwards of
81,500,000, or nearly 50 per cent. It is also generally
understood that the returns will show a large increase
in the importation of cotton and woollen goods,
notwithstanding the increased quarntity manufactured in the
country, proving a large increase in the consumption of
these goods. The same will be found true of the importa-
tion as well as the manufacture of boots and shoes and
many other articles, such for instance as Brussels,
tapestry and common carpeting, chinaware, common
pottery, earthenware, silver-plated ware, wines, liquors,
tgbacco, and many other of our imports which it is
not necessary, for presont purp>ses, I should now
enumerate. My object is rather to direct attention
generally te the increase of our impo.ts; as showing
first, that general prosperity prevails, and, secondly,
that that prosperity is shared in by ail classes of society.
This cannot be better illustrated than by referring to the
article of tea, in the consumption of which there has been
an enormous increase within the past two years, something
upwards of 60 per cent., indicating not that the richer
classes drink more tea but that the consumption
has become more general and extends to a class of people
who, in times of gre iter scatrcity an want, are compellod to
deprive themselves of this the very commonest luxury of
our lives. Fears have been entertained that the present
Tariff would bear unfaiirly and oppressively upon the poor
man. Its operation, thus far, tends to show that it does
net discriminate adainst thie poor man's interest, and in the
burdens it imposes, it does not oppress the weak, but, on
the contrary, that while the wealtby and independent
classes have, since it came in operation, been indulging
more freely in tho luxuries of life, there are also more com-
forts in the poor man's home and fewer half-elad and poorly
fed children in our streets. We have evidence from another
source to confirm this view-the increase in the deposits in
the chartered banks and Government savings banks during
the last four years, which, exclusive of Government
deposits in the chartered banks, during the time mentioried,
are upwards of $43,000,000-tbe increase in the savings
bankg alone being upwards of 813,000,000. While the
former denote that general prosperity prevails, the latter it
is well known are principally nade up of small sums from
the earnings of the poorer classes of our people, and I know
of no botter evidence that can bo furnished of the improved
condition of the laboring classes, showing as it does, that
they have not only been able to supply their immediate
wants, but to provide also against future needs. No one
who bas listened to or read the public utterances of our
public men, can entertain a reasonable doubt that the
subject which most fully occupies the thoughts and lies
nearest to the hearts of the people's representatives,
is the comfort and welfare of the poor man, and 1,
therefore, feel warranted in saying that the infor-
mation which the public records furnish, that among
the working mon income has exceeded expen-
diture and a surplus has been announeed in the Budget
Speech, in so many a poor man's home wili cause throughout
this House more universal and heartfelt pleasure, even
though it may not awaken the same enthusiasm as the
similar announcements when they are made in the Budget
Speech of the hon. the Finance Minister of this Dominion.
At the time the present Tariff was introduced, opposition
was offered to its adoption, based upon the theory that so
highly protective was its character, and so tempting the field
it opened for manufacturing enterprise at home, that the
result would be a decrease in our imports and a reduction
in our revenue which even then was inadequate to meet the
ordinary requirements of the country. It may now be

Mr. WoOD (Westmoreland).

anticipated that four years' practical experience of its
operation inay create an opposition of an entirely different
character, and lead to demands upon the Government for
modifications and reductions, upon the ground that our
revenue is in excess of our requirements. I am not aware
to what extent the Government may feel disposed to
respond to this dcmand should it be made. No doubt the
experience of the past has suggested changes which they
will deem of advantago to the country to adopt, but at the
present time, when there are so many evidences of pros-
perity around us, when the ability of our people, both rich
and poor, to purchase and enjoy so many of the comforts
and luxuries of life, is clearly demonstrated, and when it is
well known large expenditure in the future must continue
to be made upon public works, rendered necessary by the
growth of the country and for the development of its
resources, under these circumstances, although I recognize
the necessity of lightening as far as practicable the burden
of our taxation, I would still regret that any material
change should be proposed, the effect of which would be
not only to reduce our annual surplus, but to increase more
rapidly our debt and imperil and weaken our credit abroad.
My remarks thus far have had reference to the effects of the
legislation of the past; I will say but little upon the prospec-
tive legislation of the present Session. Among the measures
which will be submitted, that which proposes a franchise
law for the Dominion will, I assume, excite most general
interest. It is well known that at the prcsent time the
franchise is under the controlofthe Local Legislaturesof the
different Provinces; that the result is want of uniformity;
a class of persons voting and having representation here in
one Province that in another are denied that right, a state
of things that should be no longer permitted to exist. I am
not aware upon what basis the Government will propose to
fix the franchise for the future, but I may venture to express
the hope that in establhshing uniformity the limitations
which now exist in some of the Provinces may be so far
removed that the result will be upon the whole an extension
of the franchise. 'The importance of a measure to provide
a valid license law for the regulation of the liquor traffic
will be readily appreciated, as well as the necessity of one
to restrict, within proper limits, the classof labor that shall
find employment in our factories. The experience of other
countries has shown that the constant and regular employ-
ment of children in factories, at an early age, injures their
health, weakens their constitution, diminishes their mental
vigor and prevents intellectual development, and stringent
enactments to prevent this evil have in the older manufac-
turing countries been deemed necessary. At the present
time the increase in the number of factories in this country
suggests the importance at the outset of surrounding the
operatives with every possible safeguard, to protect
them from the dangers to which I have alluded.
The advantages of consolidating portions of existing laws
are too apparent to need any comment. And I need but
remind you of the sad disasters that have recently occurred
upon our lakes, involving loss of property and more serious
loss of life, to show the need of any legislation which will
tend to prevent the recurrence of such scenes. I have
before me a statement of the casualties upon our lakes
during the hist two years, and find they have resulted in
the loss of nearly 400 lives. It is impossible to say how
far these may be rightly attributed to want of experience
and efficiency on the part of the officers in command, nor
can we presume to say that accidents will not occur despite
our best efforts to prevent them ; but the fact that the
officers are not subjected to any examination, thatthey hold
no certifieates of competency or character, will create
doubts and suspicions in the public mind. In justice
to the masters and metes themselves, as well as for
the protection of those who place their property and
lives under their control, proper standards of com-
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potency and tests of efficiency should be established. Iregret
my inability to address this louse even briefly in the
French language, not only because it is the language spoken
by so many who hear me, but because the county which
I have the honor of representing contains nearly 12,000
French Acadians, and among them are numbered many of
my best friends and warmest supporters. It las been in-
timated that to this fact is partly due my selection for the
position, the duties of which I am now trying to discharge.
lowever that may be, I can assure you that any honor

conferred upon me as their representative I will always
most highly appreciate, and any kindness shown me as a
mark of courtesy to them will be most gratefully and cheer-
fully acknowledged. Had the county of Westmoreland two
representatives in this Parliament-a right which with a
population of nearly 38,000 she may fairly claim-I would
have had one of their number as my colleague here to-day;
but under existing circumstances I can only indulge the
hope that when, before the next election, the hon.
leader of the Government brings in a Gerrymandering Bill
for the redivision of electoral districts in New Brunswick,
will not be entirely omitted from the measure, and the
rights'of Westmoreland county will not be disregarded.
In the meantime I am glad to know that a portion at least
of the French people of New Brunswick, are so well repre-
sented by one who can claim with them a common language
and nationality, as they are in the hon. mem ber for Kent(Mr.
Girouard). Mr. Speaker, permit me in closing to make one
personal allusion. The duties which have been imposed upon
me to-day are by Parliamentary usage ordinarily assigned to
the younger members of this House. No one could have
been chosen with more limiterd Parliamentary experience
than myself, and no one could have risen to discharge this
duty feeling more sensibly the embarrassing surroundings of
my position; for 1 cannot forget that 1 am addressing
many who have spent long years and won high honors in
the public service-that I am for the first time surrounded
by and associated with the men who in my earliest recol-
lections were entrusted with the management of the public
affairs of these Provinces, then divided and comparatively
unimportant; who have since united them and formed this
great Confederation; who helped to frame the very Consti-
tution under whieh we now are sitting; and who since the
Union have seo successfully administered the affairs of this
Dominion. I cannot divest myself of the consciousness
that for the first lime in my life I form one of this body
and take though it be a very humble part in the delibera-
tions of this Assembly, upon which rests the responsibility
of legislating for the future of a country whose rapid
growth and development is at the present time exciting
universal surprise and wonder; that exhibits to-day a
wealth and diversity of resources that is marvellous to our-
selves and to the world; a country that has just outgrown
the dependence of ber childhood, and exults in the freedom
and growing strength of youth; and, conscious that the full
vigor and power of ber maturer years are yet unimpaired
and but partially developed, rejoices as she contemplates the
grand possibility of ber future destiny ; a country which
perhaps more than any other country in the world at the
prerent time ia demanding wige and prudent and progres-
sive legislation in order that, to the fullest possible extent,
ber material resources and the happiness of ber peop!e may
be insured. Mr. Speaker, I most sincerely thank you, Sir,
and the hon. gentlemen around me for the very patient
manner in which you have listened to my remarks, and I
beg to second the resolution now before us.

Mr. BLAKE. I must congratulate the hon, gentlemen
to whom we have just listened for the manner in which they
have discharged the tasks assigned to them. I eau assure
the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) that ho
was the only person in this liouse who was sensiblo of that

embarrassment and difficulty which he informed us he labor-
ed under in the delivery of the eloquent speech and mea-
sured periods to which we have just listened with such in-
terest. And the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) will
allow me to say that I rejoiced to welcome in his advent to
this House a man young in years, but who gives promise of
making bis mark in the House and in the country at some
future day. We may not agree,.we do not agree, in his
politics; we may not agree with the distinguished person
whose name he bears, but it must, notwithstanding, be a
matter of unfeigned interest to observe the conjunction of
the two persons at one time in the same chamber. The
hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker, as he proceeded, reminded
me a little of the climate that we hear of in some charming
countries. It is a beautiful climate, and we are all recom-
mended to go there; but after a while we on this side of the
Atlantic, and we who belong to the old country on the other
side of the Atlantic, weary of the perpetual
sunshine and the perennial blueness of the skies.
There was no shadow in the picture, thore was no relief to
the glare of brigbtness, of beauty, of glory, and of magnifi-
cence with which for the past few hours we have been
enchanted. It is my duty to present some portions of the
other side of the picture, to complete the sky in which
the hon. gentleman seems to have left out the clouds,
and to say something which may render the climate, if not
quite so bright, a little more tolerable to frail humanity
like ours. I join with the view whiclh the hon. member
for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) said was his view, as to the
expediency of addressing ourselves more particularly to the
topics which are brought under our attention in the Speech
from the Throne; and amongst them I place, as the hon.
gentlemen who have addressed us have placed, in the very
front rank the consideration of the paragraph which tells
us it is important that the laws relating to the representa-
tion of the people in Parliament should be amended. It is
my good fortune cordially to agree in that paragraph so
far; I believe that those laws are exceedingly defective, and
that they require very serions amendment.. I believe that,
in this regard, the Government has done that which it
should not have done, and left undone that which it should
have done. I believe that amendments have been mad ain
some of those laws, and at a recent date, which wero
amendments for the worse-if you will excuse that from
an Irishman-that were deteriorations rather than
improvements; and that amongst the subjects in this con-
nection to which this Parliament should assuredly address
itself is the question how far under the laws as th ey wero
brought down and altered for the purpose of the late
election, there is in truth a proper represontation of the
people in Parliament. I was glad to hear you, Mr.
Speaker, when you occupied a place on the floor of this
House, during the last Session of Parliament, express
your opinion, in language net novel but none the less truc,
that the Parliament of a country ought to be the mirror of
the opinions of the people of the country. It ought in truth
to be a reflection of their sentiments. Those sentiments in
all free communities are divided, sometimes with the tolera-
ble approximation to equality, sometimes, indeed, very
unequally; but, se far as my experience goes, they are
always divided in some proportions, and as it is the theory,
so it ought to be the object of practical dealing with the
question of the representation of the people, to accomplish
as near as may be that which cannot be accomplisbed with
absolute perfection, but to accomplish approximately the
representation and rellection in this House of the various
opinions which prevail in the country with some degreo or
proportion to the strength in which those opinions are held
in the constituencies which are represented here. Now,
Sir, this view we held always; this view we daily endeavored
to enforce upon the late Parliament, when the proposal to
amend the laws with respect to the representation of the
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people were brought before it; and I will venture to hop
that it is in consequence of the experience which hon. gen
tlemen have had, in consequence of the obvious truth of the
propositions we then advanced, as to the results of the se
called amendments of the law, which they thon passed, thal
they have placed so prominently bofore us at the first Ses-
sion after the application of the practical test of that law the
proposition that the laws relating to the representation of
the people in Parliament require amendment. I recollect
that our position at that time-speaking for the moment
with respect to the Province in which we stand
and which was the Province mainly, I may say exclusively,
affected by that particular amendment, was this : parties
were represented bore by a strength of, J think, 26 on the
side of the Opposition and 62 on the side of the Adminis-
tration, giving the Government a majority in that Province
of about 36. It was alleged, indeed, by those who supported
the Administration, that they were stronger in that Prov.
ince in popular opinion than they had been at any previons
time ; but prudent mon do not rely on their own conviction
Of their strength; they make things sure, and notwith-
standing those vauntings of increased strength, precautions
were taken to make that increased strength greater still.
And so I contend that the results have shown the effect of
that measure to be diametr ically opposed to the true theory
of popular repre-entation. It was to produce the suppres-
sion of, instend of the extension of popular opinion. The
change in public opinion was cortainly very great.
Amongst the constituencies which were changed in their
bounds, with the view of making the Government very much
stronger, so strong that it would be impossible to overwhelm
them, were a great number in which, notwithstanding those
changes in the bounds, public opinion pronounced itself, as-
evidenced by the returns to Parliament, adversely to the
Administration. Thoso results are to be found in North
York, North Ontario, North Wellington, South Wentworth,
East lHuron, East Bruce, South Brant, South Perth, East
Elgin, East York, East Lambton, South Norfolk and other
places. I say, in.those constituencies which were altered in
order to make that which was thought sure, surer still,
the Act of Parliament to wlhich I have referred, and which,
I presume, it is intended to invite us to amend, so as to
redress those wrongs, failed of its object, and members of
the Liberal party were returned in spite of the amendment.
The general return was 37 Opposition instead of 26, and the:
adverse majority was reduced from 36 to 18. But I admit
that the hon. gentleman was not wholly unsuccessful in effeet-:
ing the object of that Act-which was for the purpose cf'
suppressing instead of expressing public oDinion-for eight;
seats there were in the Province in whic', judging by the
returne, it was necessary to make alterations, and
the alterations made were successful. Eight seats there
were which, if any fair alterations had been made either
to existing bounds or to considerations which ought to have-
bal wéight in the minds of the Legislature, would have
returned Opposition members. Why, there is one of those
cases in which the constituency bas, within my Parlia-
mon tary experience,been changed twice inorder tosecure-,
as a graduai weakening took place in the etrength of the
hon. gentleman's principles in that constituency-the
triumph of those principles at the polls, and for three
Parliaments it has been represented by a supporter of
hon. gentlemen opposite by virtue not of popular election
in the proper sense, but of an A et of Parliament which from
time to time changed the bounds. Now, if the object be to
obtain, even approximately, an accurate representation of
popular opinion, I say those are traitors to the principle and,
object of representation who legislate so as to thwart this
view; and I maintain bore as Ihave maintained elsewbere-IJ
take the first opportunity of stating it here-thatthe general
results of the poll in the Province te which this legialation
was applied are such as prove that the popular opinion was
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e suppressed instead of being expressed. There were in that
- Province, I thinkt woacclamation elections-one of which
e you, Mr. Speaker, were the happy recipient, and the -other,
- my hon. triend from the South Riding of Lanark, who
t made bis constituency so safe that ho was unopposed. I say
- that there were two acclamation elections, and there were
a also a few others in which the contests were of su ah a
f character that some allowances have to be made. These,
t however, do not materially affect the results; but making the
t most reasonable allowances that can be made I take the

total poli as 2,9,500, of which, I believe, there belong to
, the Ministerial party 136,300, and to the Opposition
s 133,200, giving to the former a majority of the people at
a the pollsof 3,100 only, or about1 per cent. I believe that the

true result, if the constituencies had expressed it here,
would have been to give to the hon. gentlemen opposite
from the Province to which I refer, one of a majority
in this flouse; while, as a matter of fact, they have
eighteen,- or eighteen limes more than that amount.
I see the hon. member for Monck (Mir. McCallum)
smiling at me; of course ho knows that if this true
result had been obtained he would not have been here to
smile. If you turn to the district in which we are sitting

* here, in which this House is beld, to the eastern dis-
trictwith its thirty seats, a true poli would have given about
sixteen to hon. gentlemen opposite and fourteen to friends
of mine; but the returns in Parliament give twenty-seven
to hon. gentlemen opposite and three to friends of mine.
These resuits to a certain extent were to be anticipated from
the unfair character in the distribution as it stood, and
which was accelerated, enlarged, enhanced by the changes
which were made in this very district, and which as is
proved by the return, resulted in the abstraction from us of
the North Riding of Lanark,the old bounds of which returned
a Reformer, and the Riding of Brockville, the old bounds of
which returned a Reformer. Strength being talion away
from us by the distribution of the district, in which we
were to have too few seats on any fuir c'>mpetition
as mattors stood, and in which we were depr:ved even
of two of those too fow seats, therefore, that considera-
tion to which I have referred was not bestowed on the
task o amending the Act. But that is not ail, Sir. There
isanotherparticular in which tboseActs require amendament,
in which the law as it was ought to be restored and the
alterations which under the guise of amendments taking place
ought te be replaced by another amendment. The Govern-
ment proposed, and the late liouse adopted the view, that
the power of nominating returning officers should be left
in the hands of andn t the discretion of the Administr tion.
That had been the law; and the law had been changed, and
certain public officers, having a stake in the county, and
-esiding thora, owing to themselves and to their, situation

feeling a certain degree of restraint in political matters,
and moet likely on the whole to be persons who would
iiese to the level of thoir situation, were those among
*Iom alone the choice could ho made. It was made
unlimited, and being unlimited it was used in
such a way; and in many instances the most partisan
and improper conduet was pursued by officials who were
appointed at the nomination of the Administration,
not merely in their own conduct but also as to the
class of persons whom they appointed as deputies in the
election. Now, Sir, I maintain that with a complicated sys-
tom of election such as ours is,in which so many questions arise
and in which so much is dependent upon the intelligence,
the integrity, the honor, the impartiality of the officials,
though it is in the last degree deplorable, that there shoud
be as there was in the last election a distinct and sensible
deterioration of conduct on the part of the public officials,
though there should be an almost unconcealed and unveiled
spiritof partizanship, leading in many cases to most lament-
able results. I do net impute this to ail these officers, either
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to all returning officers or ail deputies; but I do s#y it was
lamentable generally throughout the whole of the country,
so far as I bave been able to ascertain.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no. Name, name.

Mr. McCALLUMf, Name. Will the hon. gentleman
give the name of those returning offleers. When the hon.
gentleman is siandering lots of people he should give the
names.

Mr. BLAKE. Why, Sir, there was a case in which
the returning officer was appointed, who was the editor
and proprietor of a violent and virulent Tory sheet, in the
locality, I believe, where the hon. gentleman belongs, and
who felt the inconsistency of bis own position so much that
he published an announcement after his appointment that
from that time antil the close of the election, being roturh-
ing officer, he had ceased to do anything in the editorial
columus of bis paper.

Some bon. MEMBERS. leuar, heur,
Mr. McCALLUM. In this ho showed his conscientious.-

ness.
Mr. RYKERT. And bis honesty.
Mr. BLAKE. It was somebody else vho was going to

sling,ink in the interest of the papor which lie controlled ;
and this, I believe, took place not far from the constituency
of the bon. member for Monck. I am not sure that this
person was not the Returning Offier for Monck. I thought
so, and that is the reason I gave this instance at the'
bon. gentleman's dom-and. But it happened, Sir, in'
many cases the deputies were not supplied with the neces-
sary papers in due time, and this is a most serions point
which deserves the attention of the flouse. The instructions1
and the duties to be discharged are complicated, and it!
requires for the intelligent discharge of them, by thoso who
discharge them for the first time, that those papers should
be received in time for their perusal and mastery.
These papers were, however, frequently received only
the night before, and oftentimes at such periods that
it was impossible that the deputies could really learn the'
discharge of their duties before the following day. In very
nunwerous cases the ballot papers were printed on paper,
so thin that the ballot was a sham; that itwas known to be
perfectly easy to observe by the impression made in marking
the ballot, without unfolding it, how the voter had voted ;
and I maintain that in numerous elections that the vory
class of the populaiion for whom the ballot is established
were thwarted in the exercise of their franchise by infor-
mation and suggestions which were there given, and that
the ballot did not really protect, bocause the returning
officer could very easily tell, with the folded ballot
before him, for whom they had polled their votes.
In some cases voters not upon the list were per-
mitted, upon some asuggested right, to polI tendered votes;
sometimes they were sworn, sometimes not, and their
ballots actually conted, though they had no pretencei
or shadow of pretence for voting. In very many cases the
power given to the returning officer to give agents a certi-
ficate, in order that they might vote at the poll at which
they ac ed as scrutineers, was grossly abused. It was abused
far beyond any legitimate demand; abusod by giving
certificates in blank, to be used by the agents of the
party for whom they were given, and as might be most
convenient; abused by giving certificatos to persons who
were not voters at ail, not in order that they might'
bona fide act as agents or scrutineers, but in order that they
might poil their votes at some polling place other
than their own, where they would have been objected
to, but not being known their votes were admitted. In
many cases the deputies numbered the ballots; in others
they omitted to initial the ballots. In many cases the
statements required by law were not placed in the boxes,

and in some cases unsigned statements were placed in them.
Lawful oaths were refused to bo administered; ballot boxes
were opened and the statements in them were changed.
Double returns were made; in one case a returning officer
returned a man who was not returned by the people, and
in another case when the roturning officer returned a man
who received a majority of votes, the County Judge
returned the one who had not received a majority. In the
recounts before the County Judges all sorts of decisions
toolc place, and hundreds, nay thousands, of voters were
disfranchised by the operation of the law in this particular.
There was also a very extensive use of betting under varions
pretences, but really for corrupt purposes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You bot.
Mr. BLAKE. I don't say one side only, but that does

not make it the less obnoxious ; and there was the use of
betting for corrupt purposes and as a form of bribery and
corruption, irrespective of the ordinary use of betting at
elections, which, when carriel on to the extent and in the
manner it bas been carried on au late elections, is in itsef
no unimportant engine of undue influence and should, in my
opinion, receive the consideration of this House, with a view
to its repression. Independently of all these points to which
I have referred-and to which I have referrel specifically,
because the Address invites us to consider an amendment of
the law relating to the representation of the people in Par-
liament-there was a very great deal of corruption which
is covered by the existing law, nominally, however ineffect-
ually that law may practically act in the repression of it.
Many of those defects in the law had been already ascer-
tained by exporience during the late Parliament-by the
experienee of other Legislatures operating under similar laws,
and by the experionce of our own; and it seems to me it
vas incumbent upon the Government-for they were about

to dissolve Parliament before the regular period and to pro-
cipitate an election-to have invited such legislation before
the late election as would have been proper to redress these
wrongs, to set aside these difficulties, and to arrange,
as far as rnight be, for the avoidance of those
imperfections. But instead of legislating they
dissolved. Then as to the trial of controverted elections.
In the exorcise of its functions the Legislature of Ontario
passed a law some time ago by which they altered the
style of some of their courts. I apprehond it was the duty
of the Adminirtration before dissolving Parliament in ad-
vance of the time, to have proposcd to us such legislation
as would have made clear beyond a doubt the application to
the new courts of the jurisdiction which had been given to
the old ones, instead of which no such legislation was pro-
posed; the difficulty subsisted, and numerous election peti-
tions are now in suspense. The hon. Minister himself, whom
I charge with dereliction of duty in not legislating to avoid
this grievance, raises this very objection, and insists that the
petition against hisreturn in Lennox should be voided be-
cause, foisooth, it bas been entered in the wrong court.
The Speech says that besides amending the laws otherwise,
as to the representation of the people, it is expedient
that the franchises in the various Provinces should be as-
similated, and both the hon. gentlemen who have spoken
have expressed their opinion in favor of that proposition.
The proposition is not a new one. The bon. member who
now lcads the House brought it before us some twlve or
thiteen years ago, and brought in a Bill to carry out his
views. That Bill, after a tolerably full discussion,
was dropped, and from that time to this the
subject bas nover been brought before the pco-
ple or before Parliament. On the contrary, in the
year 1874, an Act was passed of a permanent character-
not temporary as preceding Acts had been in form-recog-
nizing the local franchises as the franchises for election to
this Parliament. I quite admit that there is something to
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some minds extremely pleasing in the notion that there
should be uniformity, but I do not concur with, or sympa-
thize in the view that there is any loss of dignity to this
Parliament, when it decides from time to time, deliberately,
that it will adopt such franchises as the Local Legislatures
themselves adopt, for the purposes of the election of mem-
bers to this House. If at any time the franchises of any of
the Provinces are, in the opinion of this Parliament, im-
proper, it is quite competent to apply the remedy, and if it
should adopt those franchises as its franchises, it seems to
me it would not involve any loss of dignity. Uniformity
is said to bo the reason, but it is to be remembered that
though for a great many years the franchises, as they
assimilate,have been changing in the direction of uniformity.
Even in the Legislative Union of the United Kingdom the
franchises of Scotland, England and Ireland are quite
different. The Parliament of Great Britain, not the Parlia-
ment 0f U Feieral Union but the Parliament of a Legisla.
tive Union, has not found it unjust or improper that the
people of the different Provinces or Kingdoms in the United
Kingdom should elect their reprosentatives under different
franchises. That is the great example which hon. gentle-
men are so fond of copying-the United Kingdom,the Mother
Country; and if you take tho greatest example of a Federal
instead of a Legisiative Union, you find that the very same
principle that we have adopted bas been adopted in that
country, but in a still more formal way; for in the United
States the franchise for the election of the common body-
the Congress-is the franchise by which the more numerous
of the two local bodies is elected-which franchise is pro-
vided by the State Legislatures. You have, then, two great
examples in which uniformity is not considered essential.
You have this latter efample in which our very plan is
adopted; and it is not to be forgotten, Sir, that uniformity
in narne may be diversity in substance ; because if you are
dealing with different conditions, with a different state of
society, with different interests, with different occupations,
with people-one of whom may have its property on the
sea and another on the shore or on the land, one of whose
property may be principally personal, another's principally
real, a franchise based upon property must be either very
comprehensive indeed, or different in formu, in order that it
may be substantially uniform-different in form in order
that that great resuit which is the true end to be attained.
may be achieved, the right to the franchise given to all
worthy of it in every Province. We have hitherto con-
coived that the Local Logislatures, with their special know-
ledge of the peculiar conditions and circumstances of the
people, were best fitted to declare who should have the
franchise. But there are other difficulties. There are diffi-
culties to which I shall call the attention of the House even
at this early moment. It is to be remembered that a uni-
form franchise, propounded by the Dominion, means a
votera' list, prepared by officials to be appointed by the
Administration hore-means a revision of that list by
officials to be appointed from here-means centralization,
patronage, and the control, by the Government of the day,
over the whole system upon which our elections depend. It is
to be remembered that it means enormous expenditures to the
public in the preparation of those lista, and infinitely greater
expenditure and trouble in the duties the people will
be called upon to discharge in order to have these lista cor-
rected from time to time. It is to be remembered that that
trouble-which we al] know who are engaged in the actual
business of politics-it is proposed to double; because we
are to have two sets of lista, one for the Province and one
for the Dominion, and, therefore, two corrections of the
lists. It is to be remembered that yon propose, in effect, a
double franchise, and, therefore, an additioaal element of
confusion and uncertainty in the minds of the electorate.
Therefore, Sir, for all these reasons I was unable, when the
hon. gentleman formerly proposed this moasure, to regard
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it as a step in advance. I believed that the best course was,
unless and until some practical grievance or evil could be
shown, to be satisfied with the continued adoption of the
local franchises; I believed that analogy, procedent, the
example of othor countries, overbore the supposed advan-
tage of so-called uniformity, and these, with the other diffi-
culties to which I have referred, led to the conclusion that
things wero botter as they were. But, Sir, if this were Bo,
why is it that to-day, immediately after the election, the
hon. gentleman proposes this measure, not merely to Par-
liament but to the country? I could have understood the
hon. gentleman's course if it had been stated in the last
Parliament that this was one of the reforms which
the Administration proposed to introduce, and upon which
·they desired to take the sense of the people. But not a
word was heard of it. We go to the country, and immedi-
ately after the election, conducted under what is called a
defective franchise, the hon. gentleman proposes this change.
The Speech glories, as the hon. gentlemen who moved and
seconded this Resolution, in the surplus and in the
application of it. I remember very well when the desire of
hon. gentlemen opposite was to prevent the Liberal Govern-
ment which was in power from having a very modest sur-
plus. I remember when the hon. Minister of Railways
declared that the thon Minister of Finance, who estimated
a surplus of $500,000, was guilty of a constitutional
crime almost, in pr>posing to have such a surplus as that,
and declared that it was lis duty if he had a surplus to pro-
pose measures for the relief of the people from taxation, and
in that way to exhaust a portion of the surplus. But times
have changed. It was the duty of the Administration,when
they came into office, to establish-what? A surplus? No,
but an equilibrium between revenue and expenditure. In
1879 the First iMinister himself, I believe, declared that to
be bis object-and a very good object it is, no doubt. But
equilibrium is one thing, readjustment is another thing, and
the surplus which is now estimated, is quite a different
thing; and I say that those who, a while ago objected
to a modest estimate of a surplus of $500,000, who
proposed to Parliament on the ground that it would
produce only an equilibrium the Tariff which now exists,
and who to-day rejoice because there is a surplus
of $6,300,000, have altered their views in a manner which
demands an explanation from them as to the cause. Why is
it that that which was blameable formerly is now admirable ?
Why is it that their object before- equilibrum-is now set
aside for a surplus?

Mr. HESSON. Because we would not trust you with
the expenditure.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, 1 dure say the hon. member for
North Perth is of that opinion, but I believe there are many
members of the party to which he belongs who do not share
that opinion with him. Now the hon. gentlemen opposite
and the Speech give, as I say, the picture of a wholly un-
clouded sky, and attribute that condition of things, though
without discussing it, to the fiscal policy. I maintain that
a surplus of $6,300,000 extracted from the people of this
country by a taxation so enormously increasel as ours has
been, is not an evidence of statesmanship, but an evidence
of incapacity for statesmanship. I maintain with the hon.
Ministor of Railways, that a course should be pursued which
would produce an equilibrium or something approaching an
equilibrium between revenue and expenditure. While ithe
hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) is glad to remember
that while our revenue had increased within fifteen years after
Confederation to a sum equal to that which the neighboring
Republic possessed in its seventy-first yearIwouldaskmyhon.
friend, ifhe will allow meto call him so,whether he had looked
at the Tariff of the United States in its seventy-first year, and
at the relation which existed between the taxation and expen-'
diture borne by the people at that time. But I would give'
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just this one comparison. The surplus which is boasted an
which it is proposed to maintain, is a surplus, whicb, if yo'
applied it to English finances, would be equivalent to a
least a surplus of at least $80,000,000. If you applie
to the finances of the Mother Country the scheme yoi
app!y to our finances, you would suppose a Financ
Minister bringing down a Budget which woul<
produce a surplus of $80,000,000. There has been-
and no man more heartily rejoices in it than the humbl
individual who now addresses you-a period of three o:
four years in which there has been prosperity. We havE
had excellent crops, good prices, a revival of the lumbe]
trade, and very great development in other ways. Th
hon. member for Picton gratified us by the information
that the fisheries had been very productive and th<
prices high, and so in almost every direction has been
shown the evidence of a period of prosperity. But I believe
that we would be acting an imprudent part if we were to
so conduct the affairs of this country, if we were so to shape
them during the Session as if our progress were, in these
regards, assured at the same rate for the future. I believe
that we have already reached the period of over-specula-
tion, of over-trade, of over-importation. I believe that we
have alroady experienced a very considerable amount of
stringency arising from these causes, and from the further
cause that the very large sum levied by the grant from the
people, and devoted as it has been devoted, and the absence
of the foreign borrowings which formerly tended to
mitigate the adverse balances of trade, have pressed more
than in former years upon the domestic resources of the
country. I believe that those very exertions to which the
hon. gentleman has referred, these very leaps and bounds by
which we have been progressing, are exertions which bring
with them, unless we are cautious and take heed in him,
seeds of difficulty, aye, even of disaster. While I do not
believe that irremediable mischief has yet been done, I do
think it is extremely important that the hon. Minister, who
is specially charged with the question of finances, should
not, upon this occasion, repeat the advice which, as
reported, he gave a couple of years ago to the publie when
he said that he was now comparatively advanced in years,
but if he were a young man he would do what ie advised
all young men to do in trade : clap on full sail for a period
of ten years of assured prosperity. I believe that by such
advice as this the hon. gentleman is paving the way, not
to a period of permanent prosperity, but a period of diffi.
culty. If we look to our own past experience, to the past
experience of the United States, of the United Kingdom,
and all other commercial countries, we shall find that they
do not verify the observation of the hon. gentleman; and
that caution and care, rather than sanguine expectation-
with all the favoring conditions which existed for the last
three or four years-ought to be the watch-word which he,
as the financial custodian of the country, ought to give to
us for our guidance at this time. The announcement is
made by the Administration that also is gloried in by their
supportèers, that the public expenditure on capital
account, which is exponditure on account of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, has been paid for out of the taxes.
Once again we have a strange contrast betwoen
)romises and performance, between professions and results.

I remember very well, when hon. gentlemen opposite asserted
time and again that they did not intend to pay for the Can-
adian Pacific Railway out of increased public taxes. I
remember when they passed formal resolutions to that
effect. I remember when they declared that the arrange-
ments would be such that taxes would not need to be
increased. They now ask us to express our gratitude that
we are paying for the railway out of the surplus taxes. I
remember at a more recent period, when the lion. Minister
proclaimed that it was the policy and ambition of the
Government to reduce importations and redress the adverse
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d balance of trade. I remember when they congratulated
u the country upon the reduced importations, the large
t extent of which, le said, had caused a great portion of our
d past difficulties, and upon what he thought was the in
u proved balance of trade from time to time, until at last the
e aeme of his delight was reached, when in one Budget Speech
d lie was able to announce the balance of trade was on the
- right side, the exports exceeding the imports by a small
e sum; now we are asked to rejoice with him to-day-ver.
r satile man that he is-because our imports so largely exceed
e the exports. A list of the increased imports to which our
r increased receipts are due, was given by the lon. gentle-
e man who seconded the resolutions, from which it appears
i there has been, even over the imports of last year, large as
e they were, in a great many staples of the country, a very
i large increased import. I was very glad to read that

paragraph in the ,Speech which gave assurance of an in-
creased immigration, and still more pleased to learn the
statistical information which the lion. member for Pictou
gave on the subject of the immigration of last year.
I have not myself been able, of course, not having at my
command the sources of information which the hon. gentle-
man had, to reach conclusions on that subject. I have only
such as the newspapers have from time to time given us.
They did not lead me to the conclusion that the number
was so great, and I am rather inclined to think that the
113,000 must include the Chinese who came into British
Columbia. Where is the late member for Vancouver?
Where is the late member for Victoria? Why, I remember
when the news was fiashed across the wires last Session of
the influx of Chinese into British Columbia, in what diplo-
matie language the hon. First Minister pointed out the
difference between the Mongolian and Caucasian races, and
said that although the time might come when it would
be desirable to restrict Chinese immigration, such im-
migration was highly desirable while the railway was
being built. Chinese immigration was not the permanent
valuable immigration as that of European. When we
are asked to-day to congratulate ourselves on this in-
crease of 113,000, I ask are the Chinese included in it.
Judging from the expression of the countenance of the
lon. member for Pictou, I conclude that they are. I
wonder what the real permanent valuable immigration has
been. I do not know, I am sure. I am told in Ontario
it was 34,000, an increase that is considerable and gratify-
ing in iàself, but if the estimaies made in the newspapers a
little while ago of the immigration into Manitoba and the
North-West were correct the great proportion was from the
other Provinces. It is extremely important to the Dominion
as a whole, and the Province of Ontario in particular, that we
should encourage immigration from abroad. Up to lastyear
it has been almost entirely from the older Provinces; and
even last year as far as public information leads us to conclude,
it bas been to a very largo extent an emigration from the
older Provinces, particularly from Ontario. I am not sorry
for that. I am very glad that any large number
of mon, intelligent and enterprising, from the older Prov-
inces should go out there and develop that country.
I think it is ominous of good to that country thattthose who
are by birth, by education, and by association, deeply at-
tacIed to the older Provinces, should take the most promi-
nent and first places in the settlement of the newer country,
and their acquaintance with our modes of thought and
action, with our modes of government, with our municipal
institutions, as developed in the various Provinces, and with
our school system, will be valuable to an extent not to be
estimated in moulding upon what we believe to be the best
and most progressive principles the institutions of the
newer land of whici they are the pioneers. But while I
say so unreservedly as that that I do not merely consent
to, but most heartily approve of and congratulate the coun-
try upon the fact that there has been a predominance up to
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this time of enigration from the older Provinces, I main-
tain that we cannot expect that that state of things shall
continue, unless the void is in some way supplied from the
older lands, and that either the void to be produced by the
emigration from the older Provinces-if that is to continue
-must be supplied by immigration from abroad, or we must
expect the future supply which is to continue the peopling
of the North-West and Manitoba to corne direct from older
countries. The condition of the Province with which 1
happen to be most familiar in this regard, is striking. Ithas
hitherto received a very large supply, take it altogether, of
immigration. It has hitherto progressed in population with
very considerable rapidity, but as near as I can judge at this
time, that progress is at a standstill, and for the last two or
three years the state of things has been such, that unless
there should be a change we would find a positive retro-
gression instead of advance in the population in the Pro-
vince of Ontario. I have obtained access to the Municipal
Census of that Province, which gives, not indeed the Census
of all the inhabitants, but the Census of all the ratepayers
and their families, and which, therefore, as to totals,
is not to be compared with the Dominion Census, is yet for
the purpose of comparison of different years a reasonable
guide. i find that from the spring of 1872 to the spring
of 1882, omitting Algoma, Parry Sound and Nipissing in
which the returns were not complete, and it was impossible
to obtain any proximate statement, there was an increase
according to the Municipal Census, of 278,437, or a rate of
about 20 per cent. upon the ratepaying eensus-a very
satisfactory rate of increase compared with the Dominion
Census, which I think, gives only about 17 per cent. The
immigration for these ten years as given in the public
papers is 254,479, or almost equal to the amount of increase
ascertained as I have stated. But the significance of the
reference to the Municipal Census consists in the fact that
it is an annual Census, and that you are thus able approxi-
mately to apportion the rate of increase and progress
of the Province between the different periods of the decade.
Dividing it into periods, the first seven years give an in-
crease of 260,000 odd, or a rate of over 37,000 a year, while
the immigration is 175,000 odd, or a net increase of nearly
85,000. But the last three years of the same Census gives
the increase-1880, as 10,577; 1881, 6,516; and for 1882,
676 only, or a total of 17,769; while the immigration for
these three years is 78,753, or nearly 60,989 more than the
increase by the Municipal Census. The Census of the school
population leads to somewhat the same conclusions; that
for 1871 being489,615; 1874, 511,603: 1879, 494,404; for
1880, 489,924; 1881, 484,224. So that drawing from these
two independent sourcps the information, it is extremely
obvious that while these do not give you accurate figures,
they lead to that which other sources of information also
lead to, that there has been a serious drain upon the popu.
lation of our Province for the last two or three years, that I
attribute to the continued immigration to the States and
the large immigration to the North- West Territories; and,
as I have said, it is impossible that it can continue unless in
some way the void is to be filled.

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

After Recess.
Mr. BLAKE. When you left the Chair, Mr. Speaker, [ badi

1just pointed out that we possessed special means of in-i
formation with respect to the population of one of the(
Provinces. I am not in a position to give the same specificj
information in respect to the other Provinces, and in regard1
to thom I can only refr to the ordirary sources of infor-1
mation available to us, but which seem to indicate that in1
regard to them, as well as to the particular Province to
which I have referred, the question of immigration, the1
question of retaining and increasing the population, is one 1
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of very serious consequence. The United States Census for
1880 indicates that 712,000 Canadian-born were in that year
settled in the adjacent Republic, being a very large increase
over the number found there by the previous decennial
Census, even without making allowances for deaths in that
number and deaths in the number of emigrants from
Canada to the States, and therefore indicating a very
considerable tendency of population in that direc-
tion. All of these circumstances combine to make this
question to which allusion has been made in the Speech,
and respecting which a gratifying announcement was made
by one of the speakers, one of very pressing importance as
well to the old as to the new Provinces, and I am sure hon.
members generally will be disposed to sustain the Adminis-
tration in any well considered motion which they may
bring forward for the further promotion and encouragement
of immigration. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
gave the House some calculations based on the per capita
cost, but it seems to me, without entering into the details
of those calculations, that the inferences which the hon.
gentleman drew from them were based upon a fallacy. It is
quite clear there are certain tolerably fixed charges which
you must expend on such a service whether the
results be great or small, and those fixed charges will,
when divided over an increased immigration, of course
largely reduce the per capita charge. It would however
be fruitless at this stage to enter into any discussion of
the hon. gentleman's figures. The Speech announces a fur-
ther measure in the direction of centralization. The bon.
leader of the (overnment some time ago stated in a public
speech that he would, if retprned to power, pass a law which
would reinvest the municipalities with the power of regu-
lating the liquor licenses, and I presume it is in pursuance
of that statement so made that we find this announcement
in the Speech. I have not had an opportunity of examining
the judgment on which this conclusion is based ; I pre-
sume the hon. gentleman will take care that it is distributed
at an early day to all members of the House, because it
seems to me to be a question of very serious consequence
and upon which we should have the fullest opportunity of
reaching a conclusion. I have not formed the impression
from a perusal of the reports in the newspapers which I saw,
that the decision on the question was one which determined
this point, and i rather assume from the language which
is used in the Speech that the advice which has boen ton-
dered to His Excellen cy, and to which ho referred, is that that
decision points to the inference that this power is vested, and
vested solely, in the Parliament of the Dominion. For my
'own part I should exceedingly regret to see Parliament
take any action on that matter whatever, unless and until
it were finally docided by a judgment upon the precise
point that the Acts of the Local Legislature in the various
Provinces making the arrangements which are now in
force, were beyond the power of those Legislatures and
that those or similar enactments were within the exclusive
jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada. In this respect
I share the sentiments of the hon. gentleman's lieutenant
in the Ontario Legislature, who, I see the other day in a
speech delivered at flamilton expressed his regret that
there should be any doubt as to the jurisdiction of the Local
Legislatures in this matter and expressed his opinion that
if it were fnally decided that the Constitution as read did
not cover that power, the mode in which the difficulty
should be met was not by the Dominion Parliament acting
or assuming jurisdiction, but by altering the Constitution
and giving to Local Legislatures that, power, which up to
this time it bas been supposed they had, and upon which
basis for the fifteen years of Confederation the liquor traffic
bas been regulated by the various Governments and Legis-
latures of the different Provinces. I believe that it would
be extremely unfortunate if we should, except under the
pressure of absolute necessity, deal with this matter. I
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believe it is one which can be dealt with to infinitely greater works as have been undertaken and prosecuted be-
advantage by the Legisiature of each Province for the Pro- tween Thunder Bay and Winnipeg, and on the
vince itself. I believe that the cause of temperance wil'h beother ide of the mountains in ritish Columbia,
advanced in those Provinces, in which public opinion may ail of which latter works take infinitely greater care and
be riper than it is in other Provinces, by the subject being trouble than that which is required for the former. We,
retained within local jurisdiction ; and while we know that however, quite agreed with the view of the hon, gentlemen
the common sense of the people of the country, the common wbo say that under this contract great and rapid progress
notion of the Legislatures of the various Provinces for the would be made in prairie work. We pointed out what the
whole period of Confederation, bas been the view that they profits which the Company was to obtain on the airie
had ihis particular power, I think it is to be regretted that work were, and those profits have now been tolerabry well
occasion should be seized by reason of a suggestion that a ascertained; and upon 606 miles-606 miles, I think- of
judgment of the Privy Council contains language from which work, which I think they have done, the calculated cost of
an inference may be drawn unfavorable to the existence of the road is somewhere under the original estimate; and ail
that power, to arrogate to ourselves exclusive jurisdiction. I the subsequent information leada us only to conclude that
is, as I have said, only another instance of the centralizing this is riglt. And taking the value of the lands-at the
tendency of this Administration. The hon. gentleman has value of the lands sold as reported by the Company-
never concealed his preference for a Legislative over a Fed- and putting the amount to which they would be on-
eral Union, and he is going as far and as fast as lie can-and titled'with reference to that section, I say tbat the
ho is going very fast and very far-to make this, which is as- ascertained proof of it in the prairie section as far as com-
sumed to be a Federal, into a Legislative Union. There is pleted, la about $22,000 per mile, or $19,000,000. With
another question which has agitated specially two Provinces such a resuit before us-, witl such a golden prospect
which are deeply interested, namely, the question of dis- in the very near distance, it is not at ail surprising
allowance. Ail the Provinces are equally interested in the that they should have stretched the Une very rapidly over
principles which are to decide these questions, because the the prairie: The hon. gentleman said-or one of the hon.
rules which we lay down for one must govern ail. Nor gentlemen said that perhaps they miglt have heard itsaid-
should I pass from this topic without observing that it seems that the Company had gone too fast. Weil, there are
to me that the conclusion which determines that we are to some respects in whieh a good many people believo thut
arrogate to ouiselves this particular jurisdiction with regard the Company muy have gone a littie too fast.
to liquor licenses is a conclusion much wider and much more h is ufter al possible, with respect te several of their wrip-
far-reaching in its results than the particular subject sitions, and in respect to several of their engagements, they
in respect to which it is proposed now to legislate; may have acted, as other people believe, somewhat
and it is difficult perbaps to decide, or without full con- imprudently with reference t their far eustern
sideration to decide, how far we go in the direction of engagemenis,(lirectly and indirectly, which wo
centralization, and the abrogation of Provincial rights, by know they have made with reference to other matters-pro-
the system that the hon. gentleman proposes to take. The jected branches in the North-West, in respect to which, we
Speech tells us in glowing terms, and the orators of the day find no notice- now, and which, I présume, are either
have reiterated and bettered those terms,of the progress of the abundoned or indefiniteiy postponed, and in respect even of
Canadian Pacifie Railway; and the hon. member for West- the pressure of construction that took place, it is possible
moreland anticipated what he thought might be the line of that they rnay have gone, not merely in advance ofthe coun-
the argument on that side, informing us that he would be try, but also in advance of what prudence would have de-
delighted to hear proven that the bargain was a very good manded; but tbat is after al their business. Tley wore
one for the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, because as entitled to proceed within certain limita as far and as slow
ho stated, it was his view, that ail bargains should be as they pleased; and they have proceded rapidly with the
nmtually advantageous. work. We weme promised that they would proceed witb

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear. the work by means of foreign capital to bceintro-
duced in addition to the Government subsidy, -but up

Mi-. BLAKE. No doubt it is a very good principle, and to this time we do not find that this work las
the only principle on which trpde and bargains can at ail be been accompiished by means of foreign capital. On
profitably and permanently conducted;. but, then, "mutial the contrary, in se far as the Goverument las not supplied
advantage " does not mean a bargain ail on one side. It the means, these have substantially core from the people
seems to me that the faets and the figures which have be- of thia country; and, therefore, they have core up to this
come public within the last few months indicate that this time almoat entirely from our own resources, either from
bargain is-as we contended it was when the subject* was the banks or from the lands, which, in greut measure-in
under the consideration of this House-all on one side. The the largest measure, indeed, and ulmostentirly-have been
progressto which the hon. gentlemen both alluded, and purchased by persons residing in this country. Now, with
which the hon. member for Pictou compared with the pro- referonce to one of the great questions upen which wo difièr
gress which had been made under the various Governments from the Administration us te this contract, Our forecats
which had had charge of the work for soe time, is pro- have been ail from the start verified. We declared the
gress with reference to a different class of work. He provisions as te monopoly were unnecessary, in order to
forgot for the moment that the work which thse procure the construct'on of the work, and werc
Governments had undertaken and were carrying on, was calculated te retard seulement and te impair the
work of a very difficult character-work entirely different prospects of that country, and to croate greut
from a level road through a prairie country. As an example dissatiafaction and diacontent witbin its bounds. I shal
of what might have been done, and perhaps the most nt enter into the condition of things therc te-day. No
successful example in the world, I admit, wilh the hon. doubt this vil1 bc more fally discusscd at later perieds in the
gentleman, an example comparatively of what might have Session, but I maintain, fi-m ail the information 1 have
been done in that regard, was given him by the hon. the been able to receive, that theme dees exiat, on the part cf
Minister of Railways, with reference to a certain section the majority of the people of that country, a very great
which he constructed west, I think it was, of Winnipeg. discontent and dissatiafaction, owing te tle manner in
There is, Sir, no comparison whatever between a stretch ofwhieh a clause appears te have [een misconstrued by the
railway acrost a relatively level prairie, and su b Administration-and in a sense whieh I ysef have nver
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been able to understand-it being held that the Company
was not merely entitled to, but could compel the Govern-
ment of the day to exercise its powers of disallowance to
veto charters for local railways within the limits of the Pro-
vince of Manitoba as contrary to the bargain with
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company. I say that this
construction of the bargain is not merely contrary to what
I understand its terms to be, but contrary certainly to what
we were told its terms were when the bargain was laid
before us by the Minister of Railways, and reiterated and
reinforced at greater length by the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White). Now, with reference to the financial
caleulations, we contended that the amount which the
Government was about to part with to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company was worth more than what the Govern-
ment alleged it was, and that the Company would, accord-
ing to any reasonable calculation, according to the
estimates which the Administration had itself laid before
us, in some ten months have this road for less than
nothing-have the road and a profit besides. The
official memorandum to which I have refer-red,'
shows that 6,542,000 acres of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company's grant were sold for sufficient to redeem
$17,300,000 land grant bonds, at the rate of about $2.68 per
acre. If the North-West is to improve; if the value of the
land in that country is to increase; if it is to progress; if
settlers are to crowd in upon it; if fresh cities are built
there, and if fresh agricultural settlements are to be de-
veloped-and I suppose that no one will deny this-the
lands to be sold there in the years to come will be more
valuable than those which were sold in the last year; but
for the purposes of c-iculation and for the purpose of ascer-
taining the present value of this iand, I will adopt as
the price of the remainder of the land grant with all
tthe town sites to come, with the coal lands, with
the timber lands, with the lands of special value, with the
lands immediately alongside of the railway, as yet in great
measure unsold-I say, assuming that having alil this added
to them, those speculations in town property, as in the case
of Bratndon, which the Company was able to make, and ad-
ding al] these together, and assuming thatfor the remainder
of the land, the present value is but what has been realized
for other parts, it would amount to the sum of $49,467,000,
or within a few thousand dollars of $49,500,000, making
a total for the lands at the present values as ascer-
tained by the sales of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
of $67,000,000 nearly. Thus, the Company's receipts would
be: their subsidy of $25,000,000; Government railways, $35,-
000,000, and the proceeds of lands already sold, $17,300,000,
or a total of $77,300,000. The value of the unsold lands
would be $49,500,000, making the total receipts $126,800,-
000. Now the Company estimates, by the statement to
which I have referred, the road completed and equipped, and
including besides the road which they contracted to build,
and in respect of which the calculations were made, no less
that 684 miles of their own road-the eastern part, the
North Shore, the Canada Central and certain branches in the
west and on the way west-the subsidy of $25,000,000,
820,000,000 land grant bonds and $90,000,000 of stock
which they are putting on the market at 60 ets.-
equal to $54,000,000-making a total of 699,000,000. De-
duet the net value of the 684 miles-which is subject to
liens, say, $5,500,000-I-presume it cannot be less, having
regard to the character of the road, and the character of the
bulk of the country through which it passes-and it is worth
a net sum of $9,000,000, making the cost of the road as
contracted for 890,000,000-the cost I mean to the Com-
pany. The G'overnment works handed over, their subsidy,
the land grant bonds already practically attended to, and
the unsold lands together realizing $126,800,000, it is easy to
see that according to present appearances they are to have
the road-completed, equipped, with interest paid on the
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capital expended during construction-for nothing, and
with a profit of about $37,000,000. This is the result
which is indicated by the official memorandum of December.
Th'is is the result which the hon. member for Westmoreland
(Mr. Wood) justifies on the good, general business principle
that all bargains should be mutually advantageous ; and he
says that an arrangement under which one party to the
bargain is to build a road and equip a road which is to be
its own property afterwards, and to receive the whole value
of what it does, and some $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 more, is
a bargain which is mutually advantageous. Well, Mr. Speaker,
I admit that it is advantageous, but I think the advantage was
all on one side, and it is my opinion that if the course
which was recommended and pressed on the House by this
side of the Chamber, viz.: that we should give value to
the lands of the North-West and develop the country by
prosecuting with rapidity and vigor the prairie section,
and postpone any arrangements for the construction of the
ends until we had-as by these one and a half or two years
opeiations, we would have-produced these results for our-
selves instead of for the Company, we would have been
able to make a bargain under which the Canadian Pacifie
Railway would have been completed just as soon as it may
reasonably be expected to be completed now, but on terms
infinitely more advantageous to the country-infinitely
more advantageous, even if we only consider the financial
question-infinitely more advantageous, if we consider also
the question of the alienation of the land, the question of
monopoly, and all the other questions of privilege and
exception which are so glowingly set forth in the prospectus
to which I have referred. The prospects also as to traffic
are announced, and these, too, we might have realized for
ourselves. These conditions, giving the value of the enter-
prise and to be considered accordingly in the price at which
the road was to have been contracted for,could have been as-
certained for us as for others. It turns out that even in its
incomplete and disconnected position the eastern section
bas returned $3,200 per mile per annum; the western sec-
tion bas returned $3,600 per mile per annum, and the Com-
pany confidently predicts that within a short time its earn-
ings will compare favorably with the earnings of Ameri-
can lines similarly situated, which are stated at some-
where about 67,500 per mile per annum. I maintain
that at an earlier date than could have been supposed
possible, by proof more cogent than we could have rea-
sonably expected, the views which we pressed-unfor-
tunately without success-upon this Chamber when this
contract was before it, have been verified, and that
whether you consider the' financial aspect alone or the
more important aspects to which I have referred, the
policy which we propounded in opposition to the policy
of the hon. gentleman has been already proved-and
I believe that from day to day, and from year to year,
will be more emphatically proved-the true policy for the
country. I was glad to see from the Speech that the Public
Lands Act is to be amended. On this point also-with re-
ferrence to the management and administration of the pub-
lic lands in the North-West-we have been at issue with
the Administration, and we agree that the Public Lands Act
requires amendment. I believe that the system which
hon. gentlemen have inaugurated-that the various schemes
which from time to time, they have devised and brought
forward, have been, or the great majority of them,
unfavorable ; that they have produced ill results, and
that a better and simpler system would have produced
better results for thepublic of Canada, who are interested
in this question financially, and to the whole people of
Canada, old and new, who are interested in the early
and satisfactorys ettlement of the country. I believe
that the system which should have as little as possiblo
introduced the middleman and allowed him to intervere
between the public and the actual settler, would have
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been the true system, and that speculative sales, whether
to colonization companies or togreat farming companies,
or to individuals, otherwise than on conditions of set-
tlement, are injurious instead of 'advantageous. The
hon. gentleman projected-I will not say in anticipation
of, but I will say shortly and conveniently before the
late elections-a great system of colonization companies
-a system, which, acting on what he himself described,
standing where he now sits, as the "land craze of
the North-West," extended the area of that land craze.
Almost everybody thought they were going to get rich at
-no cost to themselves, at no risk to themselves, at little in-
vestment of their own, and at somebody else's expense;
andgit is said that some 314 applications for colonization
companies or parties, were favorably received by the Ad-
ministrat ion How many of them have succeeded ? How
many came to a head? How many of them have paid the
instalments which have been called for? How large a settle-
ment have they actually accomplished or promoted ?
What sort of demands have been made upon the Adminis-
tration with reference to these companies, and what is the
present attitude, view and opinion of the Administration
as to the colonization company scheme? Sir, I can give
you upon this subject a little authentie information. I
hold in my hand the report of the directors of one of
the colonization companies made to their shareholderà
on the 10th of September, 1882, and it contains these words:

" On the 15th inst., an interview was had with Sir John A. Macdonal
by the President and Secretary, and Messrs. Johnson, Kingsmill and
McNee, on the question of when the survey of the tract would be prose4
cuted, so that the operations of the Oompany might be proceeded with.
The Minister declared that no promise of survey could be made untiý
the first instalment was paid, and a contract entered into by the Com4
pany; that even after the instalment was paid, the time at which a sur-
veyorwould be appointed was entirely uncertain-it might be a year, or it
might be more; that there was an insufficie ut number of surveyors avail-
able for the requirements of the Government, and they preferred employ-
ing them along the lines of railway; that, in short, we must pay the
money and take the chances of a survey, as Sir John expressed it, "within
the next 25 years' Being asked if the Company would be afforded an
opportunity of enquiring further into the quality of the lands before
paying for them, 8ir John replied that the Government could make nô
concessions in that direction. On the question of an extension of time
for the payment of the first instalment, the Minister declared that lie
could hold out no hope either to our Company or to others similarly
situated, as he found that these enterprises had been entered into in a
merely speculative spirit, and that their effect had been to retard rather
than promote the settlement of the country. He stated that he could
not, of course, say in advance what would be doue at the meeting of
Council, which was shortly to be held, but that he intended to oppose
making concessions to any Colonization Company."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What company is that?

Mr. BLAKE. The Saskatchewan Forks Colonization
Company.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Saskatchewan
Forks!

Mr. BLAKE. I believe that was the company in which
the hon. gentleman roped in the press; for he had com-
panies for everybody, for every class, for every creed, I
believe for every denomination. There was one company
for the licensed victuallers, another for the temperance
people, one company for one denomination, and another for
another, and the hon. gentleman gave to the press this in-
teresting statement that I have read-but tbat was not
before the 20th of June; that was on the 15th of September,
when it was all over. I observe that a gentleman whose
voice we miss in this Chamber, but whose name we shaîl
have the opportunity of greeting yearly in the Publie
Accounts-I mean the new Inspector of Colonization
Companies-stated the other day at a meeting, I believe, of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Directors, that the only com-
pany in the North-West which had performed its obligations,
was the Qu'Appelle Farming Company; and I was a little
surprised at this statement, because you will recollect that
the principal operations of the Qu'Appelle Farming Com-

pany of which the public have been informed, have been not
the settlement ot immigrants in the North-West, but
the expulsion of actual settlers from its lands; and, there-
fore, if this be the only company of the bon. gentleman's
lot which bas performed its obligations, nnd if the corn-
pany, which was performing its obligation8, was expelling,
1 wonder what the settling companies were doing. The
truth is, that that which alone could justify the formation
-I do not say of all, for some may have been formed on
business principles ; but any large number of the coloniza-
tion companies at all, viz.: that they were about to intro-
duce into the country immigrants from across the water
who otherwise would not be got here, was not asked of
them ; that it was not on that basis that the scheme was
carried out, and that the men who went into them-I do
not say all, but the great bulk of thei-expected to take
advantage of the wave of settlement over the country,
produced by other causes, to become middlemen, not
giving any valuable consideration, but reaping a profit
between the settler and the Government. Now, Sir, I do not
know whether the bon. gentleman bas held rigidly to his
statement, which I have just read. I observe that there
bas been an extension of time. I observe an announce-
ment in the papers that the last day of grace is to expire
on the 28th of this month, and after that date there
is to be a cancellation of those in default. But it
would be interesting to know, after the roll is
made up and arrangements are completed, what the
actual results have been, not in the sale of lands to
the speculators, but what the practical, tangible resuits
have been in the way of placing permanent settlers on the
lands of the North-West. The administra4ion of the Land
Department certainly does not possess the merit of
constancy. There have been continuali chaiges. Lands
are offered for sale; the order is suspended; once
again they are opened; and so forth. I have seen, and
read, and hoard constant complaints of the difficulty of
knowing what the regulations are for the guidance of settlers
at any particular time. Great difficulties have arisen-and
I think it is important that later on these questions should
be very fully discussed, because I presume we are only on the
threshold of these difficulties-as between the Government,
the companies and the settlers. You have the speculator
and the homesteader; you have the bona fide squatter and
the speculative squatter; you have those who jump claims,
some for themselves, and some for speculators, companies
and others; and circumstances have been stated to me of
the very greatest injustice in this regard. On the whole I
believe it will be fouiid that the administration of the lands
of the North-West does not redound to the credit of the
Administration. These regulations and laws do require
amendment, and I trust the amendments promised us
in the Speech from the Throne will be improvements. I
observe that the regulations regarding public lands have
been changed-that a portion of the difficulties wbich
I suggested are now recognized by the hon. gentleman,
although I confess he does not seem to me by his
change to remove those difficulties. I hope we shall
know to what extent under the old regulations public land
]eases have been made and on what terms the hon. gentle-
man proposes to couvert those leases of some of the most
valuable portions of the North-West into freeholds. So with
reference to timber limits, it was said that a very large
proportion have up to this time been parted with, and on
terms which have affordéd a very fair profit to the fbrtunate
individuals who have from time to time received the favor of
grants from the Government. I will not trespass on the tine
of the House by touching upon the other topics of the Speech
because I believe they can be more effectually deaIt with
when the measures come down, before passing to a point or
two which I think deserve notice. 1 wish to say that 1 do
not agree with the statement of the hon. member for Pictou
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as to the result of the application of one of his tests of pros-
perity. He said ho believed that the failures had
decreased during the current year. My recollection of the
reports of the Dunn and Bradstreet agencies from which we
derive our information in this regard, is that the failures
have very greatly increased this year as compared
with last year. I do not hold that these failures have
increased to an alarming extent, yet I do hold that
the indication of increasing prosperity to which the
hon. gentleman directed us as a test, proves, if it
proves anything, the reverse of that which he intended.
Now, Sir, one other point with reference to the statement
of the bon. member. He adverted to the high prices and
the values of the fisheries thià year. I do not know whether
the hon. gentleman attributed that to the fiscal policy of the
Administration, but I believe the Administration is no more
responsible for that high price than it is responsible for the
lower price of grain, though according to the views of
hon. gentlemen opposite, there is a credit to be attached to
them for the high prices which obtained for grain in former
years, and it would be only fair to charge them with the
responsibility for that fall in grain which has stiuck so
many faithful friends of theirs in the rural communities
with dismay-who believed that so long as the Conserva-
tive party were in power under their present leader, he
would make such arrangements in the markets of the world
that wheat would always be high. Now the price of fish is
high. It is duo to what, I suppose, we must thank Provi-
dence for, the failure in the fisheries of other countries, the
failures of the fisheries of Norway, and to a considerable
extent, those of Newfoundland, which have diminished the
supply of fish,• and of course increased the value. I am
glad to say there is a considerable prospect of the extension
of our fishing industry under these circumstances, and more
vessels are under construction with a view of taking advan-
tage of the favorable tide. I suppose the hon. gentleman
would attribute these results to the bounty of $2 per head,
which was prescribed by the Act of last Session, but which
has not yet been obtained. It seems to me the casues to
which I have referred are more likely to have produced
them than the hon. gentleman's bounty. There is an omis-
sion or two in the Speech which, I think, deserve attention.
In the first place, the foreign trade negotiations.
The Speech for 1879 announced a negotiation for the
development of trade with France, Spain and the colonies.
The Speech for 1880 declared that the increased foreign
trade of Canada, and the proposed Imperial negotiations,
demanded our closest attention anç watchfulness and
required a representative in London. But upon this sub.
ject the Speech is mute to-day. We have nothing conveyed
to us in this authentic fashion, and the ordinary sources of
information tell us that the negotiations which have been
going on, more or less, almost ever since the Administration
came in, have now been postponed until after the completion
Of the negotiations for a commercial treaty between France
and the United Kingdom-another proof of the wisdom of
the step which we pre posed to Parliament last Session, that
we still obtain a greater measure of freedom in the conduct
and maturing of our own commercial relations. Once again
a former Speech ushered in a subject with pæans of joy, and
upon that subject there is an ominous silence to-day-the
poor Charybdis. I recollect when I huard read the Speech in
1881, which declared that, "lHer Majesty's Government las
generously presented to Canada, for training school
purposes, the steam corvette Charybdis, lately returned from
service in the Chinese seas," and promised us the papers
on that important subject; and the orators of that day in
performing the duty which my hon. firiends have just
so ably discharged, were enthusiastic over the presentation.
The hon. member for West Toronto declared that it
formed "a pleasing feature in the Speech. This generous
act proves that the Imperial Governiment still retains its
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sympathies for us." The hon. member for Yamaska
was still more gushing. "The Speech," ho said, "refers to
the generous gift that Her Majesty's Government bas just
made to Canada, by sending us the splendid steam corvette,
Charybdis. This gift, that the country accepts with the
greatest gratitude, was destined to supply a want long felt
in the organization of the forces of the country. We are a
maritime people. Perbaps no country in the world pos-
sesses a more extensive seaboard than ours, and the interior
is covered with lakes and rivers that constitute, as it were,
vast inland seas. Nevertheless we are wanting in marines.
The training ship is calculated to create this new calling,
and our young met will be able to defend the country on
the high seas with as much skill and valur as on
the land." But where is she now? Why, Sir, you
cannot find her, evenin the Speech from the Throne. After
an expenditure of several tens of thousands of dollars we
know nothing about her, except that the newspapers
tell us that she bas been returned and the gift that was
ushered in with so much eclat, and the added strength and
dignity which was gained by the Administration a
couple of years ago having passed away, they have not
a word to say about her. They leave her to one side.
They pass in silence this subject. If no one else will, let
me be permitted to pay my tribute to the departed
Charybdis. Now, Sir, we are here as a new Parliament to
discharge our functions under circumstances which have
given to the hon. gentlemen opposite a very decided
Parliamentary majority-a majority, as I have proved, far
in excess of what the popular vote would have given them
-assuring to them the opportunity of executing their own
views with reference to the policy of this country, on al
points during the natural term of that Parliament. Its
political forces are pretty much as the forces of the old
Parliament. To hon. gentlemen opposite is given the
power to which I have referred, and to us is allotted the
task of criticising their transactions, of watching the dis-
charge of their functions, of propounding our views and of
proving, as I believe we shall be able to prove, year after
year, as experience gives us the opportunity, the soundness
of those counter views which we have pressed upon the
attention of the Parliament of this country from time to
time. While, as I have said, the political constitution of
this Parliament, in a Parliamentary sense, is the
same as that of the Parliament which preceeded it,
we know that there are here many new faces, and that
there are absent many faces with which we have been
familiar, and this Parliament, like other new Parliaments,
though similar, in a party sense, will yet form a character
of its own, and create a fate-a reputation for itself. Much
is in its hands. Upon its prudence, upon its patience, its
deliberations, its candor, its moderation, the judgment which
it exercises, much will depend. For my part, I will express
the hope that, adverse though may be the political com-
plexion of my own views, those deliberations may be of the
character to which I have referred; that they may be mode-
rate, careful, candid and patient, and that when its term
shall have expired wu may all be able to join in the state-
ment that the things which it has done have redounded to
the honor and advantage of the land we love and serve.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I certainly can find no
fault with the spirit in whicb my hon. friend bas address-
ed the louse on this occasion ; and I can cordially join with
him, as all this Holiuse can do, in bis concluding sentence.
No matter what Cur p ) itical antecedents may have been, n >
matter what cur political p')oclivities are, we are all, I
believe, true Canadians, anxious to forward the best inter-
ests of this country, although our opinions may vary as to
the best mode of fostering its prosperity. Although it is
not likely that during the prosent Parliament, any more
than the last, I shall be found to agree with my hon, friend
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in many things, I can cordially coincide with him in hi
opening remarks respecting the two gentlemen who move
and seconded the Address. is exceedingly appropriat
and well deserved compliment to those two gentlemen mus
have met with the approbation and assent of every membe
of this House. It must be gratifying to both sides of th(
House to see such evidences of intellectual force brought s
early into play at the beginning of this new Parliamenti
but while it must have been gratifying to hon. gentlemen
in an intellectual sense, it must have been, as you Can wel
understand, and as the House can well understand, especi
ally gratifying to me, when I see the son of my old colleagua
and friend, who has fought the battle with me side by side
for twenty years-for our alliance commenced long before
Confederation-to see the son of a colleague take that dis
tinguished step, take at once a position in this Bouse. I
say it is exceedingly gratifying to me, gratifying to my col-
league, and gratifying tothe whole Conservative party. The
hon. gentleman also paid a just compliment to the seconder
of the Address. His language, fluent, clear, explicit, elo-
quent, shows that he, too, is going to take a distinguished
position in the Parliament of Canada. But my hon. friend,
while he paid a high compliment to the manner of the
speeches of my hon. friends, took objection to the substance.
He had to object, he had to complain. As bis able pre-
decessor said': "What is the use of an Opposition if it does
not oppose? " and be felt it was bis role to commence by
an immediate opposition, going back to the old obsolete
system of making long speeches on the Address. He com-
meneed at once to play the role of an oppositionist by
attacking myhon. friends in almost every statement that they
mnade. In the first place he said that the prospect held out
v those gentlemen was too good, the sunshine was too

str'oig. He was dazzled with excess of light; he cotild not
stand the light of prosperity that was poured over this
flouse through the lips of my two hon. friends. I do not
say that the bon. gentleman loved darkness rather than
light, because bis political deeds were the reverse of good.
I do not wish to say so, but he complained that there were
no shadows. Well, Mr. Speaker, the shadows may come
by-and-bye. The hon. gentleman says that there bas been
a repression, a suppression of public feeling at the last elec-
tion; and if that suppression had reduced the Conservative
îmajoriV from 3G to 18 in the present Parliament from
Ontario, it might go on and still further reduce the majority
and change them to a minority, and then, Mr. Speaker,
perhaps we shall have shadows enough. We have brilliant
sunshine now, the light of prosperity shines over
us, but political and financial difficulties are sure to
come. The hon. gentleman's æsthetic tastes will be satis-
fied to the utmost extent, for light and shadow will then be
properly mingled, and Rembrandt will be infnitely more
than Turner in the picture. My hon. friend put me much
in mmd of an old Newcastle collier who had been boxing
the compass for many years, and in the exigencies of the
last long voyage he had heen in almost every foreign
country. Alter a vi>it of seven years to the West Indies he
came back to England, and when his ship was approaching
the ]and, and when he felt the familiar sleet and storm and
saw the familiar clouds, he put on his son'-wester and his
pea jacket and said: "This is something like weather;
none of your infernal blue skies for me." This is the feel-
ing of my hon. friend. We will be satisfied, however, to
bask in the sunshine and leave the storm and the clouds
and the tempest to my hon. friend. My bon. friend, after
a few preliminary remarks, spoke of the clause in the
Speech relative to representation in Parliarment. He alluded
in a very kind and good-natured way to the legislation of
last Session, and he assumed that it lad to be amended.
Well, that cannot be amended for ten years, under the Con-
stitution. Right or wrong, there it must remain until the
next decennial Census. He took occasion to refer to the
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s Gerrymandering Bill, as it has been called. Well, Mr.
d Speaker, when that Bill was brought in I took occasion to
e say that it had been my duty as Prime Minister, in 1872,
t to lay a new scheme for representation before the Parlia-
r ment of Canada; and then in 1872 I was charged with
e wilfully rearranging, readjusting, disarranging -if you
o like-the representations of the country for political
; purposes, and last Session when that Bill was before Parlia.
n ment the hon. gentleman on the other side rose and ap-
l proved of the legislation of 1872, and desired that we should
- adhere to the principleofthat Bill. I declared then that in
e 1892, when I intended to introduce anothor Bill, I should

find, and the country would find, that those gentlemen would
inst as strongly advocate the Bill of 1882 as they did that of

- 1872, and I said we would have to wait for ton years to be
able to show the correctness of the principle on which

- our Bill was founded. But I find that in one year it has
had that effect. True, the hon. gentleman says there bas
been a suppression of public opinion, but he had to admit

- that certainly the rearrangement of the constituencies in
the Province of Ontario, from which lie and I both acquire
our right to sit in this flouse, the representation as altored
by the Bill of last Session, bas caused an increase in the
number of the followers of the hon. gentleman and a de-
crease in the number of my followers. Could there be a
more convincing proof of the justice and the equity of that
arrangement ? But the hon. gentleman says it was a sup-
pression of public opinion. If there had been a full expres-
sion of public opinion, taking the hon. gontleman's own lan-
guage, perhaps our majority might have baen 36 again. Ie
renarked that the law respecting representation required
several changes, several amendments, and that before
coming to Parliament we ought to have secured those
amendnents. Sir, we went to Parlianient on the laws
passed by the hon. gentleman himself -the election laws
and all that concerned representation were enacted by the
hon. gentlemen opposite-and we went to the country upon
those laws. The hon. gentleman spoke last Session of the
manner in which that Bill altered the appointment of
returning officers. The Government took the power into
their bands, under their responsibility as a Government, of
appointing the returning officers; but it will be found on
looking over the list of those officers, that in the vast majority
of cases we Io-k iho officers that previouslyhad been acting,
and it was only in cases wheie the Government knew, and
were morally and legally convinced, that the persons who
would officiate as returning officers would be unwvorthy of
the trust, that the Government made any other selection. It
is so, Mr. Speaker; and when the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion says that those returning officers acted improperly and
partially, I say there is no evidence whatover to sustain
that charge. I believe the elections in June last were
conducted on the whole as fairly and impartially, and that
the people had as fair an opportunity of electing those
whom they wished to represent them, as the people of any
country ever had in the world. But the hon. gentleman
said they were officials who had characters to maintain,
and if they had been appointed they would have
been restrained by their official position, and
they would have acted impartially beyond a doubt.
The bon. Finance 3Minister says that in New Brunswick no
change was made in the returning officers, they being the
sheriffs in all cases. In Ontario, in the majority of cases,
the shoriffs or registrars were selected ; but what if they
had iot been? fHad this Government, had the Dominion,
as a whole, any assurance of impartiality by persons hold-
ing office during the pleasure of» the Ontario Government ?
Why every member of the Ontario Government went
into the June contest ; they abandoned thoir duties, they left
the Government to sink orswim, they took the stump, to use
the common expression, and they thought their existence
depended on the defeat of the Dominion Government. They
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threw themse}ves into the contest, and while the hon. gen.
tieman speaks of improper acts done during the elections,
coming within his personal knowledge, it can be esta
blished that undue influence was used by the Ontario Go-
vernment to defeat the well understood wishes of the people.
Undue influence of every l<ind cnri b. shown to have been
used, with inspectors of tavern licenses, with bailliffs
and clerks of courts-undue influence of every kind
was used in order to (dcfeat the free expression of
the opinions and wishes of the people of Ontario,
and were we going to submit to this, to be obliged to allow
the most servile slaves of the Ontario Government to act
when we believed there was no protection, when we knew
from the character of the men and their positions that
they could not be free from sinister, clandestine, and im-
proper influences, and rot take other and better men ? It
was an act of self-defence, and only as such was the power
taken by the Act of lastSession ever put in force. The hon.
gentleman in the course of his remarks suggested several
amendments to the law. They will come, Mr. Speaker.
The hon .gentleman is a me-nber of Parliament, ho has been
a member a good many years, he was in the late Parliament,
he might, in the exerise of his large experience, bis great
ability, and his Parliamentary right, have introduced a
measure or measures for the purpose of amending the law
introduced and carried by the party to which he belongs.
Why did he not do so? It is very easy to be wise after
the fact; it is very easy to sny that amendments are required
in the law affectirng the representation and controverted
elections. But no suggestion of that kind was made dur-
ing the last four years; be never gave a hint that the laws
required amendment. They were laws enacted by bis own
party, and therefore he was bound to .stand by them.
W e went to the people on those laws and obtained a
verdict in our favor, and I believe it was a free and fair
expression of the opinion and feeling of the people ofCanada,
and under that decision we arc commanding a majority
which the hon. gentleman does not gainsay. The hon.
gentleman, in order to be truc to his character as leader of
the Opposition, actually brought up as a charge against this
Government that they had not altered the law to meet
recent legislation in Ontario as to Election Courts. If we
had done so we would have been told we were centralizing
power, that we were interfering with the legislation of the
Province of Ontario. We would have had to prejudge the
case ; it is not yet decided whether there is any necessity
for legislation, for the matter is now before the courts. It
is to be remembered that if any trouble has arisen in conse-
quence eof legislation, even in the Ontario Legislature or
here, it has been due to the Act of the hon. gentleman in
1874. In 1873 we passed an Act by which ail controverted
elections should be tried by an Election Court, which
should be a Dominion Court, and which should be
subject only to the legislation of this Parliament.
When the hon. gentleman came into power the first
thing he did was to alter the law, and instead of making the
Election Court a Dominion Court he made it a Provincial
Court. I warned him at the time of the consequence of
that error, and I told him that the question would arise
whether the Dominion Parliament had the right to force
the trial of election cases upon Provincial Courts. That
question was raised afterwards, and though one court decided
we had no right to pass such a law it was subsequent'y
decided otherwise; but if the original law of 1873 had
been adhered to and the Election Court had been a Domin-
ion Court,this trouble and difficulty would never have arisen.
I did not quite understand from my hon. friend when he
was speaking further with reference to representation,
whether he objected to the assimilation of the laws of the
different Provinces with respect to the electorai franchise.
le reiterated certain objections which bad previously been
taken, years ago, on the old Bill introduced by myself, I
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- think, in 1870; but I am not sure that he went to the
extent of stating that he still desired that the electoral
franchise should be exercised in each Province according

- to the franchise there existing for electoral purposes. I
did net so understand my ion. friend. I do net know that
he went that far. He repeated the varions objections
which had been taken before te that bill, but I think that,
on the whole, le felt that it would not

f meet either the approbation of this House or that
of the country, to maintain the present system by
which in one Province a man might vote, while in the next
Province under the same conditions a man might have-novote,

* and in a third Province a woman might vote, and so on in
every Province, there being a diversity of the franchise and a
diversity in the electoral provisions. 1 quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that uniformity in this respect might not
in all cases be attainable, but, at all events, one thing is clear:
tbat-whether the franchise be uniform, whether the right
to vote be uniform in all the Provinces or not, whether
the same qualifications should exist-the right of settling
what the qualification is sbould rest with the Dominion
Parliament and not with the Provincial Parliaments. Sir,
in one of the Provinces the franchise is universal suffrage.
LIn some Provinces we have income qualification, and in
ot+ers we have it not. In the Province of Ontario--the
largest Province, having the largest electorate in the
Dominion-we are told, and we see that the Governient
of the day have given a promise, not very specific, it is
true-on the contrary, it is very vague, but still it is a
promise made just before the elections-that. they were
going to enlarge the suffrage. To what extent, Mr.
Speaker? We do not know. For all we know, for al
my hon. friend and myself know, we may find ourselves
deprived of our constituents. There may be such an
alteration of the franchise that those who sent us here
may disappear, and another and a different set of men
may have the right te decide our future fate, and a
different constituency and different body of electors may
decide whether our course now, in the present Par-
liament, is right or wrong-a different body altogether,
who have no sympathy, perhaps, with the old electorate
way; and we, instead of going back to our old constituents
-to those who sent us here-when we return te give an
account ofour stewardship, we may find another and differ-
cnt body of men te judge of our conduct. Sir, it is impos-
sible that this can last. It might do-it was of necessity
adopted in the commencement of our system. The moment
that Confederation was framed we were obliged to have a
Parliament, but we had no machinery for the purpose,
and we accepted the Provincial machinery. We were
obliged, ex necessitate, to adopt the system which existed at
the time in the four Provinces, and they were not then so
vežy far different. There was not then so very great a diver-
sity of qualification as rendered it obnoxions and impossible
on the face of it ; but, Sir, since that time we
have been adding Province after Province, and the test
of Parliamentary qualification for representation and the
electoral vote has been altered more and more every day.
We are now promised, as I have already remarked, in
the chief Province of the Dominion, that there shall
be a material alteration in the franchise. The hon.
gentleman has quoted several objections to the pro-
posed central system. He says, in the first place, that it is
centralization. Well, I do not think that the cry of cen-
tralization comes with good grace from an hon. gentleman
a member of a party which sustains Mr. Mowat in bis
office. Why the wholesystem of the Liberal Administration
in the Province of Ontario las been centralization.
They 1,ave taken the right of deciding everything connected
with taverns and with the licensed victuallers; they have
taken the clerkships of courts, and the appoint-
ments of bailifs of courts,. and of the hang-
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mon of the courts ; they have taken the appoint-
ment of every official in the land to themselves; they
have invaded the rights of our municipalities; they
have invaded the rights of our coi porations; they have
tried to centralize every power and every authority in
Toronto; and I am afraid, Mr. Speaker, that I am not
speaking wrongly when I say that this centralization has
been used and will be used for political purposes and for the
purposes of sustaining the Liberal party of Ontario in power.
Mr. Speaker, my hon. friend chided the mover and seconder
of the Address for speaking in terms of pleasure and of
gratification in reference to the large surplus with which
the Dominion is blessed, or as the hon. gentleman would say,
is cursed; and lie says that we have changed our principles,
and especially so my hon. friend who sits near me-the
Minister of Railways-who had stated that a small sur-
plus of half a million of money was too large and
ought to be distributed or ought to be used for
the reduction of taxation. 3Mr. Speaker, ny hon.
friend, when he was discussing that matter, as a membor of
the Opposition, when Sir Richard ('artwright was the hon.
Finance Minister, merely held the then hon. Minister of
Finance to his own principles. The latter gentleman was
opposed to the principles of protection; that gentleman was
opposed tW the carrying out of the National Policy ; that
gentleman was opposed to the adjustment of the Tariff for
the purpose of protecting native industries; ho held
that the Tariff should be used for revenue purposes
only; and the moment when an equilibrium was attained
between expenditure and revenue, we then had acquired
and arrivecd at a just measure of taxation; and that when-
ever there was a surplus over that equilibrium, an
injustice was done to the people, necessitating a
reduction, in order that the surplus might be removed
and a more equilibrium thus again restored. My
hon. friend held Sir Richard Cartwright to bis state-
ment, and said to him: " Why, you have got half a million
of a surplus, while you say that no Government should have
a surplus ;" and ho pointed ont how that surplus might
bc judiciously used according to the principles announced
by that Finance Minister with respect to certain articles of
consumption in Canada. But both the Minister of- Rail-
ways and myself, and the party to which we belong, have
always held to the principle of Canada for the Canadians.
We have always held to the principle of encouraging
native industries, and we have always held that the
Tariff-while its first object was formed for the purpose of
meeting the expenses of the Government and carrying on
the affairs and developing the resources of the country-had,
and ought to have, a two-fold operation, especially in con-
sideration of the circumstances under whiuh Canada and
the United States were placed side by siie; and that
while by means of the Tariff we should raise a revenue,
by the same means we should so foster our infant
industries that we might make this country like the
country adjoining u+-a manufacturing country; that
our people should not be employed in the one industry
of agriculture alone, but that by carrying out the National
Policy we might introduce, foster and encourage the
manufacturing and all the varied industries which this
country was capable of initiating, fostering or maintaining.
But the hon. gentleman says that the Minister of Finance
made a great mistake in having such a large surplus. Why,
Sir, it was a consequence of this sunshine, a consequence of
this wonderful and unexpected prosperity. We believed
that the result of carrying out our policy would be that the
country would become prosperous, that our industries would
be developed, that our people would be fully employed, and
that wealth would pour into the country. But we did not
expect-we could Dot expect, no man could expect who
really kept his mind on an even balance-that such an
influx of prosperity could be the resuilt, though certainly
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combined wi'h other causes, as the hon. gentleman behind me
admitted. The consequonce of this prosperity was a great
importation of everything in the nature of taxable goods. The
people were rich, they liked to spend their money, and it is
most gratifying to me, and it must be most gratifying to
this Government, to feel that perhaps in no other country in
the world has it happened so comp!etely as here-that with
a system of taxation that has produced a surplus more than
the ordinary administrat on of the Government requires,
there is not one single cry from the country against the
taxation. There is not a single grumble among the people
that the taxation is heavy. I believe that if you wanted to
arouse a feeling of disecontentyou could do it by reducing the
Tariff, and thereby shaking the confidence of the manufac.
turers and the men employed by them, in the future manu-
facturing prosperity of the country. Sir, it is said there
are few countries that will patiently bear taxation, but we
are the exception. This country is quite satisfied with the
Tariff which my hon. friend the Finance Minister initiated,
and which is now the law of the land; and I taike it that if
you wish to produce dissatisfaction in the country, you
will attempt to return to the low rate of taxation-to the
taxation whic-h existed before the spring of 1879. The hon.
gentleman said but little respecting the paragraph in the
Speech which refers to legislaion with regard to liquor
licenses. That subject was not willingly undortaken
by the present Government. They were quite satisfied
that the law as it obtains in the different Provin-
ces should be continied. They were quite satisfied that
each Province should, so far as the law would allow it to
enact such statutes', deal with the suhject of shop, tavern
and saloon licenses. Neither the Government nor the
Parliament of Canada, I take it, wishod to interfere;
and it was only when the decision which was given in June
last on the Scott Act, a Dominion Act, and the subject was
forced upon them thatthey thought it their duty to bring it
before Parliament. I never had any doubt that when the
question was brought before the courts, it would be decided
that the difforent Provincial Legislatures had no right
whatever to deal with that subject except for revenue pur-
poses-for the purpose of imposng taxation for Provincial
or municipal purposes. I expressed the opinion in
Parliament years ago, and last year I expressed it
at a public meeting in Toronto or its vicinity.
But while that opinion was strongly impressed upon my
mind I took no steps, nor did the Government of which I
was a inember take any steps, for the purpose of interfering
with the legislation of the different Provinces, or forcing
Dominion legislation on the country, or trying to cen-
tralize such powers in this Parliament. On the contrary, the
only centralization on that subject-the only lime in which
that question was in any way dealt with by the Dominion
Parliament-was when the late Government was in power,
and when they introduced the Scott Act. They introduced
that Act and thereby as-erted the right and power of the
Dominion Parliament. Now it is quite cloar that if the
Dominion Parliament had the right to pass the Scott Act
it had the exclusive right, because there is no concurrent
jurisdiction in the British North America Act on that sub-
ject; and when the const itutionality of that act was decide l
against, by the Supreme Court of Now Brunswick, the
Dominion Government-I being a member of that Govern-
ment-in order that the question might be settled, in
order that we mght get the highest final decision
on that point, came to Parliament to get a vote
of money for tbe purpose of paying counsel on botIr sides.
I say that we did this in order to get a final decision on the
question of whether the right to deal with that subject as
a matter of good govern ment or as a matter of trade and
commerce, rested here or with the Provincial Legislatures.
The court unanimously decided-thoir decisions are all
unanimous-that the power rested here. The Privy Couneil
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had no doubt on the subject, and I am surprised that my
bon. friend did -not find leisure to read the judgment in the
case of ]Russell vs. The Queen. A copy of that judgment was
sent to him, as well as to every other member of this Rouse,
but since it did not happen to meet the cyes of my
hcn. friend, I shall be glad to send him as many copies As
he likes. It is quite clear to every lawyer, and any man
who is not a lawyer, who reads that judgment, will See
that the very reasons on which the Privy Couneil decided
that this Parliament had the right to deal with the Soott
Act, are the reasons showing that the Provincial Legisla-
ture of Ontario hari not a right to deal with that subject
under. the Crooks Act, except as a matter of revenue
for municipal or Provincial purposes. The hon. gentle-
man says that we should have allowed the .matter to
stand over until it was fnally decided. Sir, if there
be any value in that decision, and there is every value
in it, because i is the law of the ]and, there is no
checkat this moment in the Province of Oi:tario against
the unlimited, unrestrained sale of intoxicating liquors.
This is not a matter we can play with. It is not a matter
of policy ; it is a matter of necessity. If we wish to pre-
vent the unrestrained sale of intoxicating liquors we must
legislate immediately; for I take it that any man in this
city or in any other part of Ontario can open bis saloon and
sell liquors, and there is not a court inthe world can prevent
bis doing so. Ali ho bas to do is to be ready to pay the
license, if it is wanted for revenue purposes, to the Govern-
ment of Ontario. This is not a state of things which should
exist. It is not a state of things which eshould be allowed
to be made a political plaything. It is not a subject which
should be made a political cry, but it should be dealt with
at once; and I am sure gentlemen on both sides of the House
will, at the request and instance of the Government, address
themselves calmily and considerately to the means of doing
away with this condition of things. If it be pro7ed that this
Parliament or no Parliament can deal with it, I think that all
will agree that we should address ourselves at once to the sub-
ject. if the Provincial Legislatures are insufficient, if the
Provinces have not power enough to introduce wholesome
regulations in restraint of the sale of intoxicating liquors, we
will supplement any such power as they have by bringing the
full power and the full authority conferred upon this Parlia-
ment, by the British North America Act, o the aid of the
different Provinces in the cause of morality, to prevent
the mischiefs that are caused by the unrestrained use and sale
of intoxicating liquors throughout the different Provinces of,
Canada. I shall not say anything with respect to the remarks
made by the hon. gentleman as to the Pacific Railway. It is
very easy to say that the bargain was an i mprovident one.
It is very easy to say now that the Canadian Pacifie lRail-
way shareholders are going to make enormous fortunes. I
hope they will make large fortunes, for lhey have now
enormous risks. Sir, if these ien had not been found, if,
one or two men of a thousand had not been found, men of
enthusiasm as well as of wealth, men who thought more of:
the glory of the high position they would be placed in in'
the eyes of their countrymen and in the eyes of posterity,;
by the construction of one of the greatest lines of railway
in the world, if we had not been fortunate enough to get
millionaires enthusiastie onough to risk their millions in
this work, we might have dragged on for the next twenty
years as we have been for the last twelve. But I believe
and know that these men will succeed, and I hope they will
receive a - due reward for all their risks and anxieties,
and for giving up twelve or fourteen of the best years
of their lives, as they each must do, to carry out this great
work; and we shall be repaid speedily, immediately, with-
out any further delay, by having this great railway binding
together all portions of our wide Dominion, and conuecting
the Atlantic with the Pacifie. I would, if i were a member
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, tender my most
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cordial thanks Lo my hou. friend opposite for the speech he
bs made to-night. There are no shadows in his spech
with respeot to the Canadian Pacific Riliway Company.
They are al:li sunehine; they are making their millions
and millions; and yet, Mr. Speaker, if we look at the money
articles in the financial papers ti England, we do not find
any saeb glowing expectations. The Moy «Market Ieview,
Tne Trade ircular, The Ne=, The Times,and almost every
other paper in London, have oome out with articles stating
that the railway was a ruinons enterprise, that it could not
pay, and warning bondhlWder, warning espitalists, warning
every person against toucbing this scheme as wild, improvi-
dent, extravagant and as involving certain ruin. The hon.
gentleman well deserves the best thanks of the Canadian
Pacifie IRailway Company; and as a great friend of that
Company, and anxioua that they should succeed to the
utmost extent that the bon. gentleman can paint, I shahl
make it my special duty to send a large number of copies
of my hon. friend's speech to England, in order to show that
not only does the Governmont of Canada, headed unworthily
by myself, believe that that railway is a profitable enterprise
for those who have undertaken it, but that the leader of the
Opposition, thatgentleman who opposed the granting of their
charter has in bis place in Parliament chosen to state his beliet
that they are going to make untold millions out of it; and
if I were a monied man after reading my bon. friend's
speech, I would be apt to make an investment with Land
Grant Bonds and in the stoek of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company. Bat, Mr. Speaker, I fear that I am tiring
you-that I am falhng into the error of my hon. friend
oppooite in prematurely discussing questions which ought
properly to be diseussed when the measures are before Par-
-iament and all the information in the power of the Depart-
ments to give is in the bands of hon. gentlemen. Because
there is a Bill promised in the Speech for the consolidation
and amendment of the Public Lands Act, the hon. gentle-
man could not refrain from attaeking the policy of the
Government in reference to the management of the public
lands. Sir, when that subject comes up and full informa-
tion regarding it is laid before the louse, I shall be only
too glad, as the Minister primarily responsible for the
management of the lands of the North-West, to meetthe hon.
gentleman and discuss the question fully and fairly and
frankly. I do not admit that the establishment of coloniza-
tion companies bas been a failure. On the contrary, Mr.
Speaker, I believe that those companies whieh have shown
vitality have been of use, are of use, and will be of use to
the Nort h-West. The hon. gentleman said in ono part of bis
speech very truly that a considerable portion of the immi-
gration into th* North-West went from the Province of
Optario. Those men who went from the Province of
Ontario did not reqire any middlemen; thoy went
up knowing well enoughi what they sought, and
when they got there they got what they did seek.
Under the law no men is obliged to have resort to a mid-
dleman. levery man can go ap and choose his wn home-
stead, and getA biscontiguous quarter section. Every man
bas the whole country to room over ; but the great
difioulty is to get the emigratian fromu the old country.
Few emigrans aie ab'e to come to this country, p-y for
their preemplion, build their hopse, and preparue for the
cnitivation of their soil. Though sorme of the colonization
companies have failed, others have not failed. Some have
been exceedingly active, a*d cxceodingly suceassfal. One
or two of them have alreadiy fulleld everything they
pvomised, and have put in every settler they promised to
put upon their lands. Others are now in the process of
doing so. This is a m:tter which eamolt be done in a
day. There was, it is true, an anxioty axgong the people,
especially of theDominion, and some in England, toacquire
lande, thinking they could keep them unAil, by the procoes
of settlement, the land would rise in value without any

26



COMMONS DEBATES.

action of theirs. But that has all disappeared now. We
insisted that there should be a substantial payment, that
they should put on annually so many immigrants on their
grounds, and they have the greatest inducement to do so
They have paid their money. If they do not carry out
the conditions of the coloniration scheme, they will lose
their money, and the consequence is that these colonization
companies that had paid their money have their agents in
Europe, and I believe that much of the immigration that
wiIl come to this country during the next year will be
caused-and assisted by those companies. They must do so in
order te save their money,- and that does not prevent the
settler who chooses to look for himself from settling on
any land that he fonces. Under the only plan in force,
Plan No. 1 as it is called, no man can be prevented from
settling on an even numbored quarter section. The fact
that a grant of land is made of 20,100, or 1,000 townships
does not exclude the emigrant settler. Hfe can settle on the
even numbered lots in spite of the company that has the
grant. If the company helped that man in any way, they
will get due credit for him as an emigrant settler by the
company, but not otherwise. The hon. gentleman chooses
to sneer at the various denominations and classes of people
who have formed thomselves into colonization companies.
I am glad tosaywe have had several deominations getting
large tracts of land for the purpose of settlement. Isuppose
the hon. gentleman will admit that the Wesleyan body isan
important body, in England as woll as in Canada. They
have applied for and have received a tract of land. They
are now using all the organizations of that large and respect-
able body in England to bring out the very best classes of
emigrants to the North-West. The Primitive Methodists
and other religious denominations have done the same
thing, and 1 believe have nearly settled all the
lands given to them under the colonization system.
While we desire to settle the. country, it is to
be remembered that Parliament has exac:td a promise
from us and our predecessors that, if the Cari.diai Pacific
Railway was to be built, any money advanced in its con-
struction was to be repaid (ut of the sale of lands in the
North-West. The Mackenzie Government made an appro-
priation of millions of lands for the purposo cf paying the
expens cof building that road. We carriet out the sarne
policy. We have been more successful in the application of
it, but the Government before us, as well as the present
Goverament, was committed tu this policy, that the
expense of building the road across the prairie should
not fall uron the people of the lder provioces. That
rich country is able to build its own railways and the
pledge was that the road should be built ont of the sale of
those lands. You heard the statement made by the hon.
niember for Pictou, that alrendy, under their engagements
which cannot be broken, because we have the pledges of the
instalments paid in which.these companies will not forfeit,
of the $25,000,000 that the people of Canada are pledged
to pay the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, valid con-
tracts are now made for upwards of $l0,oU00,000. of this
$2,000,000 have been paid in bard cash and the sales willgo
on for the next few years at an accelerated ratio much
beyond the sales of the past two years.. It ought to be
gratifying to eveiy member of this House, as it will be to
the country, to know that already fully hatf of the whole
expenso of building that railway is already provided for and
that, as I hal occasion to say in 1873 and again in 1879,not one single farthing of the cost of bui!ding the railway
should fall on the oder Proinces. We will have that great
country opened up, and every farthing will be paid ont of
its own resources for its own raHlway. I must apologize
for having cp >ken so long. I do not understand froi my:
hon. friend opposite that an amendment je going to be in-
troduced. I can state again I have ne eomplaint to make
of the spirit of the criticisms of my hon. friend; they werel
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made fully in a parliamentary way, and with that charm of
tmnner and eloquence which is his peeuliar property. I
ara very glad te join with him in the belief that although
we may differ in our political viewe, as to the best means of
promoting the interests of the country, we, being actuated
by the common deire for the good of our country, may join
together sometimes. If we do differ, it is because our judg-
ment is not the same. We cannot look eye to eye and mind
to mind, but while we will insist on our own opinion, we
will give due credit to those opposed to us, being actuated
by the same patriotic desire -f promoting the interests of the
country, as we fee we will by the measures we introduce.

Mr. MITCHIELL. I do not intend to take much of the
time of the *House in relation to the subject matter in the
Speech, but merely arise to call attention to a matter that
was passingly referred to by the hon. member for West-
moreland as an omission from the Speech. It is in referen e
to the clause reforring to the re-arrangement of the fran-
chise. I should have liked very much if the Ministry of
the day in inserting this paragraph in the Speech: "Ilt is
important that the laws relating to the represer.tation of
the people in Parliament should be amended, and the elec-
torai franchises existing in the several Provinces assimi-
lated," should have added that they would at the same time
re-distribute the representation in the Province to which I
belong. I may say that there is a very gross outrage upon
the people of that Province in the existing stato of the
representation of the different counties they are in. While
[ am not going to comment upon the Speech itself, I may
simply, en passant, compliment, as other hon. gentlimen have
done, the mover and seconder of the Address for the very
handsome manner in which they have performed their
duties; but I wish to call the attention of the louse to this
point, and I think it will be very much in the interests of
the Province of New Brunswick for the Ministry to tako
into their consideration. I make the suggestion in a
friendly spirit. The hon. member for Westmoreland hoped
that the Governmont would deal with this matter before the
end of the present Parliament, but, I hope they will deal
with it this very Session, and in the very Bill that is now
proposed. I would call the attention of thelHouse to the fact
that in the Province of New Brunswick the reprasentation
has romained unchanged so far back as the memory of
living men extends, though the constituencies have increased
or diminishcd in population. This representation should
have been re-arranged at the time of Confederation, but
there were difficulties in the way. Now that the question
o& the franchise is to be dealt with, I do hope that the
Government will consider the incongruities of the repre-
sentation in New Brunswick, and that when they bring in
their Bill they will do that justice to New Brunswick to
which I consider she is entitled. My hon. friend, the
Minister of Finance, smiles at my proposal. le knows as
well as Ldo that what I am stating is strictly correct. I
wHil give a few instances of the disproportionate represen-
tation from that Province. The County of Westmoreland
as appears by the last Census, has a population of 37,719
souls, and bas only onemember in this House. The County
of Sunbury has a population of only 6,#151, six times less
than the County of Westmoreland, and yet it returns one
member. The County of York, so ably represented by the
hon. gentleman opp->site, has a population of 30,397, while
the County of Restigouchehasonly 7,058. Taketbe County
of No:thumberland, which I have the honor to represont
with a great deal of satisfaction, I am sure, te many mcm-
bers of this House, it has a population of 25,109, as against
the population of the County of Albert of 12,329, and
I an very glad to see its representative on this aide
of the House. The Connty of Kings bas a population of
2&,617, while Queen's alongside of it has onlyl4.017. The
Cornty of Charlotte, so long ably represented by my hon.
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friend and my able colleague, of twenty-eight or thirty
years ago, has a population of 26,087, while the County
of Victoria, has a population of only 15, 686. There is the
City of St. John, so ably represented by the hon. Finance
Minister-although ho las occasionally had a pretty hard
time, like myself, to get in-it bas a population of 26,127,
while the County of St. John, which as two representatives,
bas only 26,839. Take the County of Kent with its
22.618 inhabitants, again-t the County of Victoria with its
15,686; or the County of Gloucester with its 21,614 in-
habitants, and the County of Carleton with 23,365. The
average population of cach county in the Province is about
20,077, but there arc nine counties largely over that aver-
age, and six counties a long way under it. Now this mis-
representation has continued long enough, and I for one
shall not be satisfied to have the Government tell this flouse
that before the end of this Parliament they will deal with
this matter. Their tenure, like our own tenure, is very
uncertain, and it is hard to say, strong and powerful as they
are to-day, how long they may continue so, though I hope
they may continue so for some time yet, for I want to see
them do a great deal more in the way of protection, than
they have yet done. At the same time in dealing with the
question of the franchise, and when their attention has been
called to the incongruities I have mentioned, I think they
ought to deal with this matter; and they will be neglect,
fui of their duty if they do not deal with it, especially as
they are about legislating on a cognate subject.
I do not intend to take up any time in discussing the affairs
of the country, or in reviewing the Speech which bas been
submitted to this Hou-c-there will be ample opportunity
for doing that before the Session is over; but merely make
these few remarks with the hope that the Government will
make no delay in remedying the evils I have complained
of, and I hope when they bring in this Bill it will contain
provisions regarding the reprosentation of Now Brunswick
in this louse that will pr-ove satifactory to the people of
that Province.

Mr. TASSE (Translation). Mr. Speaker, it is n9t
my intention te prolong the debate nor' to comment
on the Address in answer to the Speech from the Throne,
now submitted to our considoration. First cf all, I
must say that I fully corcur in the praiise given
to the bon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tuppor), and
to the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood).
The hon. member for Pictou promises to worthily follow in
the stops of a man who to-day occupes one of the highest
positions among the political men of this country; and the
hon. member for Westmoreland bas proved himself a very
valuable and usefal acquisition to this House. I must
thank him for his friendly expression towards the French
element of New Brunswick, and do not wonder that, in
return for bis sympathy for that important part of the pop-
ulation of New Brunswick, he bas obtained the confidence
of a large majoiity of the electors of that county, who are
of French descent. My satisfaction would be complete, Mr.
Speaker, were it not that I see with regret that this year
we have departed from an old and solemn usage, if I can
thus express myself, which alone can give satisfaction to
the majority as well as to the minority in this flouse.
Until now, the Address in answer to the Speech from the
Throne bas always been moved or seconded either in
English or in French. Therefore I hope that what happened
to-day is purely accidental, and that it is not the intention
to use it as a precedent. At QueLec, where the majority is
French, the Address at the opening of each Session is invari-
ably proposed or seconded either in French or in English, a
practice which alone can give satisfaction to the majority and
the minority. We, the French of Canada, make no excep-
tions to this rule, and, for my part, I am the less disposed
to forego anything affecting in any way our rights and
privileges. For some time I have marked that a certain
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newspaper of Ontario, which exerts considerable influence
amongst hon. members sitting on the opposite side of this
House-the Globe of Toronto-has been waging war against
the French language. I avail myself of this the first oppor-
tunity which bas presented itself, to declare that I have no
sympathy for those who would have us, the French of
Canada, renounce the French language, which was the first
spoken in this country; a language in wbich the first
batt'es of speech, in our old legislative halls in favor of our
political liberties, took place; a language which it is our
intention to transmit to our descendants as intact as it was
given to us by our ancestors. Well, Mr. Speaker, for these
reasons I regret that we sbould, in this instance, have
departed from the rule followed until now, and I hope it will
not Le used as a precedent in the future.

Resolution agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the said Resolution be referred to a Select Committee, composed

of Sir Leonard Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, Sir Hector Langevin, Mr.
Tupper, Mr. Wood and the mover, to prepare and report a draft of an
Address in answer to the Speech of His Excellency the Governor General
to the Houses or Parliament, in conformity with the said Resolution.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the Committee, re-

ported the draft of an Address, which was read the first and the
sec ond time and ordered to be engrossed, and to be present,
ted to His Excellency by such Members of this House as art,
Members of the Privy Council.

SUPPLY.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved:
That this House will, on Friday next, resoIve itseif into a Com-

mittee to consider of a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Sir-LEONAIRD TILLEY moved:
That this House will, on Friday next, resolve itself into a Com-

mittee to consider ofthe Ways and Means for raising the Supply to be
granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
Tbat a Special Committee of seven Members be appointed, to prepare

and report with all convenient speed, Lists of Memrbera to compose the
Select Standing Committees ordered by this House on Friday the 9th
instant, said Committee to be composed of Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir
Leonard Tilley, Sir Charles Tupper, Sir Hector Langevin, and Messrs.
Blake, Mackenzie, and Laurier.

Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. BOWELL moved:
That a Select Committee, comprising Messrs. Béchard, Bergin, Charl-

ton, Colby, Desjardins, McDonald (Cape Breton), Rosa (Middlesex),
Scriver and White (Cardwell) be a Committee to supervise the official
report of the Debates during the present Session.

Motion agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
Ris Excellency the Governor General.

.Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-
Lorne.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, the
accompanying Copy of a Despatch from the Right Honorable the
Secretary of State for the Colonies, in reply to an Address to Her
Majesty the Queen, from the Senate and the House of Commons, pre-
sented to His Excellency in May, 1882.

GOVERNMENT HOUs, OTTAWA,
- 12th February, 1883.
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Th. Right Honorable The Earl of Kimberley to Governor General the
Marquis of Lorne, K. T., G C.,f.G.

DowNING STREET, .une 12, 1882.

Mv Lon,-I have received and laid before the Queen, the Address to
Her Majesty froin the denate and Bouse of Oommons of Canada in
Parliament assembled, which was transmitted in your Lordship's
despatch of the 16th of May.

I am commanded by Her Majesty to request that you will convey to
the Senate and Bouse of Commons, Her appreciation of the renewed
expression of their unswerving loyalty and devotion to Her Majesty's
person and Qoverument.

HernMajesty will aiways gladly receive the advice of the Parliament
of Canada on all matters relating to the Dominion, and the-administra-
tion of its affairs; but with respect to the questions referred to in the
Addres, Her Majesty will, in accordance with the constitution of this
country, have regard to the advice of the Imperial Parliament and
Ministers, to .whom all matters relating to the afftirs of the United
Kingdom exclusively appertain.

The Marquis of LonNEi.

1 have, &C.
(8igned) KIMBERLEY.

Sir JOHN A..MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 10.10 o'clock p m.) thei louse
adjourned.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.
TUESDAY, 13th February, 18:3.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Thrce o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PROCEDURE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. McCARTIIY, in introducing Bill (No. 2) to
anend an Act respecting procedure in Criminat Cases and
other matters relating to Criminal Law, said: The Bill
which I have the honor to introduce deals with threc sub-
jects: the first being the subject dealt with in a Bil which I
introiuced last ycar, that is the giving to every person
accuscd the liberty to give evidence in his own behalf. I
have limited this power to those who are charged
w:'th misdemcano:s, and have not allowel it in all cases, and
I have added a provision suggested by one of the learned
judges last year. The Bill provides that if the criminel does
not tender himself as a witness, that fact should not be the
subject of comment by the counsel for the Crown, and the
judge shalt direct the jury that it should not weigh
against the accused. The second part of the Bill is also
p.oposed on the suggestion of one of the judges from the
Province from which I have the honor to come. It is a
matter of form simply, and provides that in the event of a
judge appointed to hold ass:ze not being able to keep his
appoint ment, the court shall stand adjourned, ipsofacto, until
.he arrives. It happened recently in one case that the judge
was not ab!e to attend the court, and the sheriff, whose
duty it was to adjourn the assize, failed to do so. The
re<ult was that several criminals bad to be tried
twiee, it being thought that ail the trials which
took place at that assize were illegal. The third pro-
vision of the Bill is for the purpose of doing away with the
right of the Crown to a peremptory challenge. My at-
tention was called to this subject by a discussion which took
place ir. the courts of Ontario upon the question of where
the power re-ts to deal with the matter of juries. By the
Act of 1869.right is given to the Crown to challenge peremp-
torily, but I doubt whether that is in the power of the House
to confer, and I think, therefore, it is better to remove the
assumed power from the Statute-book until the question is
determined. But beyond that,in my humble judgment, it is an
unfair right for the Crown to have. The Crown now has the

right, as it always bas had, to direct overy juror on the
panel to stand aside until the panel be exhausted, and that
seems-to me to be quite sufficient protection to the Crown
in the selection of a jury, without the additional right of
challenging peremptorily and without assigning cause.
These are the three matters doalt with by the Bill.

Bill rend the first time.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bi! was iintroduced, and road the first
time:-

Bill (No 3) for constititing a Court of Railway CommYa
sioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated Railway
Act of 1879.-(Mr McCarthy.)

SUPREME COURT OF CANADA.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). Is it the intention of
the Government to bring forward and pass, during the pre-
sent session, a measure depriving the Supreme Court of ail
jurisdiction over matiers coered by the Civil Coie of the
Province of Quebec ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD(Translation). This matter
is under consideration.

REPORT.

Mr. SPEAKER presented a statement of the receipts and
disbursements of the Accountant of the flouse of Commons
for the year ending 30th June, 1882, signed by the Auditor
General.

INLAND SH[PPING DISASTERS.

Mr. DAWSON moved for a Return of all correspondenco
relating to the disasters which have occu.rod to Canadian
vessels navigating the Great Lakes and the Georgian Bay,
within the past three years; together with the reports of
persons appointed to enquire into the causes of these dis-
asters; the names of the vessels lost or stranded, and the
ports from which they sailed. Aiso, a statement of the
reported loss of life in each case. He said: In making this
motion, Mr. Speaker, I believe that it is incumbent uponl
me to draw the attention of this House and the country to
the great loss of life and property which bas occurred on
the Great Lakes, and more especially on the Georgian Bay,
within the past three years. It is something frightful; and
from whatever cause it may bave arisen, the unseaworthi-
ness of the vessels, or the want of inspection, it is a matter
which should certainly be enquired into. To enable the
louse to understand the position of the matter, I need

only read a list of the losses which have occurred during that
time. In 1879, the Waubuno foundered in the Georgian Bay,
and ail hands were loet. It is not known how many perished,
but it is supposed twenty-five. In 1880, the Simcoe foundered
off Providence Bay, Island of Manitoulin, and there were
some twelve persons drowned. Some escaped to the shore, in
quite a small boat, showing that it was not from stress of wea-
ther that the steamer went down, but from some other cause,
and I believe the cause was overloadin. The steamer was
freighted with wheat, and the cargo shifted. ln 1881, the
Jane Miller foundered off Wiarton, and not a person escaped.
The whole crew and passengers were lest. In this case, as
in that of the Waubuno, it was not known how many went
down. In these cases there is always an attempt to conceal
the number. In the case of the Jane Miller, it was said that
twenty-five were lost; but it is well known that in the fall of
the year-this disaster took place in November-vessels
running up Georgian Bay are always crowded, and it is highly
probable that more than twenty-five perished on that occa-
sion. In 1881, again, in the same month, one of the Colling-
wood line of boats running to Chicago, loaded with wheat,
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went down in Lake Michigan, after colliding with another
vessel. Fortunately only one man was lest on this occasion.
At the same time the Northern Queen, a very fine boat,
running from Collingwood to Chicago, was stranded in
Lake Michigan and became a total loss. In 1881, the
same year, the Winnipeg, a very fine and large steamer,
running from Collingwood to Duluth, was burnt at Duluth.
Four lives were known to have been lost'*on this occasion,
there may possibly have been more. There was no time for
escape. It would be well to enquire into the causes of
these accidents. In 1881, again, the Columbia, another
vessel belonging to the Collingwood line, and plying
between Chicago and Collingwood, foundered in Lake
Michigan off a place called Frankfort. In this, as in the
case of the Simcoe, the vessel was proved to have been
overloaded. The cargo, composed of grain, shifted. A
number of the passengers and crew escaped in a boat,
which could not stand a very heavy sea. Still, they
say the Columbia went down through stress of weather.
Fifteen lives were lost on that occasion. All these losses
form a terrible record, for one summer, of loss of property
and life, and the question how those casualties arose should
be enquired into. Where did the fault lie ? Did the officers
charged with inspecting steamers do their duty, or was the
law defective ? Coming to 1882, about the 16th May, last
year, the Manitoulin, a very fine steamer, running between
Collingwood and Sault Ste. Marie, was burnt in Manito-
waning Bay. She took fire approaching Manitowaning; the
captain headed ber for the shore, but before she couldi
reach it the passengers had to jump into the water and
there was a great loss of life. But for the promptitude,
decision and energy of the captain there would have been
a much greater loss. Fortunately, many escaped, but
still many perished. What remained of the hull was taken
to Manitowaning, and it is reported that on being cleared a
quantity of human bones was shoveled out, so that the
actual loss was never ascertained. In September, 1882,
the Asia foundered in Georgian Bay. Almost every one'
knows of that terrible disaster. The boat was erowded
not only with people going up to Eastern Algoma
but with many going to the lumber camps, and
I have heard thé loss estimated as high as 200, never less
than 1100, and probably it was 150. In June, 1882, in the
north channel of Lake Huron, the Vanderbilt was burnt.
In November of the same year, another steamer, the Jose-
phine Kidd, was burned off Wiarton. Here is a terrible record
of no less than twelve vessels in thrce years foundered or
burned, and of a loss of life which was something dreadfnl.
1 believe there is a very perfect system of inspecting
machinery. The inspector is, I understand, a competent
man, and the machinery is always inspected ; but it is also
necessary to inspect the hall, for if the huli is bad the ship
will go down in the first storm, though the machinery mnay
bu perfect. I am very glad to see, by the Speech from
the Throne, that legislation will take place in respect te
this. It is certainly very much needed, for the law, as it
now stands, bas not been enforced. There is a law now,
but there are no inspectors, and no inspection of the
hulls. that I am aware of, bas taken place. The conse-
quence is, a great loss of life and vessels. This question
bas been very mach discussed in Algoma, and I have had a
good many suggestions from captains of vessels and others,
as to the best mode to be followed. It is evident that
vessels navigating the lakes should have a lino marked as in
ocean vessels, beyond which line they should not be loaded.
That depth line ought to be regulated by the inspector.
There should be a lino for the fall as well as for the summer
season. I have some letters here from captains of vessels
which, J think, it will be interesting to read. One of these
is signed by two captains well known on the lakes, who
navigated the Quebec and .Manitoba of the SaPDi-line for a
long time, one of them being now in command of the fine
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steamer Compana, Capt. Anderson. They write me as
follows:-

"SAnNIA, January 31st, 1883.
"S. J. Dawso, Esq , M.P , Ottawa.

"DEiÂ Sra,-According to your request, we -hereby submit a few c
the reasons why we think our Parliament should pass a law compelling
all maeters and mates of passenger steamers to undergo an examination
before a competent Board of lake sailor men, and obtain a certificate
of competency before being allowed to fill either of these positions.

"l st. Every master to retain his position should have successtully
commanded a boat say three or five years, and those not having done
so, should undergo an examination proving themselves worthy of a
trial, such eïaminations to consist of such questions as follows :-

"2nd. What would you do in case of an accident to the engine
during a storm ?

" 3rd. In case you thought your boat was going to fonuder, how
would you proceed to care for your people, in regard to lowering your
yawl boats or otherwise?

"4th. What would you do in case of fire?
"5th. In regard to foggy weather what would you do, and in case

your boat goes ashore, what, in your opinion, la the first thing to be
done ?

" 6th. Do you unlerstand handling sails, anchors and charts?
" These questions, Mr. Dawson, are very important, as we know we

have a good many masters to-day that do not know any of those things ;
also a good many mea now in charge, that, supposing their rudder
should break, would be completely at a logs what to do We have had
several instances of this, and also of those who, if their boat got into the
trough of the sea in bad weather, would not know how to get lier out
of it, and the result migbt be disastrous.

" Now as regards mates, we think they should prove, to the satisfaction
of the ' Board of Examiners,' that they have served a reasonable time
in that or other positions on the lakes, and that their qualifications are
such as to enable them to fill the position.

" As to who is to compose the Board of Examiners, we think there
ought to be three men who have commanded steamers on our lakes for
say ten or fifteen years, and would recommend one for Lakes Ontario
and Erie and the other two to take the Detroit and St. Clair River,
Lake Huron, Georgian Bay and Lake Superior.

" Also we wish you to inmpress upon the Government the necessity of
all passenger steamers on our lakes being supplhed with life rafts
capable of carrying at least fifty people.

" We consider something should be done respecting the buoys and
beacons in the Sault Ste. Marie River and North Channel, as there las
been a great deal of dissatisfaction since Captain Joseph Wilson gave
up the charge of them. As they have beeq placed lately it hs been
extrenme ly dangerous for strangers.

" Now, Mr. Dawson, these are a few of our ideas in the rough, please
put them in proper shape and present them, and if you require our
services any further command us.

Yours truly,
"JAS. B. SYMES,
"E. B. ANDERSON.

"P. S.-The Bard of Exanincrs, in <ur opinion, should be the Hull and
Equipment Inspectors."

Now, I have another letter from a steamboat captain who
has sailed on the ikkes half his life, and who bas had a
great deal of experience-I mean Captain Dick, of Toronto.
He says:

"Several steamers bave been lost from overloading For instance,
the Waubuno wesm overloaded, and no doubt ber false sides were rotten.
Ihe Columbia en Lake Miehigan overloaded, and for the cause of the
disaster see particulars in Scrap Book. The Jane Mller overloaded
and was unfitted for the service she was engaged in. In the Asia case
it is not probable that the exact number loet will be ever known ; ber
lons cannot be attributed to unsesworthiness nor overloading, the
vessel was not properly ballaqted or trimmed. Had the Asia been
draring eight feet forward and nine feet aft, I feel safe in saying
therewould ha're been ne leos unless sheb ad struck a rock, and there
was no evidence to the effact that she did. More care than formerly
should be used regarding the strengtheaing of bulwarks and the sup-
porta of the upper cabins and engine room. It is not the fault of our
models or build of our vessels alone that bas caeed so many losses, but
overloading, imperfect loading, old age, and little or no repairs. The
inspection never called for the steamers to be laden to any safe lie,
nor do I believe the last Steamboat Act demands it. It is very necessary,
and I would surgesta summer load line and a spring and fall-line.
The loss of the steamer Banito lin was supposed to be
eaused by the breaking of a lamp and spilling of the oil.
All steamboat lamps should be made with brass bowls, such as Piper's
Safety Marine bamp, that cannot be broken or spill cil. N> glass
lampa should be used os a steamboat. Steamiboat oil rooms and lamp
rooms should be lined with zinc or tin, and also the floor. They should
be kept scrupulously lean. This departmuent should be strictly looked
after. Passenger steamers onght not to carry any combustible
material. Steamboats tught ta be inspected early in order to give
owners an opportunty to de the îequired repairs l make their vessels
beaworthy and pass the required inspection. In many cases it might
be fo'und newotgary to raise the boilers to ascertain the condition of
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both hull and boilers. This work should not be imposed on a steam-
boat owner at an unreasenable time. Steamboats are usually too
heavy and not easily bandled; lighter boats woild be more usefol and
easier handled ; a sufficiency of life rafts should be carried. There
should be no difficulty in having a register of all passenger on steamers;
the ticket agent could give his number sold and nane of passengers.
The purser could also ascertain aIl names of those coming on board,
and leave the list with Oustoms officers, and any discrepancy might be
reported at the next port of cali. This applies te lake boats. Ferries
would be au exception.

" The Sinacoe, of the Georgian Bay Navigation Company's line
rebuilt from the remains of an old burned barque, was not suitable for
lake navigation, her loss occurred from not being seaworthy. A great
deal has been said of the dangerous navigation ot the Georgian Bay. I
never saw it any worse or as bad as Lake Ontario. Our ordinary lake
boats, in good repair and condition, are quite safe for the navigation
managed by competent officers. A new survey should ho made of
the Georgian Bay. From the short time occupied by Capt. Bayfield in
making his survey, and the inadequate means at hie command, it is bot
to be wondered at that there are many omissions. In the interest of
navigation, for the above reasons, the north shore of Lake Superior
shoud alseo receive the attention of the Government. I would recommend
close, careful inspection of all steamers at least once a year, and in the
event of accident, a second examination. Masters and engineers should
promptly report to the proper quarter any accident to hull or
machinery."
Now, Sir, these opinions are very valuable, coming as they do
from mon of great experience, and I bave no doubt that the
Department of Marine and Fisheries will avail themselves
of the information given. The fact of so many vessels
having been lost from the carrying of wheat, shows the
necessity of adopting some means of inspection on the
Great Lakes, such as they have on the ocean, which obliges
skippers to have the wheat put in sacks, or to have shifting
boards in the vessel. 1 have myself been on board vossels
where the wheat shifted from one side to the other to such
an extent as almost to make them unmanageable. It is
dangerous to carry wheat in the fall of the year, whon it is
put in bulk on the boat and with nothing to prevent its
shifting and rolling. I know it is very difficult in a country
like ours, where we have only six montb of navigation, to
get exporienced sailors -whn for six months of the year must
be out of employmernt. That must be admitted on ail
hands, but still somewhat more care might be exercised
than at present in the choice of crows. I have been myself
on these lakes in a storm, when the g eater part of the
crew, instead of being on hand to help the captain, ran
down to the hold to say their prayers. Where you have
men of that kind xho are not acc istomed te
navigation, accidents must occu.r. I have heard a
captain say that on one occasion when ho intended to
anchor in a storm there was not a man on bard who was
able to help him to put out the anchor, the pilot and
engineers, of course, being occupied at their respective
posts. While I am on this subject, I may say that it is
necessary that a better hydrographie survey should be made
of the Georgian Bay and the north coast of Lake Superior.
There are shoals and sunken rocks on these lakes. Experi-
encel captains know where they are, but many of these
shoals and rocks are nlot laid down in the charts, or are but
imperfectly laid down. I have seen maps on which the
shoals were marked down by the captain, and these maps
were sent to the Admiralty as reliab!e, without any
hydrographic survey having been made at ail. Now, that
is worse thtn if they had not been marked at ail. It would
not cost a great deal, the shoals being now well known, to
have a survey made that would indicate their exact position.
This is a very serious matter indeed. I have just read a list
to the House of a large number of vessels foundered and a
large number burnt. People in my constituency have no
way of reaching thoir homes except over the wateis of
Georgian Bay, and evory time they go out they have to
encounter these dangers. Of the vesels of the Georgian
Bay lino which navigated these lakes ihree year s ago, not a
single one, except one propeller, the Northertt Belle, is now
in existence. Not only does the conrtry suffer in the loss
of life, at there is a great loss of property as well.

The people lost on those vessels were net those who were

seeking homes, but comprised mon who had established
themselves in the country, and although we do not know how
many are lost, lot anyone pass through Eastern Algoma and
he will find almost every other bouse in mourning and desola-
tion for the loss of members of the family by shipwreck.
Among the passengers lost by the burning of the Manitoulin
were many of great value to a new country. Among these
Mr. Robert Benry, who possessed considerable wealth, and
around whom a settlement of a thousand souls had grown
up on the Island of Manitoulin, was lost on the burning of
the Manitoulin ; and -a. brother, Mr. William Henry, of
Toronto, who was also possessed of considerable wealth, and
went up in the fall to look after bis dead brother's affairs,
was lost on the Asia. Here are two members of one family
lost in different vessels, and these are no solitary
instances. There are many families, as I have said, on
the Island of Manitoulin and Eastern Algoma who
have lost members of their families in vessels foundered
or burned on those waters. Something should be
done in order to procure a proper inspection of boats.
both as regards hulls and boilers, so that property should
not be sacrificed to the cupidity of vessel owners who might
send rotten tubs and old craft to run on the Georgian
Bay. Thore should be some system of registering vessels.
It could be very easily done by the Custom lHouse officers
at the different ports, whose duty it should bo to sce that
vessels are properly loaded, and they are quite capable of
judging as to whether they wore overloaded or not. This
is not the first time the subject has been before the public.
The newspapers have called attention to it frequently, and I
will read a short extract, which is very much to hIe point,
from a letter signed "Old Salt," published in the Toronto
Globe, of November, 1881. The writer says:

" To show the importance of a better method for grain cargoes, I quote
from the Globe of September 16th, 1881, the following from the state-
ment made by one of the survivors of the Columbia, which left Chicago
with 20,000 bushels of corn :-' A very heavy sea struck us, causing the
shitting of the cargo, and making the vessel careen so much that she
became unmanageable. Every possible effort was made to get her up-
rigbt again, but without avail, the sea running so high that she would
not answer her helm.' The Columbia went down in three-quarters of
an hour ; and five families were orphaned, while ten or twelve unmarried
men lest their lives., A boat from the Columbia got through several
miles to land, so that the sea, though very high, could not have been so
high that th, Columbia would not have lived. She would have livel
had the cargo not shifted. Who is responsible for the los of theae
men's lives ? Can we escape responsibility in the matter, if vessela are
allowed te go out without proper precaution and equipment ? "

Again, the Mail, a journal supporting the Government, in mn
editorial article dated November 27th, 1879, said:

" Just how the ill-fated passengers and crew of the Waubuno met their
deatb, whether they went down with the old tub or took to the boats only
to be swallowed up, will probably never be known; nor can any
chronicler tell what happened during the agony of the crisis. The
master of the Waubuno ls said to have been a man cf courage, and no
doubt he did his duty; but it is a fact that he was anything but an
experienced navigator. Captain Burkitt was a storekeeper five years
ago, and rose to the post of master with a rapidity paralieled only in
Canadian lake navigation, where the purser of to-day is to-morrow tho
captain, with the responsibility of human life on his hands. The
system, or perbaps it would be better to say the want of system, that
permits this sort of promotion is a blot on our humane legislation.
hip owners seem te think that any man may command a vessel, and

passenger steamers were plying their trade on the lakes during the
season which bas just closed under the command of wholly incompetent
officers. No qualification is required by law. The owner may appoint
whom he pleases, and there is nobody te object but the underwriter,
who is more concerned about the hull and cargo than for the human
freight. It is true that running a steamboat on the inland waters is
not a difficult business in fine weather and within sight of the shoie,
but when a sudden storm arises or a collision threatens, it is a task
demanding not only nerve and coolness, but trained seamanship,
and of that three-fifths of the passenger steamer and propeller
masters know little or nothing. The Dominion Goverur:ent, with
whom it resta, should take up this subject forthwith and adopt a
modification of the English Shipping Act of 1854. A Board
of Marine Examiners should be appointed te examine and grant
certifiestes te masters and mates, and violations of the Act
should be punisbed with the utmost severity. We are aware that.a
measure of tbis kina bas been introduoed before, and that the ship
owners strangled it, their main contention being that it would involve
a heavy outlay, as trained seamen would expect higher wages thau
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amateurs or greenhorns. But are the poekete of ship owners to be con-
sidered before the safety of human life ? "
I believe I have said enough to draw the attention of the
Government to this very important qnestion. People can-
not travel over those waters without running the risk of
being burned or drowned. Not a single vessel which was
on the Georgian Bay line three years ago, except one, is
now in existence, and that is a very sad state of matters.
I beg to move the Resolution.

Mr. McLELAN. The papers in connection with tIis im-
portant suhjbct will be brought down *at an early a day as
possible. I regret very mach I was unable to hear all the
remarks of the hon. gentleman. I know it is a question in
which he hbas taken a very deep interest; it is a question, too,
in which the people have a great interest, an interest that
is increasing in proportion as the traffic on our western
waters increases; and the attention of the Government, and
more particularly to the Department over which I have the
honor to preside, has been drawn to the importance of the
subject, and to the disasters which have occurred on those
waters and which have been attended with such serious loss
of life. Our attention bas been directed mainly to the point
which the hon. member, Po far as I could gather, has brought
up: how far we can make the vessels more seaworthy, how
far we can improve their management, and how far we can
improve the loading of the vessels upon those waters. The
attention of the Government and of my Department has
been turned to those varions points, and it is proposed that
we should ask the louse for some legislation which we
think necessary in order, if possible, to make the vessels
more seaworthy, that life may be more secure on board of
them. The hon. gentleman has referred to the inspection
of hulls, and I understood him to say that we had no inspec-
tors. There were two engaged in Ontario during last sum-
mer, but one unfortunately was off duty for some weeks
owing to severe illness. It is probable that the legislation
which will be asked for will require some different qualifica-
tions on the part of the inspectors from what was required
by the legislation of last Session, and therefore we do not
provide the complement of inspectors for that district until
we should see whether the House would grant such
additional legislation as we believe is required. But
two have been employed during the past season since
the Act came into operation. The hon. gentleman has
referred to the fact that several shoals have been dis-
covered on Georgian Bay. The attention of the Department
also bas been called to this matter, and we have been in
communication with the Admiralty, to learn on what terme
we can have an officer, or if they can furnish an officer, to
take charge of the survey of those western waters, and
place on thoir charte all the shoals and rocks that may be
lound there not already laid down on the charte. As the
hon. gentleman says, it is not advisable to have this
done in a hap-hazard manner, but to set down clearly
the particular shoals which may exist. We do
not suppose that, on any information which we may be
able to send them, they would lay down on their charts
any rocks and shoals that are there to be found, and, there-
fore, we have asked them whether they eau furnish us
with -a man properly qualified to take charge of such a
survey, in order that any shoals, which may not be already
down on the charte and which may be discovered to exist on
a resurvey, may be placed on the Admiralty chart, thus
obtaining the authority of the Admiralty. 1 may say, in
conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that the papers in question will
be brought down to the flouse at an early a day as possible.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that the flouse
do now adjourn. I do not seo the leader of the Opposition1

Mr. DAWSON.

in the House just now, and I will consequently make the
explanations with regard to Ministerial changes to-morrow.

Motion agreed to; an1 (at 4:15 o'clock p.m.) th fHouse
adjourned.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 14th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), in introducing Bill (No-
4) to amend the Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases, said:
The object of the Bill is to enable persons who profess
doubts as to the existence of a Supreme Being, to give
evidence. In Ontario the law bas been amended so as to
permit such persons to give evidence in civil cases, upon
making a solemn affirmation as provided in the law. I
think it is an anomalous state of affairs that we can accept
such evidenco in civil cases but not in criminal cases. The
provision I propose is now contained in the law of England,
and I do not sec any reason why it should not be part of
the law of Canada.

Bill read the'first time.

FRAUD IN RELATION TO PUBLIC CONTRACTS.

Mr. CASGRAIN. in introducing Bill (No. 5) for the
botter prevention of fraud in relation to contracts involving
the expenditure of public moneys, said: I shall say only
one word in relation to this matter. The object of the Bill
is to try to prevent bribery of contractors, or Govern-
ment employés, in connection with public contracts. I
brought this Bill betore this House in the two previous
Sessions, but 1 have not had the opportunity of having it
carried through. I may say, for the information of the
hon. Minister of Public Works, that I have been able to
procure, this year, from the Parlianient of Great Britain, a
copy of the Bill which the hon. gentleman said he wanted
to see before consenting to the passage of this measure, and
I shall have much pleasure in placing it at his disposai.
As this is a matter which ought not to be taken up by a
private member, but is a matter of public importance, I
hope the Government, this year, will regard it in a favorable
light, and help me through with it instead of impeding it.

Bill read the first time.

BILLS INTRtODUCED.

The following Bills were introduced, and read the first
time:-

Bill (No. C) to provide that persons charged with mis-
demeanors shall be competent as witnesse.-(Mr.
Cameron, Huron.)

Bill (No. 7) to amend the Criminal Law, and to extend
the provisions of the Act respecting offences against the
person.-(Mr.· Çameron, Huron.)

MINISTERIAL EX PLANATIONS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, on moving the adjourn-
ment, said: I have been asked for explanations of changes
in the personnel of the Cabinet. It is not usual, in England,
to give explanations, unless there has been a change in the
whole Administration. The present Administration went to
the country. We were bore last Session and are here now.
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There is an alteration in the personnel. Mr. Mou!sseau,,
Secretary of State, resigned and went to Quebec, where he
held the position of Premier. Mr. O'Connor resigned on
account of ill-health. Mr. J. C. Pope resigned also on the
same account. Mr. Aikins resigned, and was appointed
Lieutenant-Governor of the Province of Manitoba. Mr.
Chapleau bas become a member of the Government. I am
very sorry he is not here to-day at the beginning of the Ses-
sion ; but ho bas been stricken down by an acute attack of
bronchitis, which compelled him to resort to a
southern clime. Mr. Carling, the Member for London,
bas become Postmaster-General. Mr. Costigan, of New
Brunswick, bas been made Minister of Inland Revenuo,
and the Hon. Frank Smith, of the Senate, is a momber
of the Cabinet without a portfolio.

Mr. BLAKE. J learn from the hon. gentleman that heu
suggests we should adopt the English practice. That bas
not been the custom here. The hon. gentleman himself
bas demanded explanations of changes very much less
important than those of to-day. He las given what ho calls
explanations, but which are very much more like a catalogue
or calendar of changes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A catalogue raisonné.
Mr. BLAKE. No; a catalogue without reasons. The

lon. gentleman says that Mr. Pope, from Prince Edward
Island, left the Cabinet on account of ill-health. That
fact was made but too apparent to us al], as for a consid-
erable time the hon. gentleman was unfortunately disabled
from much of his ministerial duties. I remember very
well, when a vacancy took place by reason of the appoint-
mont to office of an hon. Minister who represented the Island
formerly, the cries of grief and indignation which pro-
coeded from the supporters of the hon. gentleman because
there was no representative of Prince Edward Island
placod instead of that gentleman in the Cabinet. I am glad
to observe that as times have changed i o have manners, and
the absence of a representative from the Island has been
received-I do not know whether there have been any
muttered tones of grief poured into the private ear of the
hon. gentleman, whether there have been any suggestions
as to the injury done the Island in general, or Islanders in
particular-at any rate the public does not hear any more
the cries of injustice and wrong which vexed our ears on a
former occasion. The lon. gentleman bas stated that Mr.1
Costigan has accepted the office of Inland Revenue, and the(
Hon. Frank Smith has been called to a seat in the Cabinet t
without a portfolio. I suppose in that instance, at any rate, f
we should have had explanations, because I remember the t
language used by the hon. gentleman on the subject of seatsa
in a Cabinet without a portfolio. In 1873, a Government t
was formed in which thère were two seats filled by gentle- r
men without a portfolio. The hon. gentleman asking for(
and receiving explanations of the formation of that Cabinet, n
and learning that fact, used this language:V

r' There is aaother phase in the formation of this Government, and I
protest against it. I protest against Mr. Blake being a member of the
Government without a portfolio and I protest against Mr. Scott holding t
that same position. I say it is atterly unconstitutional. - I say there has a
b-en only one example of it-that of Lord Lansdowne-to which every- c
body submitted, beca',se he was a man ninety vears of age, and it was
thought to be a fitting compliment to him, though it was an infringemer.t U
of the Constitution. This country, Sir, wants no unpaid services, it n
wants no unpaid officers, it wants and is able to pay every man for per- hforming its rervices.yi

a
I cannot render this protest, this denunciation of constitu- t]
tional doctrine, with the force, energy, vigor and spirit of P
genuaine indignâtion, at the violation of the Constitution, 1
Which animated my bon. friend on that memorable occasion h
when, seated under the gallery in the seat now occupied by tL
the hon. member for Montmagny, I was unable to say a of
word for myself, stricken down by the hon. gentleman's J
eloquence. lie las set me up again and relieved me from s t

the incubus of a violation of the Constitution. le has
announced, as the most natural thing in the world, that the
Hon. Frank Smith is a inember of the Cabinet without
portfolio. Well, the Hon. Frank Smith is not Lord Lans.
downe, and he is not ninety years old, and, therefore, the
reason which the hon. gentleman gave, as notjustifying, but
palliating the infringement of the Constitution in the case
of Lord Lansdowne, does not apply to the hon. Senator.
Therefore, I think, I may call for further explanations. I
may ask the hon. gentleman to say whether he was wrong
thon or now, because it seems to me quite impossible he
eould have been right on both occasions, unless there bas
been a revolution in the Constitution. J observe that the
changes, the distribution of the great political prizes, which
belong to an Administration, gave rise to the same resuits,
differing a little from what the hon. gentleman propounded
at the outset of Confederation. I never thought that the
hon. gentleman was wise in laying down a cast-iron rule as
ho did, that there shonld be a certain number of members
and a certain proportion assigned to certain Provinces. I
always agreed that the interests of the country and
the exigencies of carrying on a Government, so as to
maintain the confidence of the people, would necessitate
a representation of the Provinces in the Cabinet.
I believe it is important that this object should be a pro-
minent one in the formation of every Cabinet. But what
the hon. gentleman did was to declare, as the cause fbr thir-
teen Ministers, the fact that there ought to be a certain
proportion-five for Ontario, four for Quebec, two for Nova
Scotia and two for New Brunswick-because, as ho explained,
one Minister from one of those smaller Provinces would
feel lonely without a colleague froin the sane Province in
the Council to assist him in reaching the conclusion and in
strengthening the aggressiveness from that Province. These
were the reasons the bon. gentleman assigned as the con.
stitutional proportions of a Cabinet for our Confederation.
But times in that respect also have changed, for I observe
that we have no longer in the hon. gentleman's Cabinet five
members from Ontario, but six members, and that to that
Province, besides the six members, are also assigned the
two great political prizes which come and go with Admin-
istrations, as we now learn from your precedent-the
Speakership of this House and the Speakership of the other
body. There are altogether sixteen, fourteen members of
the Cabinet and two holders of these prizes, and of these
Ontario receives eight, just one half. Well, tbe hon. gen-
tleman boasts to this House of some tifty-five followers
from Ontario, and ho boasts nearly that many from
the neighboring Province of Quebec. No doubt,
as he las abandoned the principle of propor-
tion, and has come to the prineiple of fitness, we
must take this as a proof that his followers from
Ontario are stronger proportionally-in their quality even
more than they are in their quantity-than from the Pro-
vince of Quebec. With such a grent strength as I see in
'eserve upon the benches from Ontario, I can congratulate
ny friends from that Province upon the high appreciation,
he deserved appreciation, that they receive, not mereiy
bsolutely but relatively, in this Administration; and J
an cond-le with my hon. friends from the other Provinces
p in the position they occupy in the same sense. Not
merely are these proportions which the hon. gentleman
imself set up, violated, but when it was necessary to make
change in the representatioi from Quebec, it was found

hat no ene at that time belonging to Parliament from that
rovince was suitable, ani my hon. friend was obliged to

ook outside for the gentleman whose regretted illness
e has referred to, and introduce him into the Cabinet, at
he special instance, I suppose, and for the special comfort
f my hon. friend the Minister of Public Works. Now,
am glad to know that this happy family is no longer con-
.ituted according to a cast-iron principié, and that the bon,
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gentleman bas found, by experience, that it is impossible to1
carry that ont; but that lie must have regard to the deserved1
eminence and pre-eminence of hon. gentlemen from differenti
Provinces, andgive to each in proportion to its capabilities1
of supplying strength to the Administration from those1
public men who are in bis ranks at the time. The lon. gentle-1
man did not tell us exactly when the Hon. Mr. Smith
was called to the Cabinet without a portfolio, nor did he
tell us exactly why; nor did he communicate to us-what I
think upon this occasion, if he had been disposed to deal
with us in a spirit of generosity and liberality and not con-
fine himself as far as possible within the letter ofthe rule,-
why Senator O'Donohue was not called to the Cabinet. I
think his explanation might have been added, and the story
without them is extremelf incomplete ; but Isuppose, after
what the hon. gentleman has said, we must be thankful for
what we have got, and not expect anything more; and, as
the hon. gentleman's constititional principle as to the forma-
tion of Cabinets has been violated, as what my hon. friends
from the Province of Quebec understood was the well settled
an<f reasonable rule on this subject las also been violated,
and as the hon. gentleman's constitutional principles as to
Ministers in the Cabinets without portfolios have also been
violated, and ail by himself, I leave toyou his explanations.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection to
close the discussion with my hon. friend in the same kindly
spirit with which he as opened it. However, he is mistaken
in stating that on the formation of the first Administration in
1867 welaid down any cast-iron rules. On the contrary, the
hon. gentleman will honor me so far as to go back to the
Debates of that occasion. I said that that principle could not
be carried out, that the object of uniting the Piovinces was to
have one great Dominion, and that the principle of having
sectional representation could not be carried out, and could
not be adopted as a final principle of the Constitution. I
said, however, that as we were forming a new Confederation,
as each Province was returnincg a certain number of
members, and was naturally very anxious as to its
position in the Confederation, and that as we had
to take the initiation in the formation of the first
Government, we thought proper, in order to prevent
any injurious suspicions, and in order to bring in from
every section full support in the principle of Confederation,
so to distribute the offices in the Cabinet as to give each
Province a representation; and we did so, giving the Pro-
vince of Ontario five members, Quebec four, and the other
two Provinces two each. I took also the precaution of
stating at that time that this kind of thing could not be
expected to go on forever, but that it was absolutely re-
quisite in order to start fair-if I may use the expression-
to commence auspiciously, that every Province should feel
that it had a proportionate representation in the Cabinet;
but that in the future that could not be the case. I pointed
out that we hoped that Confederation would extend over
the whole of this continent, and that there would be very
many other Provinces entering Confederation in the future,
and that therefore this arrangement was a temporary one
and could not continue, and that with the addition of a
large number of Provinces it would be impossi ble in the by-
and-bye for every Province to be represented in the Cabinet,
and that eventually we would be obliged to adopt the
systemn in vogue in the United States, where they have only,
I think, seven Cabinet Ministers ; but they choose one from the
New England States, one fi om ithe Southern States, one
from the Western States, and so on, dividing the whole
United States into groups, and having each group repre
sented in the Cabinet. That must be the case in Canada
where we shall have nmany more Provinces in the lifetime
of my hon. friend who leads the Opposition. With the
changing circumstances ôf the country, with the formation
of new Pkrovinces, anI he pressu e of new interests upon

Mr, BLÂKE.
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Parliament, there must be continual changes and adapta-
tions of the working of our Parliamentary system to the
varying developments of this country. That was the
principle I laid down, and I have never abandoned it.
My hon. friend says that Ontario is given an undue
preponderance.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.
Sir JOHN A. MACIJONALD. He throws it out. Well,

so far as that is concerned, I take it that there are two
members in the Government who are summoned as mem-
bers of the Privy Council, who are summoned to attend
meetings of the Cabinet-the Speaker of the Upper House
and the Hon. Frank Smith. The Speaker of the
Upper House receives no salary, in the first place, for
acting as ie doos in the Ministry.

Mr. BLAKE. The country wants no gratuitous services.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But he as done

this, and I personally am exceedingly grateful for
it; he bas taken from my shoulders an enormous
amount of work connected with the North-West,
arising from the unexpected development of that country,
and I was only too glad to accept the assistance and service,
the able assistance and service, of my hon. friend the
Speaker of the Upper House to aid me as Minister of the
Interior. He las come to my assistance as a personal
friend, as a gentleman having full confidence in myself as I
have in hhin; he bas done yeoman service for me and for
the country by bringing a practical and business mind,
unwearied perseverance and great ability, to aid me in the
enormous task of dealing with the various questions that
have arisen with respect to the North-West. So that Mr.
Macpherson has really come ft my aid, and the country
has received the benefit of his gratuitous services as a
member of the Cabinet. The bon. gentleman also spoke
about Mr. Smith coming into the Cabinet, and he said i was
wrong either on a past occasion or now. I was not wrong
either time. Mr. Frank Smith las been summoned to the
Cabinet, and I am very glad to get his assistance and advice;
but he stood in quite a different position from my hon.
friend opposite. My hon. friend opposite was the power
behind the Throne; he was the Government ; he was like
the centurion, a man in authority : he said to a man, go, ar.d
he goethl; and to another, come, and ho cometh; and in the
eyes of the country and of his own party, and in the eyes of
every one who could see how things were going, he was really
the Prime Minister, but without responsibility of any kjnd
And the bon, gentleman was not only Prime Minister of the
Dominion, but Premier of Ontario as well, in both cases
without portfolio, he having the power and ability to direct
affairs, that great ability and intellectual superiority
having been acknowledged by his party and the country by
his solection for the high and important position which he
now holds; and as he was pulling the strings and guiding
the party of his own Province and of the Dominion, of
which that Province is a part, he ought to have taken the
position and assumed the responsibility, and not have been
able t say "Ithat was not my measure." The hon. gen-
tleman has done that on many occasions. He his said:
"I was not in the Ministry at that time." We all know
that ; but it is the old case of Stephano and Trinculo,
" Thou shalt be king, and I will be viceroy over thee." le
pulled the strings and governed the country, and ho con-
mitted a great breach of the constitutional principle, that
power and authority should go together. My hon. lriend
Mr. Frank Smith held no such position. He is a gentleman
who has made a fortune in his own way, and is recognized
in the country as a representative Irishman and Irish
Roman Catholic. He also draws no salary ; ho is not
feeding at the publie crib any more than did my hon.
friend;opposite, who, whatever may be his political fvlts,
is not a man who will throw himself into an assumed
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public office for the sake of any emolument that might
arise from it. It is only justice I should say that to my
hon. friend. But strange to say, the hon. gentleman has
vindicated me already in the eyes of the people of Ontario,
by the insinuation that Ontario has more than its fair
share of members of the Cabinet. is first lieutenant, Mr.
Mowat, his second lieutenant, Mr. Fraser, and his third
lieutenant, Mr. Hardy, have been ringing through the
country the charge that I was sold to the French, that 1
was under French domination ; and at this moment I dare
say his friends of the Ontario Administration, on as many
stumps as they can cover with their feet, are warning the
people of Ontario not to support Mr. Meredith or his friends,
because he is sold to John A., and John A. is sold to the
Frenchmen, and Ontario is sold to French domination.
Mr. Speaker, I think I have made my explanation, and I
think the country will admit that I have not sacrificed the
Constitution, that I have not done ainy great injustice to
Lower Canada by asking Mr. Macpherson to come and
help me, and Mr. Smith to come and help him, both
without salary. I do not think I have wounded the
amour-propre of my friends of Lower Canada, and I state
that, as I have always done, I will try to obtain as good a
Government as I can. I admit, and everybody must admit,
and when my hon. friend opposite, to the misfortune of this
country, shall take my place, he will be obliged to admit,
that wo must follow the policy, not a cast-iron rule,
of having every great interest represented in the Cabinet,
whether the Maritime Provinces, the great West, or the
Pacifie coast, by-and-bye-indeed the Pacific coast was
represented in the Cabinet in my person in the last Parlia,
ment. It is so in Ergland. No Government could live unless
the Irish and Scotch had a certain number of representatives
in the Cabinet. There is no cast-iron rule there, but in
order to obtain the support of the representatives of the
people in all portions of the United Kingdom, each section
must know it is in some degree, directly or indirectly, repre-
sented in the Cabinet. That is the principle I should like
to sec carried out; that is the principle that must be carried
out, and that is the principle which my hon. friend will
carry out by-and-bye, but I am in no hurry to see him carry
his principles into practice.

Mr. BLAKE. I have been misunderstood in regard to a
material part of my speech, that part which consisted
of a quotation from the hon. gentleman's speech. The
hon. gentleman bas made it appear as if he had protested
only against my own appointment to office without
portfolio as an infringement of the Constitution. I was a
supporter and follower and member of the Cabinet of Mr.
Mackenzie, nothing more, Mr. Mackenzie being Prime
Minister; but the point to which I desire to refer and
regarding which the hon. gentleman bas misconceived
me, is, that after going on te protest against my appoint-
ment, he said, in the speech from which I quoted: "I protest
against Mr. Scott holding that same position. I say that it
is utterly unconstitutional." If it was unconstitutional in
Mr. Scott's case it is so in other cases.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
was pulling the strings here in the Lower House, while Mr.
Scott was leader and exponent of the principles of the
Government in the Upper House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 4:10 o'clock p.m.) the iouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURSDAT, 15th February, 1883.

The SPiluAR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYERS.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD, from the Special Com.

mittee appointed to prepare and report Lists of Members to
compose the Select Standing Committees, presented List& of
Members composing said Committees.

BILL INTRODUCED.
The following Bill was introduced and read the first

time:-
Bill (No. 8) to provide fobthe Discharge of past Insol.

vents.-(Mr. Beaty.)

EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION
ESTATES.

OF INSOLVENTS'

Mr. BEATY, in introducing Bill (No. 9) to provide for
the equitable distribution of insolvents' estates, said:
This Bill is of the same purport as that introduced last
Session by uyself, in relation to the distribution of the
assets of insolvents, but does not include a discharge of the
insolvent, as that is provided for in the other Bill just intro-
duced. The object is that certain classes of perseons, who
have become unable to meet their obligations, should be
put into insolvency, if desired by their creditors, on appli-
cation to the Court; and the general purpose of the Bill is to
provide fbr an equitable distribution of the assets of the estate
relatively amongst the creditors who may have proved their
claim, and it is not intended that the debtor, with a view
to his discharge, should be included in the Bill. The usual
clauses are put in providing for the distribution, the ap-
pontmient of a guardian in the first instance, the appoint-
ment of trustees by the creditors for the liquidation of the
estate, the prevention of fraudulent dealing and purposes of
that character. But the general objeet and purpose of the
Bill is simply to provide that pereons shall not have a pre-
ferential assignment, or that by reason of obtaining execu-
tion first they shall not acquire the whole estate. AIL
persons to whon the debtor may be indebted shall be en-
titled to corne in, in cases of insolvency, and obtain such
portions of the estate as they may show they are entitled to.

Bill read the first time.

FERRY BOATS AT THE TERMIMUS OF NORTII
SHORE RAILWAY.

Mr. LANDIRY enquired, Whether the Governinent have
corne to any understanding with the present proprietors of
that part of the "Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental
Railway," now more particularly known under the name
of the "North Shore Railway," in relation to the construc-
tion of ferry boats to ply between the terminus of that rail-
way and that of the Intercolonial Railway; and what that
understanding is ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I beg to say, in reply to the
hon. member, that no understanding has Vet been arrived
at upon this subject with the parties conpected with the
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Railway.

REPORTS.
The following Reports were laid upon the Table
Public Accounts of Canada for the fiscal year 1881-82;

also, Report of the Auditor-General on Appropriation Ac-
counts for the fiscal year 1881-82.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
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Tables of the Trade and Navigation of the Dominion for

the fiscal year 1881-82.-(Mr, Bowell.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the fHouse.
Motion agreed to; and (at 3.35 o'clock p.m.) the louse

adimnmd

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDAY, 16th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPuRTS.

The following Reports were Taid upon the Table:-
Annual Report of the Minister of Publie Works for the

fis.ca1 yegr 1881-82, on the works under his control.-(Sir
Hector Langevin.)

Report of the Secretary of State of Canada, for the year
ended 31st December, 1882.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Report of the State of the Militia of the Dominion of
Canada, for the year 1882.-(Mr. Caron.)

Annual Report of the Department of Indian Affairs, for
the year ended 31st December, 1882.-(Sir John A. Mac-
donald.)

Report, Returns and Statistics of the Inland Revenues of
the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscll year ended 3Oth J une,
1882.- (31r. Costigan.)

Report on Adulteration of Food, being Supplement No.
II. of the Department of Inland Revenue, 1882,-(Mr.
Costigan.)

Ninth Report on Weights and Measures, being Supple-
ment No. Il. to the Report of the Department of Inland
Revenue, 1882.-(Mr. Costigan.)

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. BEATY moved that the time for receiving Petitions
for Private Bills be extended to Thursday, the 1st day of
March next, in accordance with the recommendation of the
Select Standing Committee on Standing Orders.

Mr. BLAKE. It bas been urged, and one Session I
thought we had almost prevailed in the suggestion, that
there should not be a general extension of time for receiving
Petitions, and that after the delay fixed by the Standing
Orders, no Petition should be received except under special
circumstances. We are now at the commencement of a
new Parliament, and while I do not now make a motion,
I do submit to the hon. gentlemen who have control of the
procedure of the flouse, that if it is to be laid down as a
rule, as our assenting to this extension every Session does
lay it down as a rule, that the first delay is merely formal
and not to be regarded,. we had better extend to some
moderate limit the peiiod of delay prescribed by the
Standing Order, and having so extended it, not to permit
farther extension unless for cause, because otherwise, of
course, persons will not regard the first limit, and will look
upon it as a mere brutumfulmen.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with my
hon. friend, that the rule laid down should be adhered to.
Practically, I fear that the time is too short, it ought to be
extended, and the Standing Order should be altered in that
regard ;.and after that time has expired, I quite agree that
no Petition sbould be received except on its own merits.
The object of the rule is to prevent surprise on outside
parties who do not know when they may be called upon to

Sir CHARLEs TuPER;

defend their rights which may be attacked by these bills.
Perhaps the Hlouse had better consider whether, instead of
extending the time for a fortnight, it would not be better
to extend it three or four weeks, and then rigidly adhere
to that rule, except under extraordinary circumstances.

Motion agreed to.

LIBRARY COMMITTEE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that a Select Com-
pnittee, composed of Messrs. Blake, Cameron (Huron), Colby,
Daly, Davies, iDesjardins, Fortin, Houde, Jenkins, Laurier,
Ouimet, Scriver, Tassé, Weldon, Wells, and Wright, be ap-

ointed to assist Mr. Speaker in the direction of the
Library of Parliament, so flr as the interests of this House
are concerned, and to act as IMembers of a Joint Committee
of both Houses on the Library.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMM1TTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that the Report of
the Special Committee appointed to prepare and report
Lists of Members to compose the Select Standing Committees
pf this House, in so far as relates to the following Commit-
tees, viz.:-On Privileges and Elections; on Expiring Laws;
on Railways, Canals, and Telegraph Lines ; on Miscella-
neous Private Bills; on Printing; on Public Accounts; on
Banking and Commerce ; and on Immigration and Coloniza-
tion, be concurred in.

Mr. BLAKE. It bas been proposed by some bon.
gentleman opposite, to introduce a new system with regard
to Committees, and largely to reduce the nuruber of mem-
bers of the Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts.
I do not oppose the proposition as a general principle. On
the contrary, my opinion is that we might very largely
forward public bu-iness by the extension of that proposition
with reference to all the Committees. While we adopt and
continue the system of very large Committees, I look upon
the reduction of the Public Accounts Committee as an
experiment for this Session. I fear that a system whieh
involves a great tax upon the more leading *members of
Committees who are called to serve, according to the present
sysiem, on three or four, will operate rather injuriously and
unfairly to those who are in the minority on a small Com-
mittee, because it will be very difficult at times to find any
degree of representation on that Committee of those who
may be in the minority. 1, however, submit cheerfully to
the experiment for this Session, only reserving my right,
if the practical results of the work done should indicato a
change, to suggest one. It is of much more consequence
that we should consider, and I would ask the hon.
gentleman to take it into his consideration, whether ho
should not propose a small Committee to consider a plan
fôr future Sessions of this Parliament, which would ho more
business-like, with the view of securing better results in
that important portion of our business which is relegated to
the Committees. With regard to the system in England, I
will take one class of Committees as an example of their
general principle-I refer to the Committees on what are
called Railway Bills. There is a General Railway Com-
mittee which is not composed of 131 members like
ours, but of some eight or nine members, who are called
the General Railway Commrittee. Their function is to net
as a Committee of selection, selecting from amongst the
other members of the House some four members, I think,
and appointing a chairman from amongst themselves.
To those four members of the Committee are referred
Railway Bills of a cognate character. For example, if
there were a number f Bills for the construction of rail-
ways in the North-West, or a number of Bills for railways in
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a particular section of Ontario or Quebec, they would be
referred to this Committee. The resuit of having a small
Committee of this kind, especially adapted for dealin gwith
the work and acting according to a general principle-
because the chairman being chosen from the General Com-
mittee, there is intercommunion between the Committees
on the general question of policy and one line is adopted -
is to produce very much better fruits than can ho obtained
by our system. There is another change wbich I think
would be a very great improvement. You know, Mr.
Speaker, that in this louse it is a teason for an hou. mem-
ber to be placed on the Railway Committee because bis
constituency is interested in the Railway Bill. In England
that is a disqualification for being on the Committee. The
members who are chosen to be on the Committee to deal
with any particular Bill, or group of Bills, bas to sign a
declaration that ho las not a personal and his constituency
has not a local interest in that particular Bill, such an in-
terest being regarded, and I think very properly so, as a
disqualification for the occupation of the judicial position,
which is the position which the committee-man occupies.
There is another declaration which is also required to be
signed by members, and I think it would pretty much as-
tonish a gool many old members here. It is that no mem-
ber of the Committee shall vote on a Bill unless ho has
heard or attended to all the evidence. I have noticed an
uncommon swelling of the number of the Committee shortly
before a vote was taken on an important question, and I am
afraid a very large portion could not sign such a declaration
in respect to the Bill on which they voted. Moreover, a
member who assumes the responsibility of sitting on a
Committee in England-and he is bound to accept it unless
ho ca give a valid excuse, such as illness-is bound to at-
tend al[ its sittings. Without suggesting that we should
adopt in all particulars the English method, whieh I think
in some respects is perhaps complicated, we must agree
that a system by which the Committees would be very much
reduced in numbers would be a system which would be one
of great importance; and if bon. gentlemen would adopt the
example of the hon. Minister of Public Works, who I observe
has declined to sit on any other Committee than that of
whieh ho hopes to be Chairman, and give a thorough and
exhaustive attention both before the Committee meots and
during its sittings to the business of the Committee, we
would be able to do much more thorough work. I may
mention in this connection a matter which bas often struck
me as one in which we might effect a great improvement,
and that is with regard to the promotion
of Private Bills before Committees. We have
adopted a system wholly vicious, a system by which mem-
bers of the House are expected, not merely to introduce and
take the first stops in connection with the passage of Private
.hills, but also to become their advocates and active
promoters, and the position which we see is assumed with
regard to such Bills is one which is quite inconsistent with
the true position of Members of Parliament called upon to
pass judgment on them. The active promotion of B.1ls
should be accomplished by some one not a member of the
House, or at all events not a member of the Committee, who
will sit in judgment on the Bill. I make these general
observations at the commencement of a new Parliament
with the object of asking if the Government will not take
into consideration the desirability of striking a small
Comm itt entoconsider the whole subject and see if we
cannot mend our ways.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
bon. gentleman that we should consider the reduction in
the Committee on Public Accounts as being an experiment.
It is a working Committee and ils numbers are too large.
We have not bad the same members in attendance de die in
diem; and you know, Mr. Speaker, as the late Chairman of
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the Corn.mittee, that there was no certainty that members
present one day would be present at the next sitting, or
that members would keep up a continuo s attention to the
business before the Committee. So we quite understand
that this is an experiment, and it will be quite open to the
hon. gentleman to move for an increase in the number or
some other change if the experiment should fail. The hon.
gentleman says the system in England is just the opposite
to the system existing bere. Of the six hundred members
of the British House of Commons very few sit on Commit-
tees at all. There is- a selection made of experionced
members acquainted with the specifie subjects for which
the Committees are struck; they are small in number and
they work in the same way as sub-committees do to our
large Committees on special subjects. 1 am not sure, how-
ever, that we ought hastily to adopt the English systom,
because they are now harking back to the old practice of
Parliament, by the resolutions of the House of Commons
last year. They are trying to introduce, indeed they bave
introduced, the system of G;rand Committecs which former-
ly constituted a most important branch of the House of
Commons and did a great deal of the work. We, in a rather
irregular mode, have had Grand Committees. Our Railway
Committee is a Grand Committee, composed as it is of a
large number of members of the House, and we have
found it to beo an advantage as regards that particular Com-
mittee to have that large number of members. Railway
legislation has been fully discussed there with much more
ease than could possibly have been the case with the Speaker
in the Chair, and the consequence of having that large
Committee, and having the different measures discussed
there, has been that the Hlouse has been in a great degree
relieved from the tedium and waste of time which would ho
involved in a re-discussion of the measure. And the
Committee being a large one, there is not the
samo objection which would exist in England to hon.
members sitting on the Committee, and discussing
Railway Bills in which they, or their constituencies, are in-
terested. Tho Committee being a large one it is right and
convenient, I think, that ali the railway interests should be
represented, and have either, through a member, an agent,
or counsel, an opportunity of being heard. In small Com-
mittees such as obtain in England, of course it would be ex-
ceedingly improper that six or seven of the seven, oight or
nine members composing a Committee appointed to report
to the House, should be interested in the individual railways.
The rep>rt of such a committee under such circumstances
could have no weight., and should have none. On the other
hand, as all our railway interests are represented on our
large iailway Committee, and as many of the interests are
in rivalry, and thus operate as a check on each other, it is
rather convenient as regards the Railway Committee that
those interests should be represented. I am obliged to the
hon, gentleman for the suggestion that a small Committee
should be struck during the Session for the purpose of con-
sidering the question. We derive great advantage.from the
Gommittee which sat hore some years ago and reconsidered
the Standing Orders of the House I will discuss the matter
with my friends here, and I will give the hon. gentleman an
answer as to whether we think it advisable to strike such a
Committee now, or whether we should wait tili next Ses-
sion, when we will have the advantage of seeing how the
new system in England will have worked.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has misconceived one
point of my remarks. I did not say that the English sytem
in its entirety would be desirable. I want the hon. gentle-
man to consider as a possible intormediate plan, that the
members should be placed on only one important committee,
that would considerably relieve the large committees and
enable members to give closer attention to the subjects
coming before them, iustead of being obliged to run from
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one committee to another, and not being able to look at
Bills until they were in the committee, and called upon to
pass judgment on them.

Motion agreed to.

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that a Message be
sent to the Senate, requesting their Honors to unite with
this House in the formation of a Committee of both Houses
on the subject of the Printing of Parliament, and that the
members of the Select Committee on Printing, namely:-
Messrs. Baker (Missisquoi), Bergin, Bourassa, Bowell,
Desjardins, Foster, Houde, Landry, Mc Donald (Cape Breton),
Ross (Middlesex), Somerville (Brant), Tassé, Thompson,
Trow, and White (Cardwell), wili act as members on the
part of this House on the said Joint Committee on the Print-
ing of Parliament.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills werc introduced, and read the first
time:-

Bill (No. 10) to provide for the amalgamation of the Bank
of Nova Scotia, with the Union Bank of Prince Edward
Island.-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 12) to amend the law with refereice to proce-
dure in criminal cases before Justices of the Peace out of
Session, with relation to persons charged with indictable
offences.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

SPEEDY TRIALS ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. ROBERTSON (iamilton), in introducing Bill
(No. 11) to amend the law with reference to the trial
of cases before the County Judges Criminal Court, said:
The object of this Bill is to amend the law with
reference to the speedy trials of persons charged
with felonies and misdemeanors. At present, a person
in order to be tried without a jury out of session
must be committed to jail on some charge. In many
cases persons are not committed to jail, but are bound
over to appear to answer to the charge laid; and I
submit that where parties are desirous of having speedy
trials, they shoiid not, under such circumstances. be com-
pelled to go to prison; and therefore I propose to amend
the law so as to enable any person who may be charged
with any such offence, and who is bound over to appear
before any court of competent jurisdiction, to give notice
in writing to the Crown Attorney, that he consents to and is
desirous of being tried without a jury before the Judge;
that when this is done, it shall be the duty of the Crown
Attorney to notify the Judge within the specified time
mentioned in the Bill, of such consent and desire ; and that
the Judge shall then appoint a day for trial; but in other
respects, the law with reference to the speedy trial of per-
sons so charged shall have effect and be in force.

Bill read the first time.

PUNISHMENT OF ALULTERY AND SEDUCTION.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 13) to amend the Criminal Law and to extend the
provisions of the Act respecting offences against the per-
son, by providing for the punishment of adultery, seduction,
&c.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. CHARLTON. The Bill, which I introduce to-day is

the same Bill that was reported on by a Select Committee
last Session ; but after the report was made, we were
unablo to reach it, and consequently no action of the louse

Mr. BLAzr,

could be had on it. I introduce it in the same shape as
reported, and when it is printed and distributed among the
members, I think that then will be the proper time for
the discussion of the Bill.

Bill read the first time.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY, in introducing Bill (No. 14) respect-
ing Carriers by Land, said: The Bill is one by which I pro-
pose to deal with the subject of carriers by land. A t
present there is a law on the Statute-book enumerating and
defining the duties and liabilities of carriers by water, but,
strange to say, we have no similar law with regard to
carriers by land. The Bill is substantially similar to the
English law dealing with the same subject. By the first few
paragraphs of the Bill it is proposed that the carrier shall
not be responsible for the loss or injury of parcels beyond a
value of $50 unless they are insured in the manner laid
down in the Bill. It provides, also, that with regard to
other articles the conditions imposed by carriers shall not
govern the contract unless they are in writing and signed
by the owner or shipper, and not then, unless, in case of
any question arising in any court or tribunal, the demand
is held to be just and reasonable. Since the year 1854, the
latter provisions have been in force in England, and in that
country at the present time these conditions have to be
pronounced to be just and reasonable, else they are not
held to be binding. In this country the railway and express
companies, who are our principal carriers by land, impose
no end of conditions; in fact it would take a man an hour,
with the aid of a magnifying glass, to read the conditions
on the back of his bill of lading. No person in transacting
ordinary business can afford the time to read these numer-
ous conditions. If he did read them he would require
one or two lawyers at his elbow to help him to under-
stand them, and even then it might be impossible.
He does not generally find them out until after the loss has
happened, in which case the company points out to him a
series of conditions by which he finds he bas agreed that
notwithstanding any injury to the article he has shipped
-notwithstanding, perhaps, their own gross carelessness-
the risk all falls upon him and not upon them. I propose
to deal with the subject in the way in which J have stated,
and I can sec no good reason why the carriers themzelves
should object to the provisions of the Bill. It makes pro-
vision with regard to carrying small parcels, and it proposes
that the conditions shal be submitted and subject to the
approval of the Court or Judge.

Mr. BLAKE. I think some twelve or fourteen years ago
an amendment was made in our Railway Bill dealing with
the reasonableness of the conditions to which the hon.
gentleman has referred. We succeeded in carrying it
through this House, but it disappeared in the other.

Mr. ABBOTT. I think my hon. friend should consider
one point, and that is as to the competency of this Parliament
to deal with contracts of that description. I think it is a
grave question whether this House cau interfere with con-
ditions of contract which I think should be regulated, and J
think are regulated, by the laws of the different Provinces.

Mr. McCARTHY. J have not lost sight of that question.
It seems to me that this is a matter coming under the
description of trade and commerce, and with which there-
fore we eau deal. We passed a law relating to carriers by
water, and if we had power to pass such a law I think we
have power to pass this one.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). A decision of the Court of
Appeal of Ontario seems to throw some doubt on our
power to deal with such a matter. That Court has just
decided that the.Warehouse Receipt Act, under which banks
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can make advances on warehouse receipts, is beyond the
competency of this Parliament, and an improper interfer-
ference with the Chattel Mortgage Act and the Bill of Sales
Act of Ontario.

Bill read the first time.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 15)
to anend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
explain the purport of the Bill ?

Mr. MULOCK. The object of the Bill is to somewhat
secure the independent working of railway lines. The
sixtieth section of the Consolidated Act permits railway
companies of their own motion-that is on the consent of
the companies themselves-to enter into certain working
arrangements for a period not exceeding twenty-one years.
During the existence of that arrangement those railways
are, in fact, in partnership, and during that time there
ceases to be that competition to secure which may have been
the object of Parliament in incorporating one or more of
them, or of the people in aiding them by bonus. The Bill is
not ained in any spirit of hostility at the railways, but is
intended rather to provide an impartial tribunal, whereby
the interests of the public may be considered before the
railways eau give effect to any such arrangement. The
proposition of the Bill is that before any such arrangements
shall have validity, it shall receive the sanction of the
Governor in Council.

Bill read the first time.

CANADIAN CONSOLIDATED FIVE PER CENT.
LOAN.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that this Ilonee will,
on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole to consider the following proposed Resolution:-

That it is expedient to authorize the Governor in Council to raise by
way of loan, in addition to the sums now remaining unborrowed and
negotiable of the loans authorized by Parliament, such sui or sums of
money as may be required to pay and discharge the Canadian Consdli-
dated five per cent. loan, raised under the fourteenth chapter of the
Consolidated Statutes of the late Province of Canada, alter deducting
therefrom the amount held as a sinking fund for paying off the same;
the rate of interest on the sums so to be raised by loan not to exceed
four per cent. per annum.

Motion agreed to.

TEL EGRAPI1C COMM1UNCATION WITH BERIMUDA

Mr. DALY enquired, Whether any correspondence has
taken place between the Government of Great Britain and
that of the Dominion relating to the establishment of tele-
graphie communication between Canada and Bermuda;
and, if not, whether the Government will take into con-
sideration the promotion of so desirable and important an
undertaking ?

Sir HECTO R LANGEVIN. There las been no such
corresl)ondence. This is a work which belongs more to
the Irn1 rial Govei nment than to this Government, and it
is likely, if it is required, that we may call their attention
to it.

LAND LMPROVEMENT FUND.

Mr. IESSON, in moving for copies of all letters and
papers between this Govein ment and the Governments of
Ontario and Quebec, from June lst, 1882, up to the present,
relating to the Land Improvement Fund, and all the unset-
tled accounts with the said Provinces; also, a Statement
showing the present balances, if any, due to the said Pro.
vinces, einluding interest thereon up to January Ist 1883,

said: My object in moving for these papers is to urge again
upon the Government and Parliament the desirability of
settling these long standing aceounts. The present un-
satisfactory condition of the matter.has caused very great
annoyance to the municipalities intercested in the funds-
I refer more partieularly to the Land Improvement Fund in
which a portion of my own county is very deeply interested.
I understand that some progress bas been made towards a
settlement during the past year, and I desire to be put in
possession of all the information now obtainable regard.
ing the malter. I observe that some unfair statements
have been made charging the delay entirely to the
Government of the Dominion. I am in possession of
sufficient information to say that I believe there is no
ground whatever for that charge. Unscrupulous politi-
cians are at present making use of the statement that
the delay has arisen because of the Dominion Govern-
ment not paying to the Ontario Governhnent the moneys
held by them in trust for the benefit of these various
funds. I may state, from information I have obtained,
that the moneys that have been paid to the munici-
palities during the past year were paid by the Govern-
ment of Ontario, although no funds of any kind are
specially set apart for the payment of these accounts. And
I gatber from that fact that the Ontario Government was
in a position, long prior to this year, to have made these
payments from funds in their own possession. Advances
and payments have been made by the )ominion Govern-
ment generally on account, but not any special account;
and, therefore, I fancy that I am correct in assuming that
if the members in the Locali IIouse had been dis-
charging their diuty to their constituents, the moneys
would have been paid before now. 1 am exceedingly
anxious, however, that these accounts should be closed, and
that this source of annoyance tIo the counties should be
removed by their being paid the moneys they are entitled to.
If this Government are in a position to pay any unsettled
balance, I suppose they will do so, and 1 understand that
statemunts are now being prepared which will show us dis.
tinctly what the fund is. I hope these papers will ho brought
down at an early day, because unfair representations are
being made to danage the reputation of members of this
House, and to shift the responsibility from the proper
shouldiers.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There can be no objection to
the passing of the motion of my hon. friend. 1 think the
delay he bas referred to bas been occasioned to a very con-
siderable extent by the fact that the accounts between the
Province and the Dominion have not been finally
settled. So far as the Dominion Government are
concerned, they have been exceedingly anxious
during the pa twro years that these accounts should
be closed ; but circumstances have prevented a settie-
ment. I think, last year, our friends in Quebec were not
prepared to take the subject up. In the early part of last
year, the Government of Ontario, lr a varicty of reasoris,
were not prepared to take it up; but, tinally, in September
or October, representatives of the two Provincos met in
Ottawa, and arrangements were entered into for the
Dominion Government to prepare a statement from itheir
standpoint for the Commissioners who were appointed to
arbitrate upon the matter. Of course, the Legislature of
Ontario met sbortly atter that, and the Legislature of
Quebec is now in Sejssion; but I have no doubt that as soon
as the Legislature of Quebee is prorogued-1 believe both
parties are exceeding aùxiousr, and as far as the Dominuion
Government is concerned, the papers are preparcd - the
case will be proceeded with, and we will have a final settle-
ment of all these accounts, which wilJ relieve my hon.
friend and those interested from the difliculties they have
experienced in the past.

Motion agreed to.
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MOTIONS FOR RETTJRNS.

The following Motions for Returns were severally agreed
to:-

Copies of Ihe Order in Couni i 'smi,sing Mr. Octave C.
de la Chevretière fron his poition as keeper of a light-
bouse situated in the pariih of Lotbi.ièce, in the county of
Lotbiniôre, and of alt complaints, petuîions or reports, in
relation to such dismissal. -(Mr. Riifret.)

Statement of the number of veterans of 1812 now sur-
viving; of the number of veterans who have died since
1875, and of the number of widows of deceased veterans
who have appiied for assistance.-(Mr. Massue.)

Copies of the account rendered by Doctor Lebel, of St.
Gervais, for attendance on an employé of the intercolonial
named Dionne, during last autumn; of the accourit of
Doctor Renouf in the same case, and a Statement of the
surns to them paid.-(Mr. Armyot.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD ioved the adjournment of
the flouse.

Motion agreed to; and (at 4:30 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 191h February, 1883.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT.

The following Report was laid upon the Table:-
Statement of Expenditure of the Dominion Police, during

the year 1882; in accor'dance with the Act 31 Victoria,
chapter 73, section 6.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

KING'S COUNTY, P.E.I., ELECTION.

Mr. CAMERON ([luron). It is known, Mr. Speaker,
that by law the Electoral District of King's County, Prince
Edward lsland, is entitied to send two members to this
Parliament. By the act of the returning officer it appears
that three members have been sent to serve in the present
Parliament. As to one of the seats I understand there is no
question about it, the hon. gentleman who occupiei it having
had a majority of 184 votes. As to the second seat, the return-
ing officer has sent two members to fill it. It is undesirable
that such a state of things should continue ; both the
members have taken the oath prescribed by law and their
seats. It is desirable that all the papers connected with
the question in the possession of the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery should be submitted to Parliament, in order that
Parliament may take such action in the matter as it may
see fit. 1, therefore, move:

That the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery do attend this House,
to-morrow, with the Returns of the last Election for the Electoral
District of King's County, P. E. [., together with the statements of the
several Deputy Returning Officers, f or the said Elec.oral District;
and any documents used or required at such election, or which may
have been transmitted to said Returning Officer by such Deputies.

Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gen-
tleman did not give 'notice that he intended to make this
motion ; bat being a matter of privilege, I supp>ose the
notice need not be given. i would, however, sug.st that
the motion be altered in such manner as to require the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to attend to-morrow.

Mr. CAMERON. I have no objection to the change, on
the understanding, of course, that such papers as may re-
quire it are1,printtd.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Such papers as are
necessary will appear in the Votes and Proceedings.

Motion agreed to.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the House
that I bave received from His HonorChief Justice Palmer,
one of the Judges selected for the trial of Election Petitions,
pursuant to the Act of 1874, a judgment and report on the
matter of the Controverted Election for the Electoral
District of King's County, Prince Edward Island, by which
Peter Adolphus McIntyre, Esq., is declared duly elected.

BANK SHAREHOLDERS' LISTS RETURNS.

Mr. SPEAKER. i have the honor formally to lay
before the flouse the lists of the shareholders of the Eastern
Townships' Bank, the Merchants' Bank of Canada, the
Union Bank of Lower Canada, and the Bank of Jacques
Cartier, in compliance with the Act 34 Victoria, chapter 5,
section 12.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced, and read the first
tim,--

Bill (No. 16) for the incorporation of the Central Bank
of Canada.-(Mr. Beaty.)

PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETIES BILL.

Mr. WILLIAMS moved for leave to introduee Bill (No.
17) to further amend the Act 31 Victoria, chapter 50, res-
pecting Permanent Building Societies in Ontario.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, as the law now stands,

these Permanent Building Societies are only authorized to
invest in debentures of municipal corporations and of
school sections. My Bill is a very short one, and is simply
intended to enable them to invest in the securities of other
authorized corporations.

Mr. BLAKE. Of all corporations.
Mr. WILLIAMS. All other corporations.
Mr. BLAKE. All corporations.
Mr. WILLIAMS. All corporations. The Bill, I presume,

will be referred to the Committee on Banking and Com-
merce, where it eau be thoroughly discussed.

Bill read the first time.

BILL STAMPS.

Mr. IVES enquired, Whether bill stamps can now be
obtained for the purpose of stamping notes or bills made
before the repeal of the law requiring them to be affixed;
and if so, from whom ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, on enquiry
I find that there are some few bill stamps remaining on
hand, and the question whether the Government can now
legally issue them is before the Minister of Justice.

DEPOT PROVISION.

Mr. C . SGRAIN enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to build a depôt of some description at
Elgin Station on the Intercolonial Ratilway ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, Mr. Speaker,
that this matter is being considered.
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CANADIAN TOBACCO REGULATIONS.

Mr. BOURBEAU enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to modify the Law and Regulations
respecting the sale by retail of Canadian tobacco in the
leaf?

Sir LEONARID TILLEY.. Mr. Speaker, I would state
Io the hon. member that the intentions of the Government
on this subject will be communicated to the Blouse when
the proposais with reference to the Tariff are placed before
the House; before that period this cannot be done.

IMPROVEMENTS ON YAMASKA RIVER.

Mr. DUPONT (Translation) enquired, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to cause the works of improve-
ment on Yamaska River to be continued during next summer,
so as to render that river navigable from its rmouth to the
City of St. Hyacinthe, and, if so, what suim the Government
intend to spend on those works during next summer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). I beg to in-
form the hon. member that it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to continue the works already commenced. As to the
amount which Parlianent will be asked to vote therefor, the
Estimates which will be laid before the House during this
Session will give the answer, which I cannot give at present.

TRIAL OF JULIE BOISVERT.

MIr. CURRAN enquired, Whether any action bas been
taken by the Government with reference to the petition of
about fifteen thousand citizens of Montreal, praying for an
investigation into the trial of Julie Boisvert, convicted of
murder, or if the Goverument intends to take action thereon ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would answer my hon.
friend, and also my hon. friend from East M1ontreal who
made enquiry of me on the same subject, that the Govern-
ment have taken action thereupon ; they have held an
investigation and have already received a report on the
subject.

RAILWAY FROM EDMUNSTON TO RIVIÈRE
DU LOUP.

Mr. GRANDBOIS enquired, Whether any railway
company bas taken advantage of the provisions of Chapter
14 of the Statutes of Canada, 45 Victoria, granting a subsidy
of $3,200 per mile, for a proposed railway from Edmunston
to Rivière du Loup or Rivière Uuelle ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No company bas yet applied
to take advantage of the provisions referred to in the
question.

WHARF AT ST. JEAN PORT JOLI.

MHr. CASGRAIN (Translationì enquired, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to build, during next summor,
the extension of the wharf at St. Jéan Port Joli, according to
the vote of last Session granting money for that purpose ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). I have the
honor to inform the hon. member in reply, that this subject
is now under the consideration of my department.

SALES OR LEASES OF COAL LANDS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of ail applications for
sales or leases, and ail correspondence or reports touching,
and leases of coal lands in the A orth-West, not already
brought down; and statement of the payments made under
any leases of coal lands, said: I observe, by the papers, that
hon. gentlemen have altered seriously as. to some particulars
the regulations touching coal lands, and J presume that the

a

new regulations will be brought down in accordance with
the Statute. I do not, therefore, move for them, but it will
be material, in view of the proposed very serious modifica.
tions, to have in our hands, before we are called upon to
judge of the propriety of permitting the new regulations to
pass, all that has been done under the old ones, and particu.
tarly the existing leases of areas of coal lands.

Motion agreed to.

ALLOWANCES ON GOODS REQUIRED BY TIIE
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE moved for copies of all correspondence,
reports and Orders in Council, not already brought down,
relating to the allowances proposed to be paid to the Can-
adian manufacturers of certain goods required by the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company; of all applications for
such allowance and correspondence in connection there-
with; a statement of the calculations on which the allow-
ances have been based, and the estimate, in detail, of the
probable sums payable out of the Treasury, in respect of
each class of goods, assuming them to be made in Canada,
to the extent of the Company's requirements, and of the
ad valorern percentages of allowances on each such
class. Re said: This motion, with the exception of
sone additional papers asked for, is in the same
words as one which I moved last Session. I need
hardly say that if there is no alteration in the esti-
mates made by the Government upon subsequent experi-
ence from that brought down last Session, I do not require
them to be duplicated; but in case subsequent experience
bas indicated a change, it is that portion that I require.

Motion agreed to.

CUSTOMS SEIZURES.

Mr. BLAKE. Judging by the number of seizures made
at the different ports of entry, it appears that the number
of practical free-traders in this country is very largely on
the increase, and with the view of informing the country
and the House on that subject, I move:

For a statement showing the number of seizures made at each port of
entry in the Dominion during the last fiscal year, and also during the
six months ending the 31st December last,-the amount of fines
exacted at each port 'during each of the said periods, and the manner
in which the said fines are disposed of, giving the names of the officers
receiving any portion thereof, and the amount received by each of such
officers froni said fund.

Mr. BOWELL. There is no objection to bringing down
the return asked for. I merely desire to take exception to
the statement made by the hon. leader of the Opposition,
that free-traders are on the increase; the on ly difference
being that the law is now enforced, which I regret to say
was not the case when he was in power.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAJLWAY COMMISSION.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for a statement, in detail, of al]
sums expended in connection with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Commission, with dates and names of the persons
paid, and particulars of the service in respect of which pay-
ment is made; copy of all correspondence, contracts,
accounts or arrangements, not already brought down, as to
the printing of the evidence or report, said: Last Session I
moved for a return on this subject. Of course much has
been paid and the business has· been concluded since the
date to which that returu extended, and there is, there-
fore, more to be brought down. I observe, by the Public
Accounts, that payments do not seem to have been
concluded as late as the close of the last fiscal year. I am
particularly anxious that hon. gentlemen opposite should
look at the former return, which is very imperfect, in so far

41



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY 19,
as it purports to be an answer to an Order of the House for
copies of all papers and correspondence in connection with
the evidence. There are numerous gaps in the correspon-
dence, which it would be well to have supplied. It appears
to have been arranged, that this business, at least a portion
of it, such as the appointment of the Commissioners and the
taking of the principal portion of the evidence, should have
been done at Ottawa, and that the headquarters of the Com-
mission should be here; but I sec that the printing was
arranged to be performed by the Messrs. Stephenson, at
Chatham, a very considerable distance from this city. The
correspondence iudicates, as was obvious, ihat very great
inconvenience resulted from this arrangement, that there
were demands for greater accuracy and greater expedition,
and that revises had to go by mail, sometimes three, some-
times four, and once, I believe, five times, before the correct
resuit could be obtained. So great was the delay and
inconvenience that in the end the Commission were forced
to notify Messrs. Stephenson that unless they made arrange-
ments with somebody at Ottawa, to complete the work, the
Commission, themselves, would cancel the existing arrange-
ments, and make such others as would enable them to have
the work done at Ottawa. Then, ai last, the Messrs.
Stephenson appear to have made arrangements with persons
at Ottawa to complete the work. And with whom?
With the Queen's printers, who, by law and custom, ought to
have been charged with this work in the first place, so that
the practical result was that the bulk of the work was done
by the Queen's printers, but that the Messrs. Stephenson
were allowed to job or farm out this portion, obtaining the
profits whieh ought to have gone to those who did the work.
It was necessary, of course, under these circumstances, that
special arrangements should be made as to the prices, and I
observe that very large numbers of copies of the report are
allowed to be printed at what are called confidentiat rates,
which means that the printers get something like twice as
much as the ordinary rates. The printing of the French
copy was divided between one newspaper office at Montreal
and one at Quebec. On both of these points the correspon-
dence is incomplete; in neither case is the amount paid given.
1, therefore, would ask the hon. gentleman to look at the
former return and complete it in so far as it is defective,
and supplement it up to date.

Motion agreed to.

FRAUDS UPON CUSTOMS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of ail correspondence,
not already brought down, with reference to frauds upon the
Customs in the export of Canadian wheat or flour in satis-
faction of bonds given on the importation of United States
wheat or flour; all reports, evidence, and Departmental evi-
dence upon such frauds; statement of the extent thereof;
names of the parties concerned, and a statement of the action
of the Department thereon, said: Last Session I moved
more than once for information with reference to the frauds
practiced upon the Customs in connection with the system
of grinding in bond, or the importing, for particular pur-
poses, of wheat and flour from the United States, and pointed
out, what indeed was obvious, that such a trade was being
carried on in these products, and at such prices as rendered
it plain there must bc some fraudulent practice carried on.
The hon. Minister, I believe, issued a Departmental instrue-
tion for an enquiry and a vast mass of papers mere sent
down to us; but while they found ont a number of things,
they did not find out the one thing of interest to the House
and the country, namely, where the frauds were and who
was committing them, and what their nature was: and it
was said there was nothing wrong. Since that time, the
newspapers tell us that certain discoveries have been made,
that certain frauds have been committed on the Customs,

Mr. BLAKE.

and that these have been going on for a long time, I think
they said three years, and that the hon. Minister, baving
inquired into the matter and taken into consideration the
report of some officer on the subject, has dealt with some
one or more of the firms concerned, in reference to such
particular frauds as tbey were still amenable to the law foi-,
viz.: those which have taken place during the preceding
twelve months. I desire to have information on such sub-
jects, not merely 'with reference to the period referred to,
but with reference to ail the discoveries of the Government
as to frauds committed even at an earlier date.

Mr. BOWELL, The hon. gentleman would leave the
impression on the House that no enquiry was made into
what, he terned, the frauds or the revenue ut ail, until
after his motion was made in this House. Such is not the
fact. When the hon. gentleman made the motion, I in-
formed the House that full enquiry had been made into
what he termed frauds. I did not state at that time, as the
hon. gentleman says, that no wrong bad been committed.
On the contrary, I said that irregularities had existed in
different parts of the Dominion, both in the West and in
the East, but that the importers of the wheat, whose atten-
tion bad been called to these irregularities, at once paid
the duties which they should have paid, and that it was
settled. The papers.to which the hon. gentleman refers
will be laid before the House, and it will be seen that, in
the cases discovered since, the Department have been just
as vigilant as they were previously, and that the action
taken by the Government established not only that the
amount of duty which should be paid would be collected,
but that the heaviest fine should be imposed in addition.

Mr. BLAKE, There is a difference between irregulari-
ties and frauds. It is quite true the bon. gentleman said
soinething about irregularities. I enquired, however, not
about irregularities which were acknowledged and the pro-
per duties paid, and which were found toe ocf a very
limited amount, but of frauds-designed and deliberate
frands. It was about such designed and deliberate frauds
of which the bon. gentleman bas since discovered a part,
and perhaps a part only.

Mr. BOWELL. Very likely.
JMir. BLAKE. And very likely a part only of theso

frauds which really were designed to cheat the revenue,
and to produce an unfair state of things as between the fair
trader and those in use of these fraudulent means. This,
it was, I was anxious to obtain last Session and I am
desirous of obtaining now.

CANADIAN EXTRADITION ACT.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all correspondence
not already brought down, touching the Canadian Extradi-
tion At, and the Suspension of the Imperial Act within
Canada, and of any Imperial or Canadian Orders in Council
or Proclamation on the subject, said: It is now six years
ago since this House and the Senate unanimously agreed in
an address praying that the Imperial Act be suspended in
the Dominion of Canada, in order that the Act passed in
the Session to which I refer might have operation. Ever
since we have been endeavoring to obtain action on that
address, and the newspapers tell us there bas been an
Imperial Proclamation lately, but I have not noticed in the
official papers of this country any reference to such procla-
mation. A considerable interest exists upon the subjeet of
whatthe state of the law now is. Upon the proclamation
issuing, of course the new Act will come into force. It is
extremely important we should learn what is the condition
of things on this question of our relations with the
neighboring Republic.
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COMMUNICATION BETWEEN P. E.I. AND THE to take their products to market, and did not afford
MAINLAND. proper facilities for passenger traffic. They felt the

resources of the Island, taxed as they were for the
Mr. DAVIES moved for (1) copies of all contracts or construction of a railway, were inadequate to cope with

agreements entered into by the Postmaster Gene'al, since this question; and I believe-and I think my fellow
the last Session of the late Parliament, for the conveyance members from that Province will bear out the statement-
of the mails to and from Prince Edward Island, and all that the inducement which operated most strongly in
correspondence relating to steam communication between gaining the consent of the people to enter into the Union
the Island and the mainland while the navigation remains was the solemn compact, offered by the Dominion and
open. (2) Of all correspondence and papers relating to accepted by the Island, that efficient steam communication
the winter crossing between Qape Traverse and Tormentine. should be maintained. The Island may be small in point of
(3) A Return of all trips made by the Northern Light population, but no one can conceive, unless ho ives there,
during the winter of 1881-82, with her receipts for freights the difficulties we are under during several months of the
and passage moneys, and the expenses of her management year, in respect to our communication with the mainland.
and running. (4) Copies of al reports and correspondence Not only is passenger traffic seriously interfered with, but
relating to the survey or construction of the Railway our people are unable to carry their products to market or
authorized to be built between Cape Traverse and the main- to purchase the goods they require. After we came into
land on Prince Edward Island. ie said: The subject the Union an attempt was made -a very miserable attempt
matter of my motion bas been before The House on more -by the lite Government, but I suppose it .was the best
than one occasion, and I dare say some hon. gentlemen may they could do under (lhe circumstan ces, when they put th e -
be tired of hearing it. But I make no apology for bringing steamer Albert on the route. They employed, as J a m
it forward again, because of its immense importance to the given to understand, the best one they could get, and she
interests of the people of the Island, and because the good performed the service two seasons. She did that in an
faith of the Dominion Government is pledged to carry out unsatisfactory manner, bat the people were not disposed to
the lerms upon which Prince Edward Island entered the grumble. They were disposed to give fair play to the
Confederation. That has not yet been done, though I am Government, and they had plenty of time to carry out
sure the bon. gentleman who bas charge of the Govern- the conpact. There was some political grumbling, of
ment must be anxious that no charge of breach of faith course, but the mass of the people felt convinced that
can fairly be brought against the Dominion by even the before many years this compact would be faithfully
smallest member of the Confederacy. Now, I may be performed. Then the Northern Light was put on. A
pardoned if I call the attention of hon. gentlemen to great deal of opprobrium bas been cast upon that vesse],
the history of this question. It is a painful history and upon her builders, but I think those who know anything
for us in Prince Edward Island. At the present time about the question at all will admit that the Northern Light
an agitation is going on throughout the Island, meet- was a great success, in many res4pects a complote success,ings are being held and the people are expressing them- and experience has shown us wherein her defects lay and
selves in decided language. They have come to the con- how they can be improved. She was a success, in that she
clsion that tbey are being trifled with on this question, solved the question of the feasibility of crossing the straits
and though I should be sorry myself to adopt the extreme in winter by a steamer. It was contended by many that it
language of some of the resolutions, still there is no one, on was a mad scheme, that no steamer could be built capable of
whicbever side of polities he may be, who is not in unison pushing through the ice in the winter months, and even
with the prevalent feeling of tlie people, that they have some practical men shared in that opinion. But the Gov-
not been treated with fair play. When we entered ernment of the day, led by the hon. member for East York
Confederation in 1873-I think it was-one means Of (Mr. Mackenzie), put on this boat, and I believe those efforts
communication with the mainland consisted of the of the Goverument received full credit from the people as
steamers which we now have, and a contract was made at showing an honest intention to grapple fairly with the ques-
that tine with the Steam Navigation Company for a period tion. At that time pressure was brought to bear up-n theof ten years. That is important in connection with the Government to induce them to improve the communicatin
subsequent history of this question, because before the between Cape Traverse and Cape Tormentine. I do not
late Government came into power, that contract had know whether hon. gentlemen are aware of it, but the ser.
been entered into, and there was some excuse for them in vice now carried out botween these two capes, a ditance of
not providing better accommodation in view of the contract only nine miles, is no better than it was thirty or forty
thon running. My main reason for bringing this subject years ago. When the Vorthern Light was put upon the
before the House at the present time is, that the contract route between Georgetown and Pictoathe Government of
for the conveyance of themails, during the sumier months, the day asked, I believe, that they should not be pressed tois now about expiring, and I believe the hon. the Postmaster- make any large expenditure in connection with the Cape
General bas entered into negotiations, the nature of which route until they saw whether the Northern Light answered
I am not aware of, for the renewal of that contraet. In the purpose required of ber. That was some little
the renewal of that contract provision should be made to excase; the people of the Island were patient and tlhey took
improve the communication in the autumn months. Tie the boat the Government gave then, although thereprovision in the Terms of Union, which had reference to was a very violent attack made upon her from time tothis subject, reads as follows:- time by some politicians. Nevertheloss the Northern Light

" Efficient steam service for the conveyance of mails and passengere is a succe.ss, and has solved the problem in so far as she has
to be established and maintained between the Island and the mainland proved that, tie compact the Dominion Government under-
of the Dominion winter and summer, thus placing the Island in con- took is capable of being carried out. It is only a questiontintous communication with the Intercolonial Railway and the Railway of willingaess on the part of the G-overnment to do it; it

is only a question of a small amount of money. When the
Now, it is well known that Prince Edward Island was hon . gertlema n who held the poition of Minister of Marine
averse to casting in ber lot with the Dominion. and and Fiherics three years ago was elected from the Island,
that one of the chief arguments which were used to he expre-sed a strong opinion that the Northern Light was
gain the people's consent was the promse made in that very not what she ought to be, and he made repeated promises to
clause. They felt that the communication previously exist- improve the means of communication. I may say that
ing between the Island and the mainland was not sufficient when that hon, gentleman took a seat in the Ministry
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there was a feeling of great disappointment in the Island,
because, after the year 1878, when the present Govern-
ment came into power, nothing was done in reference to
that question, although the Island was represented in the
Ministry. I think I am not 'going beyond the facts in
stating that up to this time, since the advent of the pre-
sent Government to power in 1878, not a single step las
been taken in connection with this service, with the excep-
tion of the motion made by the hon. iMinister of Railways
last Session for the construction of the branch railway.
Time and again we are promised that efforts would be made
to fulfil the compact, but so far nothing has been done.
We are willing to acknowledge, indeed subsequent events
have shown that the late Minister of Marine and Fisheries
was not, p~erhaps, altogether responsible for his neglect in
that matter. I should be very sorry, in the present sad
condition of his mind, to say a word which would reflect on
him or hurt the feelings of bis friends. We are disposed to
acknowledgg that it was owing to the fact that bis health
was breaking up that nothing was done, because if he had
possessed the push that once characterized him in publie
ife he would have taken steps to have had the agreement

carried out. I will do him that justice; J believe he is
excused on that ground by people generally, because subse.
quent events have shown that his mind was more or less
giving way, and that he was not able to grapple with ques-
tions in the able way in which he bad once dealt with them.
In 1880 the people began to think that it was time for them
to move, and through their representatives in the Local
Parliament they presented a joint address to lis Excellency
the Governor General, which set forth the shortcomings of
the Dominion Government in this respect. I have refreshed
my mind by looking over that address, and I see the charges
are very plain and specific; and I wish to call the attention
of hon. gentlemen opposite, particularly the Minister of
Railways, who, I believe, takes great interest in this
question, to the fact that the address was voted
unanimously, by both branches of the Legislature,
and~ by bth political parties. I am proud to say it
lias not been made a political question, at all events for the
last year or two. It was made a political question, how-
ever, when the late Government were in power, and we
deprecated that mode of treating the question; but since the
present Government have been in power it has not been
made a political issue, because we believe the best interests
of h> Island will be advanced by all parties joining hands
to aid the Government to do what is reasonable and just.
We do not demand anything unfair, or that which cannot
be carried out. We submit that this compact, made with
the Dominion, can be carried out without Prince Edward
Island receiving anything unfair in the shape of a money
grant, or asking the Government to do a thing which is
impossible. I do not deny that some people ask impossible
things. Ireceived papers conaining resolutions from Prince
Edward Island to-day, asking for more than I can approve,
resolations not calculated to advance the que'stion, because
they ask for the impossible. But we do not ask anything
of the kind; we ask simply what is reasonable and just.
No notice was taken by the Dominion Government of the
address passed in 1880, further than to acknowledge in a
despatch to the Lieut.-Governor that such an address had
been received. When the Local Legislature met last year,
I looked through the Joui-nais to see what had taken place.
1 found that the hon. the First Minister telegraphed to the
Local Premier stating that he was fully alive te the import-
ance of the question. I am not aware that any rmember of
the Government has ever denied ihat we have a grievar.ce
which ought to be remedied; they all acknowledge the
fhet, but we get nothing more than a simple acknowledg-
ment, and that does not give us continUous communication.
The hon. the First Minister telegraphed, on the 21st Mai-ch,
as follows:-

Mr. DAVIES.

HON. W. W. SULLIVAN. OTTAWA, March 21st, 1882.

The Government are giving their earnest consideration to the ques-
tion of winter communication between your Island and the mainland.
I will write in a day or two.

(Signed) JOHN A. MACDONALD.

I am not aware whether the First Minister found time to
write at greater length; no letter las ever been published
in our Journals or in the records of this House. But the
Governnent were giving their earnest attention to the ques-
tion then, and I hope and trust that before very long we
shall hear frorn the lips of some of the hon. gentlemen res-
ponsible for the carrying out of the compact the result of
that earnest consideration, and what the Government has
determined to do. That telegram was sent shortly before
the local elections. I would not for a moment intimate
that it was intended to have any effect on the elections.
I am sure the hon. gentleman would not attempt any-
thing of the kind, but it came down just before the local
elections took place, and was circulated throughout the
length and breadth of the Island. Mark you, it was pronul-
gated through the Island for years, that the late Govern-
ment were no friends to the people, but that the present
Government were their friends and would do everything for
them. The people waited. Nothing was received in answer
to the joint address sent to the Governor General beyond
a simple acknowledgment of its receipt, but a telegram
was sent just before the local elections stating that the
Domininon Government were earnestly considering the
subject, and I hope the result of that consideration will
be that the Government will come to the conclusion-it
is the only conclusion that they ought to corne to-that
the matter should be practically dealt witb., and that at
once; that they will acknowledge theL justice f our case
and not keep it open any longer. After that telegram
came down they went to the polls, and the Local Covern-
ment were sustained by a very narrow majority-I
do not know whether they would have been sustained
at all except for that telegram. They were, how-
ever, sustained by a narrow majority, and are no doubt
willing that the subject should receive the earnest con-
sideration which the lion. gentleman is willing to givo it.
The Mackenzie Government, in addition to building the
Northern Light and placing her on the route between
Georgetown and Pictou, had a survey made for a railway
between Cape Traverse and the Island railway ; and if they
had been returned to power inl 1878, no doubt they would
have completed the surveys and built the road. in intro-
ducing a Bill for the construction of a branch railway in
Prince Edward Island, the Hon. the Minister of Railways
last Session said the Dominion Government had entirely
failed to carry out its obligations to Prince Edward Island.
I quote from lRansard:

" To carry ont the engagement of the Dominion Government with
Prince Edward Island, the Dominion Government had the steamer
Northern Light constructed, but that steamer, though effeeting consid-
erable improvement in the existing communications, entirely failed in
maintaining continuous communication. The late Government directed
a survey to be made between the Intercolonial Railway and Cape Tor-
mentine on the one side and Cape Traverse and the Island Railway on
the other. This survey was completed and a Report made by the able
engineer appointed by the late Government, recommending the best
points for railway connection. And we are now carrying out the policy
contemplated by the late Government in ordering this survey to b.
made."

The hon. gentleman thus attempted by a .Bill which he
introduced subsequent to his speech on the construction of
the railway, to carry out the policy of the late Govern-
ment ; but they have not made any further proposal with a
view to remody evils which admittedly exist. Just before the
late elections you could not visit any district of the
Island without meeting one or two officials connected with
the survey. We do not com plain of that for we were glad
to see them; but what we do complain of is the delay which
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has taken place. I hope, Sir, that this matter will not be
kept over until another general election for party
purposes; and I protest against this being done. We
have been trifled with already too long. An hon. gentle-
man smiles, and I do not wonder at it ; but this is
no smiling matter to us. It is, in fact, no smiling
matter at ali. Now, when the late elections were
over, what became of the surveyors ? We could not find
one of them ; a week afterwards not a surveyor was to be
found; they packed up their tents, like the Arabs by
night, and stole silently away. Not one of them was
to be seen throughont the length and breadth of the,
Island. Some surveyors, it is true, were at East Point;
but, I will not drag that quest«on in here to day. What I
want to press on the attention of the hon. gentleman
to-day is, since he las acknowledged, and acknowledged
frankly and fully, that we have a substantial grievance, and
that the Dominion Government has failed to carry out their
compact, Parliament having been induced to grant the
money for the purposei, to see, that the Government carry
out at any rate their part of the compact; and see that
this is done at once. What earthly reason can
there be for adopting any other couise. I understand that
the money will have to be re-voted this Session. The hon.
gentleman, I believe, gave some private reason for the Gov-
ernment's delay ; they were waiting for some private com-
pany in New Brunswick to build the Tormentine Branch
Railway. But that is no reason in the world. It is no
legitimate excuse. The hon. gentleman bas acknow-
ledged that the road ought to be built; Parliament has
voted the money with which to build it, and I think
it is not going too far when I insist that as far as be
can the hon. gentleman will carry out the wishes
of Parliament, and bis own intentions, as he bas
here exprcssed them. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, one word
before I close, as to what we really want-and I do not
think that our demands are unreasonable. I will call the
attention of the Postniaster General to this point: The
contract for the conveyance of the mails during the sum-
mer is now, I believe, about at an end, and the Government
either have renewed it for a limited time or are about doing
so. I do not wish to make a charge against the company
who have been doing this service. On the contrary, I
believe they have carried it out-as far as their contract
compelled them -very well. They have had excellent cap-
tains on the boats. Bctter mon could not be found in any
part of the worlc. What I complain of with reference to
the summer communication is this: Paddle boats do very
well during the summer months, but we must have daily
communication with Pictou. I see the hon. member for
Pictou opposite, and I hope that he will join with me
in making this demanid; and his constituents are as much
interested in this n at or as are mine. We must have
daily communication with Pictou; but the boats only run
there now three or four times a week, which is most incon-
venient in connecvin with our business with Nova Scotia.
Answers to letters cannot be got for two or three days; and
in no respect are we on the same level in this relation
with other parts of the Dominion, where a telegram can
be sent for twenty five cents; while if we do not get our
letters, we cannot send a telegram even of ten words from
the Islind unaer seventy-five cents; and, therefore, it is of
treble importance to us to have mail communi-
cation well maintained. The demand which we
make with reference to mail communication is-
that thero must be a daily boat between Charlottetown
and Pictou, as well as between Charlottetown and Summer-
side, and I hope and trust that provision will be made in
the new contract, to whomever the contract is given, whether
to the present or a new company, by which the company
will be sufficiently subsidized to enable them to put screw
boats during the fall months on the route, in order to

keep the harbors open for at least two or three weeks later
than is now the case. In Prince Ediward Island the ship-
ping season is confined to very few weeks, and by the time
that our farmers have their grain and other crops out of
the ground and hauled to market, the season is almost
at an end. Thero is con;equently a very great rush;
and this is the crucial point-keeping the harbors open
for one or two weeks longer than is at present the case.
Now, paddle boats are capital boats during summer
and mild weather, but they will not (do during the fall
months and December, because the moment that two or
three inches of ice forms in the harbors, these boats have
to be laid up; therefore I submit that the hon. gentleman
in his new contract with the Steam Navigation Company
should adopt the course I have recommended. I believe,
for my part, that the present company has conducted
the service excellently well. They have done what
their contract compels them to do, but the mo-
ment that ice forms, they are allowed by their contract
to stop their boýats. I hope that tbe hon. gentleman, when
he makes a new contract, will see that the contractors are
compelled to provide boats whch can keep our harbors
open at any rate for a fortnight longer in the fall of the
year. Why, last autumn, the harbors froze up very early ;
and there is still an immense quantity of ail kinds of pro-
djce lying in the warehouses of Summerside and Charlotte-
town, such as pork, lard, butter and hides, and everything
else which the Island exports, and this produce must there
remain until next spring. It occasions great loss to the
commercial community, when they are not able to ship this
produce in the fal, and also to the farmers, although the
loss is not so heavy to the latter, owing to the fact
that they have then disposed of most of their produce
te the merchants, a large number of whom are thus
almost ruined<. Then there is the catined goods in-
dustry, which is a very large one. Large quantities of
canned fish and other canned goods are sent from the
Island; but the moment a little frost comes ihe paddle
steamer stops, and these canied goods and al[ the other
produce of the Island, awaiting sbipment, have to be left in
the warehouses ail winter. Of course many lion. members
may not think that this is a great grievunce; but it is
really a very scrious matter. It affects Prince Edward
Island almost more than anything else, and I hope and
trust that when a new contract is eitered into the hon. the
Postmaster Gewral will increase the subsily, and, as a sine
qua non, will insist that the comp any shall provide a proper
boUt, capable of keeping the harbors open a little longer in
the autumn than i at present the case. That is all I have
to say with reforence to the summer service. I now come
to the winter service. The lNorthern Light has solved a
good many points for us. It bas taught us this: wlile the
navigation of the straits can be kept open for the greater
part of the winter, for a period of four or five weeks they
cannot bc navigated by a steamer at all, and we are then
driven to take the Capes route. I believe that every mem-
ber of this House and of the Fenate, from the Island, croesed
at the Cape in a small open boat of fourteen or fifteen feet
keel; but the House will hardly credit the statement, that
on neither side is there a boat house or shed of any kind,
with which to cover tie boats. You come down on a cold
morning with wife, or lady friends, and are compelled ot
pass to the boat amid s!nsh and wet. I must say that the
men do their best to keep the passengers dry and clean,
but how can they do so completcly ? They have no boat
house to cover their boats, which they have to tug at, and
pull over the ice at the Capes at thie risk of their lives. I bope,
that the Government will r mnedy ihis state of affairs. It is
the least that they can do; and I think that they will do it.
I do not know who is to blame for the supineness shown in
not providing a roper boat house. The blame rests some-
where ; and not on y is a boat house required and accommoda-
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tion for the crews,buýt proper water boats to enable the passage
to be made when there is a mile or two of open water and the
wind is blowing hard. The pasage has to be made in these
little ice b >ats, an i tuggage is freqnently damaged by the
water imd sometines the lives of the passengers placed in
jeopardy. I believe that the con tractors offered to put on two
better boats, and man them withî a pr oper crew, in order that
tho passengers might n ·t be dtained, s they ai e, and have
been during the past winte',as well asdtnringthe presentwin-
ter. This detention hals lasteiiiometimces for a week,or ten days
at atime. The Government have actcd fo lishlyin entrusting
this matter to the Postmaster of Charlottetown. I do not
want to make any positive charge against this person, for I
an not aware wbat his instructions are, but somebody is
very much to blame for haggling about a couple of hundred
dollars whi<h ought to be paid in order to secure these neces-
Fary water boats and she is. When I came over with four or
five others, we had to wait fer f>ur or five days at the Cape,
sinply because there w.s no water boat to take us across a
mile of water. Thbis oughtnotto be. From eighteen to twenty
ladies and gentlemen, including commercial travellers, who
were, for many reasons, very desirous of crossing, wei e
delayed, when t was there, simply because the party who
is auth,,rized to deal with this matter, would not take the
respon-ibility of spending a' few hundred dollars to remedy
the present state of affairs. I a k the hon. Minister who bas
this matter specially in charge that he will see that proper
sheds are built on both sides for the purpose of protection,
and bthat sleeping apartments are provided for the men. A
hardier and better class of men cannot be found anywhere;
they are trained to the service, and only trained men can per-
form the service. The work cannot be done by ordinary men,
for itrequires that they should be as agile as cats or chamois
goat s -o thaI t hey may be abite Io spring frorm one en ke of
ice to nthier. These ien cone frou miles around and are
are totally destitute of sholier, so far as the Government are
concerned, and thtey have to sleep where they can in thefar-
mers' ouses. Thiis protection should be afforded without
delay, because whether the Government put on a new steam-
boatI, or two niw steamboats to take the place of the
Northern Light, there always will be a period of four or five
and sometimes six we ks during the winter months wher,
people must cross by the Cape. In the ycar 1880 the Minister
of Railways addressed this House at some length on the sub.
ject of the Jorthern Li'Iht. Ie acknowledged our grievance
and promised to provide the remedy. le said :

" The subject bas remained in abeyance until the further experiment
be tried of how far steam commiuication between the capes can be estab-
lished for mail service. The mails are now carried between the capes
byico boats ; but. I1am in hopes it will be found that either the Northern
Lig ht or a biat more specially constructed for that service will be able
to maintain regular communication, or decidedly improveit, by making
it less trying to pasrengers than by the ice boat system. It is iicum-
bent upon the Government to carry out, as far as possible, the obliga-
ton of steam communications b-tween the Island and the rest of the
Dominion ; and, no doubt, although a very large expenditure is involved
in the proposed wharves at the capes, I believe it can be greatly reduced
by getting a boat of ligliter draught"

The bon. gentleman' made this statement frankly
and fully, and I hope he will now carry out his
promise. At other times the hon. Minister has acknow-
ledged that this subject was one which required atten-
tion at the hands of the Government, lut the matter bas
gone on from year to year without action bing taken,
until the patience of those who are interested is almost
exhausted. The Northern Light bas done good service in
the past but she can be grealty improved upon, and besides
the boat is alrnost worn out. The Minister of Marine and f
Fisheries will not say I am mistaken when I state that
though she was repaired last summer she wasnot subjected t
to Lloyd's inspection. It was not expected whcn the boato
was built that it would last more than eight years, and it
bas now performed the service for about that time. Under d
the fiscal policy of the present Government we are com-

Mr. DAVIES.

pelled to buy our goods from Canada instead of from
England, where we could purchase them cheaper. At the
present time the warehouses of Pictou are filled with goods
awaiting transportation to the Island, but the NVorthern Light
is not adapted to the carriage of freight. I am informed,
and it is currently reported in the Island, that the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries, or some one in bis Depart-
ment instructed his agent in Prince Edward Island, or the
captain of the boat, not to allow her to run this
winter unless he was perfectly certam that no pos-
sible danger could be incurred. I do not say this
statement is true ; in fact I hope it will be contradicted, but
it is said that the captain was informed that if he went out
he would go at bis own personal risk. If these instructions
were sent the whole service will become a farce, for the boat
never could go into the ice without great risk. But though
the boat is worn out and will not be able to last more than
another season she has done good service in the past, and the
experience of her officers bas been such as will enable them
to give useful hints to the Government for the construction
of a new boat. Year by year the quantity of produce to be
shipped, and the number of passengers to be carried, are in-
creasing, and I do not.think we are asking too much in dernand-
ing that the Government should put on two boats instead of
the Northern Light, as they would be pretty wll ocecupied
with freight all through the winter months. It seems to
me that this demand is a reasonable one, even if we had
not a contract with the Dominion at al]. But when they
solemnly entered into this contract, we are entiled to ask
that it shall be faithfully kept. I do not think there is one
hon. member from the Island who will say that this
matter is one that should be referred to a Commission.
There is nothing to enquire about the facts are ail well
known to the Minister oflRailways and the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries-just as well known as they could bh after
months of enquiry. The captain and engineer of the boat
can give the Government all the information they require
as to improvements which might be made in the new vessels.
No delay should be incurred in making that servicc-to use
the words of the compact-efficient, aid in giving us con-
tiiuous communication with the mainland. The mass ofthe
people are willing to be taxed for the construetion of great
pImblic works in other parts of the Dominion, and all they
ask in return is that the compact made with them, that they
should have continuous steam communication connecting
thein with the railways of Nova S:otia and New Brnswiek,
shall be carried out. I make this motion as no mere
rnntter of form ; I make it because the people from one
end of the Island to the other are agitating this question
with the greatest possible earnestness. I believe that the
faith which a large number of the people of the Island
have expressed in the present Government-a faith which
I never profess to have had myself-that they could carry
out the Terms of the Union, and their belief in the promises
which leading members of the Administratior ave made
from time to time will be seriously shaken, unless some
active measures are at once taken by hon. geitcmen oppo-
site to carry out these terms and to fuîfil these promises.

Mr. YEO 1 am pleased that this question bas again been
brought up in this House. I had hoped from the action of
the Government last summer, about the time of the elections,
that the matter would have been attended to before now.
It bas been before the House for nearly eight years,
but it seems as if it were no nearer settlement than ever. I
hope the Government who have again been returned with a
large majority-a fatct which 1, ,or one.greatly regret - will
take up the question at once and deal fa'rly with the people
of Prince Edward Island. I would just like to see s me of
the M ters undergo the experience that we have un-
dei goue, wbo have had to cross the strait once or twice a
year, for if they had that experience I believe they would
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fose no time in providing the proper means of crossing. I
certainly would like to see one or two of the gentlemen make
a trip down to the Island for the benefit of their health and
the good of Prince Edward Island. The hon. member f'or
Queen's bas spoken of steam communication in summer,
which is a matter of great importance to us. What we want
is new boats. The boats now used have been thero a long
time, and are altogether unfit for the service. We want two
new paddle-wheel boats of large capacity for freight and
passengers for summer, and two strong screw boats for the
fall and winter service. The screw boats to run between
Summerside and Shediac as long as possible. This would
lengtben the season of navigation at least three weeks, which
would bc of the greatest importance to the inhabitants of the
we t end of the Island. With all the great cry about the
National Policy and the benefit it was to do this Dominion,
we do not feel any good results from it there. In fact,
we are very much against it; but, if we had boats which
would run late in the fall, and enable us to transport
our goods to and from the Islands, there would not be so
much discontent. We need two new boats for summel. and
two for winter service, so that one might leave Pictou and
one Georgetown at the same time. If there is nothing done
now, I believe the people of the Island are getting so ex-
cited over the matter that they will either go in for a
tunnel or appeal to the Imperial Parliament for separation,
and I do not know but one of these courses is as good as the
other. But something must be done. The Minister of
Railways, when he sat on this side of the louse, and the
late Government was in power, was as active as any gentle-
man from Prince Edward Island in demanding that this
grievance should be remedied, ançi I thought we only
needed a change of Government to have that done. I do
not know what the reason is, but the hon. gentleman
has kept very quiet on the subject ever since he bas been in
a position to do anything for us. it is probable that the
branch railway will be built, but in connection with it the
winter cape service should be made more efficient. Sheds
should be built for the boats and their erews, and larger ice
boats and water boats provided. The men who perform
that service should also be better paid, as hitherto they have
been very inadequately remunerated for their diffleult and
dangerous work. I hope and tiust, however, that the
Government will take this matter into their consideration
at once, and deal liberally with the people of Prince Edward
Island.

Mr. JEINKINS. The question brought before the notice of
this House by my hon. colleague is one possessing the deepest
interest for the people of Prince Edward Island, and I cor-
dially endorse all that he bas said as to its great importance to
their trade and commerce. But, Sir, when my bon. colleague
questions the sincerity of the present Government and their
intention to improve the means of communication with the
Island, I cannot agree with him. I have firm faith, not
only in the sincerity of their intentions, but also in their
ability to carry out any scheme for improving steam
communication between Prince Edward Island and the main.
land. My hon. colleague says he does not believe in a Com-
mittee; he says there is nothing to enquire about. On this
point I differ entirely from him. J thinkthere is everything
to enquire about, and I think the fact that no Govern-
ment bas ever bad any reliable information with regard to
the difficulties of communication, is a verygood reason why
they may not have taken action in the matter. My hon.
colleague thinks the late Government were entirely sincere
in their efforts to give us steam communication. I will not
differ from him on that point; I will not question their
sincerity, but 1 do question their wisdom. They took the
Northern Lqht off the hands of its builder. She was
not built for crossing the straits, but for passing
up and down the St. Lawrence-a very different service.
ßhe is built very light and narrow, in the shape of a ram, and

when she tries to pass through the fields of ice in the straits,
she sticks, and cannot stand the constant concussion to which
she is subjected. If we want to overcome ihe difficulties of
winter navigation, I Lelieve we mvt tako the .Northern
Light, not as a model, but as a model to avoid in every par-
ticular. She was not intended for the service and was
utterly unfit for it. When she first caie to Charlottetown
I walked out on the ice, which was just sufficient to bear the
weight of a man, and she was not able to go through more
than one third of ber length at eaeh attempt. I told the cap-
tain: "If you turn ber stern forenost she will go," and Ad.
mirai McClintock, who visited Prince Edward Island last
summer, made the sanme remark. Although she is unfit for the
service, I think a ship may be built which will overcome the
difficulties of' winter communication on almost ail occasions.
These difficulties are a given weight of ice, impelled by a
given force of wind and tide. To overcome these obstacles,
we muet get a greater weight and greater force. I see no
difficulty in this. I may say that 1 placed on the Table, a
day ago, a notice to have a Committee formed to enquire into
that point, on which we have at present no reliable informa-
tion. No two men will agree as to the depths of ice a
steamer will go through, or as to the amount of ice that
comes in a conglomerated form, piled together. Nor do
they agree as to the power of resistance required. I tbink
a Committee may bu very useful, not only in acquiring reli-
able information, but in sifting that information. We know
that in Prince Edward Island there are sectional interests,
and these interests are conflictling. Of the people
who reside in different localities, each one thinks
his is the proper locality for winter navigation.
I was coming u) in the train with a gentleman
who lives in Georgetown, and he said: "There should be no
sectional jealousy: Georgetown is the place." Every man
thinks the same of his own locality. I believe if this Com-
mittee is formed and if it sifts the evidence properly, it will
have this good effect: that the people belonging to the differ-
ent sections will sec that their interests have not been over-
looked, as they wouald think they were if it were merely a
scientific committee, without a representation for the differ-
ent districts. My view of winter navigation is: that we
should put a steamer where the mon now cross and put
ice boats on board the steamer. If the steamers were unable
to pass through the ice, then the ice bout could easily get
over it, because the beavy ice which would obstruct the
steamer would make easy work for the boats. My hon. col-
league las spoken to the effeet that efficient steam navigation
was a strong factor in inducing the people of the Island to
overcome their reluctance to Confederation. I can endorse
that statement. When Confederation was firstpropounded,
only ninety-four of the whole inhabitants of the Island could
be found to endorse it, and I may say I was one of the
ninety-four. Again, when the subject was brought up in
the Local Legislatuire, a resolution was passed, stating that
no terms could be offered to Prince Edward Island which
could be accepted. That resolution was passed by a major-
ity, I think, of twenty-five to four', and I may add IJwas one
of the four. Better terms were afterwards offered, but they
also were rejected. Afterwards what are now known as the
" better terms" were offered, and I am certain that the
policy of continuous steam navigation between the Island
and the maiuland was a strong factor in inducing the
people to overcome their reluctance to Confederation. It
is impossible to over-rate the importance of steam naviga-
tion to the people of our Province. We are in an isolated
position. We are unable to benefit directly by the National
Policy, which bas had so very beneficial effect on the
other Provinces, because we are unable to enter into manu-
facturing. If we had continuous steam navigation, I
believe manufactures, to a certain extent, would bu carried
on, and we would benefit, both directly and indirectly, by
the National Policy. The people of the Island in 1878,
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wben the National Policy was first proposed, saw that they,
individually, could not benefit by that policy, but they
loyally acceded to it and sent five out of six members to en-
dorse it. I think that that fact should induce this House,
if Prince Edward Island required more than justice,
togive us a little more than justice ; but we do
not look for more than justice. We look simply
for the carrying out of the Terms of the Union in regard
to steam communication. My hon. colleague has spoken as
to the branch lino at Cape Traverse and seems rather to
doubt the sincerity of the hon. Minister of Railways in
having had an amount voted last Session for the construc-
tion of that railway. The people of the Island are not in
unison as to the point at which that branch should tap the
main lino. The hon. member was in favor of the branch from
the county line to Cape Traverse. A very important sec-
tion of country along the lino between Wiltshire and Cape
Traverse are in favor of having a longer branch from Cape
Traverse to North Wiltshire. This will have the advantage
of passing through a very fertile country, four of the
largest and most fertile settlements of the whole Island
lying in that line, and the inhabitants of those points are
very anxious the linc should run in that direction. The
bon. Minister of Railways gave me a promise, Tbat before
any action should be taken in regard to the building of the
line, that route would be surveyed, and if practicable,
adopted. That, I believe, is one of the reasons for the delay
in building the branch. With regard to the boat bouses, I
may also say that in November I had an interview with the
hon. Postmaster General, and he promised that the boat
bouses would be built and the water boats put on, if the
contractors would place then in the contract at anything
like a reasonable sum. When I returned to the Island I
had an interview with Captain Irvine, and we agreed on
what was a roasonable sum, to build the boat houses and
put on the water boats, but when ho conferred with
his partner, they came to the conclusion the season was
too far advanced, and they could not get lumber to
build the boat bouses. That is the reason the houses
were not built. As to the water boats, the con-
tractors did not seem prepared to put on the water
boats this season, but I believe next season boat
bouses will be bult and water boats put on. I an sure
they will prove of great benefit to the passengers, because,
as my bon. colleague has said, one of the greatest hardships
in crossing is to get into an icy cold wretched boat. The
people of the Island have for a long time been very patient,
I think too patient. They have now awakened to the necessi-
ties of their position. This year they have been aroused,
because it is a matter of fact that a very large proportion
of the products of the season remain on the Island to the
great loss of the farmers and shippers and the consumers on
this side. The necessities of their trade are so great, owing
to the increased acreage of cultivation, that the people of the
Island are alive to the fact that they must do their best and
put their shoulders to the wheel. A meeting was held
lately at which strong resolutions were passed. I wish my
hon. collengue had delayed his notice of motion until we
would have had these resolutions, and the petitions being
signed throughout the country, before this House.
They, I think, would have strengthened our position. As
to steam communication, I have an idea of my own.
I believe that the Terms of Union will never be carried out
until we have a steamer running between Capes Traverse
and Tormentine, which will be able to carry cars from the
Island lino to the Intercolonial. Now, the advantages of
that to Prince Edward Island would be incalculable. It
would prove also a very large feeder to the intercolonial
Railway, and would draw a large traffie to the Prince Ed-
ward Island Railway. It would be of immense benefit to
the farmers by enabling them to send their fresh mneat, fish,
and eggs to the large manufacturing towns in the United

Mr. JENKINS.

States, and I believe it would revolutionize the system of
farming as well as the carrying trade of the Island. That
is a question which I hope to see brought before the House
in a more mature form at a future time. My hon.colleague
has expressed doubts as to the sincerity of the present Gov-
ernment, but I am quite sure the present Government bas
the best feeling towards Prince Edward Island, and I an
sure that under their rule Prince Edward Island, instetid of
being the step-child of the Dominion, as she was- under t be
late Government, will become the pet ebild. I think -we
have every reason to hope so. The hon. the leader of the
Opposition said a few days ago, in the debate on the Address,
that he felt it his duty to throw a shadow over the bright
pictuie of sunshine and prosperity that had been presented
to the flouse. I think we ought to hope that it may lorg
remain the province of the hon. member to cast only a
metaphorical shade over the prosperity which now gladdens
the bearts of the people of the Dominion.

Mr. McINTYRE (King's, P.E.I.) This question has
been so thoroughly discussed by the bon. gentlemen who
have preceded me, that I shall say but little more on this
occasion. This is not a new subject on the floor of this
House. In 1874, when I had the honor of a seat bore
before, it was a subject of discussion on several occasions. As
a consequence of those discussions, the 37orthern Light was
placed on the route between Pictou and Georgetown, and 1
tbink that all parties since that time have come to the con-
clusion that the boat has performed excellent service, both
sides of politics in the Island to-day agreeing on that point.
Of course she bas not accomplished all that we desire, but
she bas done remarkably well so far as sbortening our
winter is concerned. She bas eut off three or four weeks
on each side of winter, both spring and fall. This year,
unfortünately, navigation closed very early in the season; in
fact, large masses of ice were drifting down from the north-
east at the very time our lakes and rivers were being frozen.
The Northern Light does very well in the fall and spring of
the year, as long as the ice is loose. But an experience of
six or seven years shows that we require a better service,
and we shall expect to see all these improvements effected
wbich hon.gentlemen have suggested. We shall expect that
the hon. gentlemen who now govern the country will make
such improvements in our communication as the peoplo of
the Island may justly ask for. I have long been of the
opinion that Pictou is not the proper place for the boat to
go. I think Cape George is a much better place, because
there is open water between the Island side and that Cape;
however, I understand that the breakwater there bas boen
destroyed, so we must depend on Pictou, for a while at least,
as the mainland port. What we require now is a large boat,
in fact two of them, to make our winter communication
what it ought to be. We also require more attention paid
to our summer communication in the eastern and soutetrn
sections of King's County. One of the Fishwick boats now
calls at Murray Harbor. I believe she should also call uat
the Port of Souris, from which, in summer, a large quantity
of canned fish and other freight might be shipped. For
several weeks of the year it is very difficult for any ship
to get through the ice between Pictou and Georgetown. In
the present year the 10th of January was the last occasion
that the YVorthern Light made any attempt to cross. As
far as the branch railway is concerned, I think, as the
money has been appropriated for that purpose, the branch
ought to be constructed, because in the dead of wintei tI
will be our only mean, of communication to and from t.
New Brunswick shore. For1that reason we have every right to
expect that the Government will go on with the construction
of that railway. In fact from what we saw last summer, when
the elections were in progress, we expected the branch
would be completed before the elections were over. -I
have always contended that we should have improved
communication in that direction. It is impossible for the
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people much longer to suffer the present inconvenience; in
tact, we are no better off now than when we entered Con-
federation. In connection with this, I must say that what-
ever favors the Island received from the Liberal Adminis-
tration, for the last four years at least, no attempt whatever
has been made to improve the service of the Morthern
Light. I am sure that the flouse must have been surprised
te learn from the hon. gentleman who bas just taken bis
seat that theN orthern light was built for the St. Law-
rence River. This is the first time I have heard of it. There
are one or two gentlemen from the Island in this flouse who
were ere in the spring of 1876, and they will remember that
that boat was built expressly for the Island. The model was
approved by the members who were then in this flouse. She
was built expressly for the service in which she was then
engaged. I quite agree with the hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) who spoke first on the Opposition side of the
flouse. I think it would be useles at this stage to ask for a
committee of enquiry. A committee of enquiry can only result
in further delay, and we do not want any further delay. What
we want now is the immediate construction of the branches,
and the immediate construction oftwo boats to take the place
of the Northern Light, as she is getting old and worm-eaten,
and will not be able to drag out more than a year or two more.
I am surprised that any hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island can come to this ilouse and approve of the
National Policy with the present condition of the Island
staring him in the face. We were never in a worse condi-
tion, within our recollection or within the recollection of
the oldest inhabitant, than we are just now. A great deal
of the misery and poverty we now suffer, and the exodus-pf
our young men, are due to that policy. Emigration las
never been so large as it las been this last fall and summer.
There is nothing on the Island for the people to do. I think
that the motion of the hon. member for Queen's (P. E. I.)
is scarcely sufficient, and I thereforo beg leave to move the
following ameadment:-

That the following words be added at the end of the said motion:-
"also copies of all instructions issued to the Agent of the Marine and
Fisheries Department at Prince Edward Island, relating to the running
of the Northern Light during the present season, and all correspondence
on that subject."

3Mr, ACKETT. The question referred to in the motion of
the hon. member for Queen's is one of very great importance
to Prince Edward Island, It is not a new question ; it has
been discussed by Parliament, within my knowledge, every
Session for the last four years, and the representatives of
the Island have availed themselves of every opportunity to
have it fully discussed. At the time of Confederation
great inducements were held out to the Island to enter into
the Union, tempting offers were made, but they were all
rejected by the people for the simple fact that owing to our
isolated position and our being shut off from the mainland
during four months of the year, it would be quite impossible
to conuummate the Union. They said it was impossible
to expect that we on the Island, having to contribute large
sums for the construction of public works on the mainland,
could enter the Canadian Confederation unless the Island
was placed in continuous communication with the mainland.
To meet their views on this question the following clause
was inserted in the Terms of the Union. I will read it to
show there is no reservation whatever in the clause:

" Effcient steam service for the conveyance of mails and passengers
to be established and maintained between the Island and the mainland
of the Dominion, winter and summer, thus placing the Island in con-
tinuous communication with the latercolonial Railway and the railway
system of the Dominion."

I want to show how this has been carriel out. The ser-
vice may be divided into two branches, the summer and
Winter service. The same boats are running in summer as
were running in 1873 at the time of the TJnion-there ha
been no improvement at all. 1 believe the subsidy bas been
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increased, but there has been no improvement in the means
of communication. The services are performed by an Island
company, and I do net want to say a word in disparage-
ment of the company; they have performed the work to
the best of their ability, their boats are well manned and
the officers are obliging and courteous; but the trade has
overgrown the accommodation provided by the company
during the last four years the National Policy has been
in force. The result ha been, as was predicted by hon.
gentlemen at present occupying the Treasury benches,
that there has been an increased volume of trade in the
Province. I am very happy to state that such has been
the result with respect to Prince Edward Island; the vol-
ume of trade has increased immensely during the time the
National Policy has been in force, and in consequence of
that increased trade the Government should be called
upon to afford additional facilities for the purpose
of carrying on that trade. We, in Prince Edward
Island, are not in a position to embark to any great
extent in manufactures; we arean agricultural people; but
we are benefiting by the growth of manufactures in other
Provinces-by the erection of sugar refineries at Moncton,
Halifax, and other centres, and of cotton factories at
Moncton, St. John and elsewhere-and it will doubtless
be the policy of the Government, in carrying out the
system of protection and fostering the manufactures of
the country, to afford the agriculturists of Prince Edward
Island facilities to develop in like manner and allow
them the means of taking advantage of the markets created
by the National Policy. The hon. member for King's
(M r. MeIntyre) has spoken of great poverty existing on
the Island at the present time. It has always been the
case that Grits have proclaimed poverty, disaster and rain,
but I am somewhat surprised that my hon. friend coming
from Prince Edward Island should have proclaimed tho
opinion that the people of the Island are in want and misery.
Such is not the fact. Let me show what has been the result
of the National Policy in the county I represent. In 1878
the exports froirthe port of Summerside in Prince County
to other ports ofthe Dominion, not foreign exports, amount-
ed in value to $136,940. In 1882 the value had increased
to the enormous sum of 8466,415, or an advance of 300 per
cent.

Mr. DAVIES. Of what did the exports consist ?

Mr. IIACKETT. I am very happy to inform the lion.
gentleman that they consisted largely of the agricultural
produce of Prince County. In 1878 when we were unable to
sell those products in the neighboring Provinces we were
obliged to seek a foreign market, but now we are ahle to
sell them in Moneton, St. John, Halifax and other rising
towns in the neighboring Provinces of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, and are not obliged to seek a market abroad.
Without dealing at grester length with this branch of the
subject I may state, in relation to tha Port of Summerside
that being in Prince County and contiguous to the neigh-
boring Province it will be the port from which this trado
will be carried on, and I hope, frorm the fact that there is a
good harbor at Summersid, and that the railway runs down
to the water, and that there is a good harbor at Point Duchene
in the other Province, and that the Intercolonial runs
down there, the Government will place on that route better
means of communication than at present exist. Those
boats, while suitable for the service eight or tan years ago,
are net adapted for the present trade. We want batter
boats. It las been stated that freight was lying on the
wharf. The people have been unable to obtain facilities
for transport, and the cnsequence lias been great loss to
them. Although I do not want to say anything disparaging
to the Island Navigation Company, it must be remembered
that the intereste of the whole people are greater than those
of a private company, and 1 hope before another yoar has
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passed, if the present company will not enter into a con-
tract for carrying on the service more satisfactorily than
for the last few years, the Government will call for tenders,
and offer a sufficient subsidy to any company that
will provide satisfactory boats te perform the service.
I do not think that [need say a great deal more with re-
gard to the summer route. i shall now come to the winter
service, and I may say with reference to this question, that
it bas been discussed at some length in this House during
the last four years and more. At the time when we entered
the Confederation-as I have just read-it was stipulated,
that continuous steam communication, winter and sammer,
should be maintained at the expense of the Government of
the Dominion between Prince Edward Island and the main.
land. Well Sir, that clause in the contractwas hailed with
delight by the people of Prince Edward Island. They said:
" Now, we will get into a new groove ; we will take a new
departure; "This will mark a new era in the history of
Prince Edward Island." And they accepted with great
readiness the Terms of Union; but what has been the
fact-so far as the winter service is concerned ? There
has been no change with the exception of the Northern Light,
to which I will refer a littie further on; and as has been
shown, there bas been no change in the summer service;
everything bas remained in the same state. The crossing at
the Capes is performed by littie boats, which are hauled
across the Straits of Northumberland, a distance of nine
miles. This was the system which prevailed fifty or sixty
years ago. There bas been no improvement. I do not
censure in this relation one Government more than another.
With regard to the Cape crossing before we entered the
Union, the men who lived at the Capes kept up the com-
munication for mails and passengers, in mid-winter between
the Island and the mainland; and were it not for the-e men
-and such men are not found frequently-we would be
shut out altogether, at times, from communication with
the mainland. These men have spent their lives
at this work ; they have become worn out in the
service, and stilt we find them doing this important work,
and I think that the least the Government can do, is in some
way to improve this communication. My hon. fiiend trom
Queen's (à1r. Jenkins) bas stated that he had an inter-
view with the.leader of the Government, with respect to
this service. I may say that I accompanied him on that
occasion, and owing to the very friendly and courteous
manner in wvbich we were received, and the in ducements
which were hl I out, I am very certain that before another
year elapses-ii is too late to do anything this season-the
communication at that point will be improved. With
regard to the Northern Light winter service, my hon. friend
of the Opposition (Mr. McIntyre) stated that the Northern
Light had fulfil!e in great measure the Terms of the Union;
but, I contend that she has not done so. No; theré las been
no fulfilment in this respect of the Terms of the Union.
The hon. gentleman makes the statement that she was built
built expressly for this service. Nothing is farther froin
the truth. I have it from the gentleman who built lier,
the late Mr. Sewell, of Quebec, that she was intended for
the navigation of the lower St. Lawrence, and not at all for
the Gulf, when the late Government came and took her off
his hands.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. HACKETT.- That is the fact. Mr. Sewell stated to
me-he has since said-" Be advised the Minister of Mai ine
and Fisheries, and the Government at that lime, to
lengthen ber twonty feet; she was too short, and not heavy
enough to contend with the ice in the Gulf. She was toà light
and too short ; she required lengthening for twenty feet;
but they would not consent. They said that they were
going to try ber. It was a mere experiment, and in the
meantime they would make a trial of the vessel." What ?

Mr. HRAcoT.

It was only an experiment ? An experiment with the
people of Prince Edward Island in the carrying ont of the
Terms of Union! Why, Sir, I say that no greater insult
was ever offored to a freo people. Why should they
experiment with us? It was no experiment to cross such
a body of water in mid-winter. It is well known that on
the coast of Newfoundland, in their seal-fishing expeditions,
they go through hundreds of miles of ice, heavier than is
encountered in the Straits of Northumberland. Why, if
they really wisbed to carry out the Terms of Union, did not
the late Government bring one of the sealing vessels, which
would have been suitable for the service, and put her on
this route ? They should not have trifled with the people
of Prince Edward Island, by making any experiment at all.
They should have taken the course I mention; and had
they done so, we would now have some practicable
service. But they did not do so. They sent down
the Northern Liqht, which, as every person who knows
the record of the vessel is aware, cost this country
$60,000 or $70,000 before she reached the Island.
Her first attempt was a failure-a most ignominious
failure. It was supposed that she would pass through
three feet of green ice; but, as my hon. friend beside
me (Mr. Jenkins) has stated, she would not go through
six inches of soft and one foot of heavy ice. At that
time she had actually to be cut out. She bas donc a little
botter since, I am willing to admit; but I contend that she
has not fulfilled the Termas of the Union with respect to
steam service. On the other hand, if the late Government
had not placed this steamer on that route-had they been
wiser, instead of buying such a vessel as the Northern
Light, and putting the contract in the hands of a political
friend, thereby boing guilty of political corruption-
but had invited tenders and saidI: "We will
invite the world to come and build a boat for
this service," then the people of Prince Edward
Island would have thanked them and declared that the late
Government were willing to carry out the Terms of Con-
federation. But instead of pursuing this reasonable policy,
they took a cocklelheil off the hands of a friend of theirs
and used it for this service. It las now cost this country
8120,000, and it stands in the way of securing botter winter
communication with Prince Edward Island. Now my hon.
friend from Queen's (Mr. Jenkins) bas made some refer-
ence to the captain of this vessel, but her captain in 1878,
as you will remember, Mr. Speaker, is the same captain who
now commands her; there bas been no change. I saw in
the office of the Deputy Minister of Marine and Fisheries a
telegram from her captain, in which he said that ho had
gone out from Georgetown to cross over the btraits to Pictou,
but after being two days out ho encountered very heavy ice
and was obliged to return to Georgetewn. The Minister
telegraphed in reply: " Use your own judgment, and cross
the straits whon you think you can do so." This was the
order given. This captain has been in that vessel since she
was placed on the route, and if he had a botter ship, there is
no doubt at all thathe could make the crossing regularly. Iii
the Northern Light, however, ho bas been in danger ofhislife,
since he placed bis foot in ber; and ho is often afraid now
to cross the straits in her. We all know that, two years
ago, in a letter published in the press it was stated that
the Yorthen Light was the most dangerous ship afloat; and
can it be fairly said that tbis vessel, which has been sont to
the people of Prince Edward Isl4nd, is fairly carrying out
the Terms of the Union. I regret very much that sho was
placed on the route at all, for if she had not been put there
we would bave had a botter ship on the route before this.
My hon. friend from Queen's County (Mr. Davies) is in
very great dread least the railway to Cape Traverse was not

ing to be completed, in connection with the Prince Edward
land Railway; and ho wants to make it appear that it was

merely a political dodge, on the eve of the September elec-
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tions, that promises were made in this particular. He
stated that the right bon. gentleman who leads the Govern.
mont telegraphed last year, previons to the local elections,
that the subject of railway communication with the Island
wa under consideration, making the insinuation I have
mentioned. Well, Sir, I am happy to state that I can cor-
roborate the telegram which was sont down to ui by my
right hon. friend last year. The members who represent
Prince Edward Island, the Senators and almost ail the
members from the Island sitting in this House, signed last
fall a memorial and sent it to the Government, requesting
thom to take up this matter of steam communication; and
it was at that time that my right hon. friend telegraphed
with regard to this subject that it was under consideration.
I am happy to find, as the result of its having thon been
under consideration, that $189,200 were placed last year in
the Estimates for the building of a branch railway to Cape
Traverse. This will show that the Government is sincere
in the matter and intends to carry out the Terms of Union;
but the great trouble was, Mr. Speaker, that the people of
Prince Edward Island themselves could never agree on a
route for the road. One party in Souris desired thus to
connect Souris with Cape George; another party favored
Charlottetown in this relation; another Cape Tormentine;
another Cape Traverse; another Summerside; and in
the district of my hon. friend from Northumberland
it was desired that it should run to Point Escuminac.
They could not agree upon a route, and it comes with a very
bad grace from the hon. gentleman to charge the Govern-
ment with dereliction of duty in the matter. Last year
a meeting of the people of Queen's County was called at
Charlottetown to discuss this question. It was presided
over by the high sheriff, and was intended to afford an
opportunity of laying before the Governmerit the wants and
requirements of Prince Edward Island. Sevoral gentlemen
attended that meeting and made good, sensible, and practical
speeches. The hon. gentleman who sits beside me made a
good speech, and the hon. Mr. Brecken also dolivered
a sound, practical address. Another gentleman was called
upon to speak, by the name of Louis H. Davies. In a
report of the meeting in an Island newspaper I find
it stated that this gentleman was repeatedly called upon,
but with bacoming modesty ho did not come forward
for some time. The meeting took place on the first of
February 1882-just one short year ago. What were the
views of Mr. L. H. Davies at that time-a gentleman who
bas been Premier and Attorney General of Prince Edward
Island, and one who has been in public life ever since Con-
foderation. The report says:

" Mr. L. H. Davies after repeated calls came forward and said he was
never backward in expressing bis opinion upon a subject he under-
stood; but with respect to the subject under discussion he would very
much rather rernain a listener."

This, Mr, Speaker, was just a year ago, and notwithstand-
ing the important positions which tho hon. gentleman
had held in the Island, ho did not sufficiently understand the
question to express an opinion upon it, and ho said, with
becoming modesty and reserve, that ho would prefer to be
a listener. To-day ho is the raging lion from Prince Edward
Island on the floor of this House. He says the Government
should have done this work long ago, though according to
bis own statement ho did not sufficiently understand the ques-
tion one year ago to express an opinion upon it. This is of
itself sufficient to exonerate the Government from all blame.

Mr. DAVIES. iRead the whole of it.
Mr. HACKETT. Yes, I will read the whole of it, for the

hon. gentleman's speech on thît occasion was a very
short one, a fact which I regret in the interests of his
Province. -He said:

" It certainly seems very advisable to have railways to the Capes,
and money Io no object nowadays.

"AI Vorem-If that is the case, we had botter have the tunnel at
once.

- °"r. L. El. DAvis thought, however, that there were some consider.
ations in connection with the proposed improvement If the Capes
railways are constructed, shall we also have daily communication in
summer, between Charlottetown and Pictou. Shall we have, what we
greatly need, viz , better boats than those at present in use. Suppose
the routes by way of Cape Traverse be adopted,what is to become of the
other route ? Are the statements of a correspondent of the Examiner of
this evening true ? To lengthen the distance to travel b the narrow
guage railway would ho thou ght be a mistake. He couldnot rid him-
self entirely of sectionalism, -andhe aqked how will the proposed change
affect the interests of Charlottetown?"

Here was the sectional feeling cropping up-how would it
affect Georgetown or Charlottetown or Summerside ?-and
that feeling is one thing that bas weakened and bampered
the Prince Edward Island members in this Parliament. I
am happy to say, however, that on the present occasion the
people of the Island are united, and they say they want a
strict fulfilment of the terms of Confederation. I have
already said what I think the Governmont should do-that
they should give the additional facilities for exporting the
produce of the Island in the summer time. We should have
a railway built to Cape Traverse. My hon. friend bas
advocated a point other than the county lino as the place
of junction, but fer my part I think the county lino would
be the best in the interests of the Province. It is the shortest
way between the two leading points of the Island ; it
shortens the mail route between them, and it is important
te have the shortest possible route for the road. I wish to
say that when wo stand up in this House to look after the
rights of our Province, we are not in the position of
mendicants or supplicants looking for favors. I was
astonished to read that in the Legislature of Quebec
the other day, the leader of the Opposition speaking
of the financial relations between the Island and the Dami-
nion, said the Island had sought many favors from the
Dominion, and was stili clamoring for more. No state-
ment could be further Irom the truth. We have not re-
ceived any favors from the Dominion. We have confined
ourselves strictly to the letter of the law ; and this question
of steam communication, winter and summer, has been
neglected to the great injury of the Province. Our Pro-
vince has a fertile soil, capable of yielding as much agri-
cultural produce to the acre as any other in the Dominion ;
we have a good climate and an energetic, industrious and
active people. Ali that we require in order to place these
products in the markets of the neighboring Próvinces, is
this winter and summer communication; and I hope the
Government, before any great length of time elapses, will
place us in direct and continuous communication with the
mainland and so render our people contented, prosperous
and happy.

Mr. CASEY. I do not know that this question should
invariably be treated as one o interest only to the people
of Prince Edward Island, for I venture to say that it affects
the people of the whole of Canada, though perhaps not to
as large an extent as those of that particular Province.
They have no market for their produce during the winter,
but on the other hand we lose the benefit of selling to
them, because an Island containing an industrious popu-
lation of 120,000 must be of very great importance to us
from a commercial point of view, and especially to the
infant manufactures we are endeavoring to foster in every
part oftCanada. I have another reason for taking part in
this debate besides the fact that the question concerns the
whole of Canada as well as Prince Edward Island, and that
is that a general political element has beon imported into
the discussion by some hon. members who have taken part
in it. The hon. gentleman who has just spoken bas
attempted to cast a great deal of blame on the late
Government because of the manner in which they dealt
with the question. He says that they were experi-
menting with the people of Prince Edward Island, be-
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cause they tried to open up communication with the
Island upon the prosent system. I would like to ask how,
in the name of all that is peciiliar, tby -ould determine
whether or not tho plan was practicable, unless they tried
an experiment ? They were not e'xprimenting with the
people of Prince Edward Island but with a particular build
of steamers. lon. gentlemen opposite appear Io be exper-
imenting with the people of the island in trying to find
ont how long the Conservatives of the Island will remain
content without winter communication, with a Conservative
Government in power. Their experiment however may be
terminated very soon, because I believe the people of that
Province are not in the habit of suffering grievances without
grumbling, and when they do grumble they are simply
performing their duty not merely as citizens of the Island
but as British subjects whose prerogative it is to grumble.
The hon. member for Prince County says the Northern
Light was not built for this service. Well, Sir, he
admits that it was built for winter service in the Gulf
of St. Lawrence, and hence for similar conditions to
those to be met in the straits, and it was finished with
special reference to the needs of the straits. It was de-
signed and built by experts in such matters. I ask what
better experiment could be made for winter navigation
what more likely to succeed, than to take a vessel so
built and try to use ber for several winters in the straits?
The bon. gentleman said that if competition had been in-
vited from the world, tenders obtained, and botter steamers
put on the route, communication might noW be open. Well,
Sir, his friends have been in power for four years-why
have they not got botter steamers? Why have they not
carried out tbeir pledges and kept the communication open ?
Simply because tbey are making an experiment with the
people of Prince Edward Island. I think, however, that
my bon. friend who opened this debate need not be so
anxious about the carrying out of this pledge, because ho bas
the former pledge of the hon. Minister of Railways-given,
however, while in Opposition-to carry out these Terms.
ln a debate in 1876 on this matter, the bon. Mr. Tupper is
reported to have said:-

"I do not ray the service ever wilI or eau be doue by anybody, but I
say that the Government of Canada are pledged to the people of Prince
Edward Island, to use all the means in their power to establish this
service, and until every means is exhausted, whether it sueceeds or not,
the Goverrment will not have fulfilled that pledge. * i*I do not
say it is possible for the Goverunment, by any policy they can adopt or
by any efforts they can make, to bridge the 8traits of Northumberland
in the winter season, but I do say, in the Terms of Union, the Govern.
ment and Parliament of Canada bave bound themuelves solemniy te
acomplish that object. * Tanadhen the bon. getemâ will see it
is still more necessary to prove it is impossible to do it before we ean be
relieved in the slightest degree of the obligation we have undertaken,
and show we have not been guilty of bad faith.'

Now, Sir, they bave not shown that it was impossible. An
experiment has been made, not by them, but by theLiberal
Government. An efforthas been madetohridge these straits,
and it failed for the time being. Does that show that it
was impossible ? That was the attempt of a Jot of " blunder-
ing incapable Grits " who were not supposed to know any-
thing about such matters. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
had four years in which to see whether it was possible or
impossible, and they have not made ay attempt to decide
the matter. One would think, from the hon. the Minister
of Railways portentions eloquencein 1876,thathe would have
made the thing possible, and thon have done it; but up to
the present time he las done not)ping. Under these cir-
cumstances, it is not the people of Primce .Edward Island
alone who should grumble, but the people of Canéda whoi
are separated from tbem by the failure of the.Government to
carry out their pledges. There was another consideration1
which should lead us to think that they would do so. It wasi
part of the Terms of Union with Brifish Coluimbia that a rail-i
way should be built to 2onneet that Province with the restl
of the Dominion. We have seen how millions of dollarsÉ

Mr. CAsay.

have been spent to carry out this agreèment, and it is
roasonable for the people of Prince Edward Island to
demand that similar efforts should be made to secure con-
nection with the far more important Province of Prince
Edward Island.

Motion, as amended, agrced to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

The following Motions for Returns were severally agreed
to :-

Copies of all correspondence, petitions, and other docu-
ments, respecting the appointment of a Postmaster at
Scottsville, in St. John's County, Province of Quebec, froin
the date of the resignation of Daniel Salt, up to the«present
time.-(Mr. Bourassa.)

Copies of all Order in Council and the Commissionsissued
to certain persons, in connéction with claims made on the
Government, arising out of the construction of the Inter-
colonial Railway; of all instructions to and correspondence
with the Commissioners, and Statements of the matters re-
ferred to them so far: and of the remuneration to be paid to
them and the Secretary of the Commission; Statement of
the number of days during which the Commission has sat
so far.-(Mr. Blake.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourument
of the louse.

Motion agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TuESDAY, 20th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced, and read
the first time

Bill (No. 18) to incorporate the University of Saskatche-
wan, and to authorize the establishment of Colleges within
the Diocese of Saskatchewan.-(Mr. Williams,)

Bill (lo. 19) to incorporate the Révérends Pères Oblats
de Marie Immaculée des Territoires du Nord-Ouest.-(Mr.
Royal.)

Bill (No. 20) to empower the National Insurance Company
to wind up its affairs, and relinquish its charter, and to
provide for the dissolution of the said Company.-(Mr.
Coursol.)

KING'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to informn the House
that, in obedience to the Order of the House made yesterday,
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery is in attendance at
the Table, with the Returns of the last Election for the
Electoral District of King's County, P.E.I.

Mr. CAMERON (luron). I suppose these documents,
or at all events as many of them as are necessary to a elear
understanding of the circumstances of the election in
King's County, P. E. I., will be printed. I wish to state to
the lon. the First Minister, that I purpose following up my
motion of yesterday with such a resolFution as, in my judg-
ment, the facts, when we shall have mâstered them, will
warrant. I understand there are some complicated and
difficult questions involved in the case, and it wi 1 b imjrta
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ant, in the interests of the House, in order to understand
the position, the duties, and responsibilities of returning
officers, that the matter should be fully discussed. I
purpose moving this other resolution at an early day-
perbaps to-morrow if it suits the convenience of the hon.
the First Minister, but if net to-morrow I shall be glad to
move it any day he may see fit to appoint.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
be kind enough to communicate what his motion will be ?

Mr. CAMERON I am net in a position to say
what form the motion will assume because I have not read
the papers. I suppose such of them as are necessary wil
be printed to-morrow, though it is certainly not necessary
to print ail the papers which the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery has brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I may as well tell the
hon. gentleman, as ho does not appear to have made up his
mind as to what motion ho will move, that I have made up
my mind es te what the motion should be, and, unless ho
does se, I shall move that the question shal be submittei to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. CAMERON. When does the hon. gentleman pur-
pose making that motion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The matter isin the hon.
gentleman's hands as I understand.

Mr. CAMERON. So far, I may say it is, but I do not
care to move the resolution in the present condition
of the Iouse as the discussion will probably be one in
which almost every lawyer will desire to take part. At
present nearly ail the legal mombers of the flouse from
Ontario are absent. Perhaps some day when these hon.
gentlemen will ho in their places would suit the convenience
of the Government-say some day next week.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Any day the hon. gentle-
man fixes.

Mr. CAMERON. Supposing we say Wednesday or Thurs-
day week?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thursday week.
Mr. BLAKE. With reference to this matter it ceitainly

will not be necessary, so far as we can judge from what the
publie newspapers haveinformed us, that ail the documents
contained in these large bundles should be printed. I sup.
pose they mostly contain the voters' lists, which are quite
immaterial. Perhaps Mr. Speaker would have no great
diefieulty in directing that the relevant papers should be
printed. I presume that the return made by the returning
officer with the papers transmitted with it, and a portion of
the voters' lists, are all that will be necessary for the purpose
of a preliminary discussion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree that Mr.
Speaker should look through the papers and select what
really is relevant-what really would be the subject of dis-
cassion in the House or Committee.

Mr. DAVIES. As the return does not state the sum
total of the votes polled, the respective papers with the
toýtals might be printed along with the return.

Mr. SPEAKER. Some motion must be made that the
paperé ber read, or taken as read, otherwise they will net
appear on the Votes and Proceedings.

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the papers submitted by
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery be now read.

Motion agreed te.

COLLECTION OF SEAMEN'S WAGES.

Mt. O'BRIEN, in moving the discharge of the order
for thè introduction of the Bill respecting the collecting of

seamen's wages, said: Permit me to say that the Bill to
which the motion refers was drawn by an hon. gentleman
fairly conversant ·with the subject, but on asking the
opinion of those who were interested in the legislation o
last Session, I find that, so far as I am able to judge, the
legislation of last Session was quite sufficient for the pur-
pose I had in view in introducing the present Bill. I ask,therefore, that I may be allowed to withdraw the Bill.

Order discharged, and Bill withdrawn.

CANADIAN CONSOLIDATED FIVE PER CENT.
LOAN.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the liouse resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider a certain
proposed resolution (February 16th) to provide, by raising
a loan, for a sum or sums of money required to discharge
the Canadian Consolidated Five per cent. Loan, &c.

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

(In the Committee.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The resolution which is now
about to be considered by the Committee is one that
requires very few remarks from me, further than a statc-
ment of the circumstances which I think render it desirable
that the resolution should pass. In 1860, a loan was issued
amounting to £6,416,636 2s. 9d. sterling, under the authority
of the Parliament of Canada, for the purpose of consoli-
dating a certain portion of the debt then existing. That
loan was issued bearing five per cent. interest payable at
the will of the Government in twenty-five years. The
twenty-five years expire on the first of January, 1885, and
it is considered desirable to ask Parliament at this Session
to give authority for the issue of debentures for its redemp-
tior, not bearing interest above four per cent. pe' annum.
It is true that some time has yet to elapse before the
Government will be in a position to redeem them
without the assent of the parties holding them;
but a considerable portion ef the five per cent. debentures
which are redeemable in 1885, are held by Insurance
Companies and others, wbo will very likely wish to re-invest
in Canadian securities, though it may be at a lower rate of
interest. Uinder these circumstances, it has been considere1
expedient to ask Parliament for the authority to issuo
debentures at any time that may b c onsidered most in the
interest of Canada, for the redemption of these consolidated
five per cent. debentures, or at least to substitute for a
portion of them debentures bearing interest not exceeding
four per cent. An arrangement was made recently with
our agents in London, by which they have undertaken to
reduce the rate of commission and to make this exchango
previous to January, 1885, and it is very probable that
satisfactory arrangements may bo made to redeem one half
of this debt before that time. If so, we should have
to place upon the market a amaller amount, which would
probably bring a larger price than if we placed the whole
sum proposed in this resolution, namely, $24,6à1,176.1;.
A portion of this loan has been to a considerable extent
redeemed by a sinking fund which we have for this class of
securities, which, on the first of Jantiary last, amounted to
£1,381,325 15s. 3d., leaving the amount to he redeemed
£5,065,310, against £6,446,636 in alf. The resolution asks
for authority to issue these debentures at a rate of interest
not exceeding four per cent. It will become a question
with the Governmont, when these are issued, whether it is
desirable to continue the four per cents. at a lower rate of
interest; but the provision is that it is not to exceed four
per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman would state
the rate of commission which has been agreed upon with
the agents.
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Upon whatever amount is

exchanged between the present and the first of January,
1855, they will receive one-half per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it proposed to enter into private
bargains with the holders of the five per cent. securities to
exchange them for others at a lower rate ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is not proposed to do that.
I tbink that the course we may have to adopt is to give
notice that the securities would be exchanged for others at
not more than a certain rate; then we would have proposals
from parties, who would name the rate they would accept,
which might or might not be lower than our minimum.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman considered
wbether it would not be in the interest of the country te
alter somewhat the arrangements as to the sinking fund ?
The late hon. member for Centre Huron once or twice called
attenticn to that subject, and it does seem to me to be a
suggestion worthy of consideration. Our sinking fund
accumulates very rapidly, and it seems to me that the credit
of the country is such that we might negotiate a loan with a
smaller sinking fund, but at a longer period than we have
been accustomed to do. I would aiso like to ask whether
the bon. gentleman bas thougbt of establishing permanent
consols without any sinking fund at all.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. gentleman will see
that the authority asked in this resolution is the same as
that asked in connection with previous loans, and enables
the Government to issue consols, if they think proper, pay-
able in the currency of the Dominion as well as in English
currency. There is no doubt a great deal to be said in favor
of that mode of dealing with the question. There is also
much to be said in favor of dispensing with the sinking
fund. But, on the other hand, our agents in London, when
I discussed this question with them on the occasion of my
last visit, were of opinion that, as almost every Colonial
security was floated with provision for a sinking fund, our
securities would not bring so high a price without a similar
provision. In that way we might lose more in one direc-
tion than we would gain in another. Though it is a question
worthy of consideration, up to the present time, I think the
weight of argument is in favor of our having a sinking
fund. The amount of the sinking fund is also worthy of
consideration. Some of the Colonies have had large sinking
funds. We have paid some loans of British Columbia, of
which the sinking fund amounted to more before it was
due than the loan itself. Under such circumstances a large
sinking fund is decidedly* objectionable, but it does give
increased value to have a sinking fund of at least one-half
per cent., payable yearly.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not suggest thë entire extinction of
sinking funds, but I think the experiment of reducing the
sinking funds is one that might, perhaps, be tried, though
considerable enquiry would have to be made before we
proposed such a cardinal departure. It is one thing to
dispense altogether with a sinking fand, and another thing
to keep up sucb a large sinking fund as we have; and if
we have got immediately afterwards to issue other securities
in order to redeem it, it becomes still more onerous.

Resolution agreed to-and reported.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY introduced Bill (No. 21) to

authorize the raising, by way of loan, of certain sumis of
money required for the Public Service.

Bill read the first time.

FRONTENAC TERRACE.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) said: Mr. Speaker, myi
object in moving for copies of all papers and documents1
relating to the cession of several lots of land, and especiallyj
of the one on which Frontenac Terrace, in the City of Que-

Mr. BLAE.

bec, is now erected, is this: It appears that several lots of
land belonging to the Imperial Government had been
promised to the Federal Government, and that, on the faith
of these promises, the Federal Government had subse-
quently made over these lands to the Provincial Govern-
ment. At Quebec, especially, there is the lot upon which
Frontenac Terrace bas been erectel. Subsequent to the
cession of this ground by the Imperial Parliament, the
Federal Parliament divided them into first and second
classes. The first class comprises the lands generally use-
ful for the defence of the country, which may be called
lands of the large domain, or that cannot be alienated. The
lands of the second class can be alienated. Now, Frontenac
Terrace in Quebec forms part of the first class, and cannet,
therefore, be alienated; .hence the Federal Government
would have had no right to transfer to the Provincial
Governments more than they themselves received from the
Imperial Government. A company having recently been
formed in Quebec, with a large capital, to build an hotel on
the spot, and it being their intention to commence opera-
tions at an early date, it is important that such works be
not commenced by the company upon land which may not
belong to them, nor to construct a building which could be
demolished by the military authorities as soon as built. It
is in order to verify those facts that I ask that all papers
and documents in this matter be laid before the House.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). The papers
asked for by the hon. member will be supplied. Neverthe-
less, I think I should state that the Government have sub-
mitted the case to the 3Minibter of Finance, to know whether
a transfer of the land in question bas been made by the
Federal Government in favor of the Governrent of the
Province of Quebec, and whether the latter Government
have power to transfer the same to a company, as stated by
the bon. member. This question is still under considera-
tion ; but the documents wili, ere long, be laid before the
House.

Motion agreed to.

ORDNANCE LANDS OR NAVAL RESERVES.

Mr. O'BRIEN, in moving for statement showing the
gross amount of receipts arising froin the sale or leasing of
Ordnance Lands or Naval Reserves, in the Provinces of On-
tario, Quebec, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, from the 1st
day of July, 1856, to the lst day of July,1882, and the purpose
to which the sums so receive have been applied; also a
statement showing the several properties of which portions
have been sold or leased, and the number of acres in each
case, said: In laying this motion before the House, I would
like to call the attention of hon. members to the canditions
upon which these lands were granted, with a view to
enquiring whether or not those conditions have been
fulfilled under the vtrious Governments who held office
since 1856, so that the information might be laid before the
House before the Militia Estimaes come down. The
Estimates, I trust, will be framed on a seale commensurate,
not only with the growing prosperity of the country, but
also baving a due regard to the wretched, inefficient
condition of affairs as regards miaterial and equipment. In
1856, an arrangement was entered into between the then
Parliament of Canada and the Imperial Government with
reference to certain lands which were held by the Imp'erial
Government as reserves for varions military purposes.
Under that agreement the Government undertook to provide
for our internal security. It is important to remember the
extent and value of these lands, as well as the condition.
I find, on looking into the schedule of the Act that there
were no less than 60,000 acres of land, a great portion very
fertile and valuable, conveyed to the Provincial Govern-
monts under the agreement I bave mentioned. I cannot
find that any information bas been laid before the House-of
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a similar nature to that for which I have asked, but in 1872
a similar motion was made. The returns were, however,
not bronght down, owing, I suppose, to the lateness of the
Session. In 1857, a return was laid before the flouse of a
sale made in Toronto of lands from which a sum was
realized a little short of $100,000. The conditions I have
mentioned certainly did give rise to the inference that the
lands were acquired upon these terms, and I think there
was an understanding at the time of Confederation by which
those terms were not only ratified, but carried still farther.
When these returns come down I think we shall be able to
judge whether the Government of that day and the Govern-
ments that succeeded it have fulfilled the conditions upon
which this valuable property came into their hands. ln
fact the history of these lands is almost the history of our
transactions with the Imperial Government at the various
stages by which we have risen to our present position. In
1856, a portion of these lands thus held were reserved for
military purposes, because the Imperial Government then
maintained garrisons at Quebec, Montreal and other places.
Subsequent to Confederation these lands, which were then
vested in the Imperial Grovernment, were entirely made
over to this country, because at that time we undertook
our own defence. So that at every successive stage of these
negotiations the responsibility bas increased, and for that
reason we are still more strongly bound to sce that that
understanding has been properly carriel out.

Motion agreed to.

COLONIZATION LANDS.

Mr. CAM ERON (Huron), in the absence of Mr. CILAumTON,
moved for a return showing the total number of applica-
tions for land for colonization under Plan Number
One of the Land Regulations of December 23rd, 1881, up to
January 1st, 1883, with the names of the applicants, the
date of applications, and the quantity of land in each case
applied for; also, for a return showing the total number
of applications or land fur colonization under Plan Number
Two of the Land Regulations, of December 23rd, 1881, up
to January lst, le83, with the names of the applicants, the
date of application, and the quantity of land in each case
applied for.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not object to this
motion,nor do I object to the other motions of the same hon.
gentleman which i tsee upon the paper. At the same time,
I must say that the expense and labor involved in the pre-
paration of these returns will be enormous, and I suppose
the hon member must take the responsiblity of the expense
in asking for them.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose they arc worth the money or the
hon. gentleman would not request the returns.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

The following Motions for Returns were severally agreed
to:-

Return showing the total number of applications
for land for colonization under Plan Number One of the
Land Regulations issued by the Department of the Interior,
December 23rd, 1881, where conditions have been complied
with, and grants made, or applications agreed to; together
with the names of the parties to whom such grants have1
issued, or whose applications have been agreel to, the datei
of such application, the quantity of land granted to each1
applicant, and the location of the same, the amount of(
money received and the total amount of land granted, upi
to January lat, 1883.-(Mr. Charlton.)1

Return showing the total number of applications for
land for colonization under Plan Number One of the Land 1

Regulations of December 23rd, 1S81, where conditions of
payment have not been met, and where an extension of
time bas been granted, with name of applicant, date of
application, date of extension, period of extension, location
of land'applied for, quantity ot lanI in each case applied
for, total quantities of land for which such extensions of
time have been grantcd, total amount of muoney to be
received upon the same and total amount of first instalment
paid, or payable upon the sarne.-(Mr. Charlton.) -

Roturn giving copies of a I regulations issued by the
Department of the interior concerning the management or
sale of agricultural lands, mineral lands, timbor lands,
pasture lands, and town sites, sirce December 23rd, 188.-
(Mr. Charlton.)

Return showing the total nunibor of acres of public lands
surveyed in Keewatin, Manitoba, aLd the North-West
Territory, during the year 1882, and the cost per acre of
such survey; aIso, a Return showing the total number of
acres of public land previously surveycd and the cost per
acre of such survey.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Return showing the total number of acres of public land
sold during the year 1882, the number of parties to whom
such sales were made, the average price received and the
total amount received from sales.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Return giving every form of patent ai-rangement, or
agreement botween Companies and the Government in
regard to Colonization grants, the date of issue in each case
of such document, the name of the Company entering into
the agreement, and the character of the agreement in each
case entered into.-(Mr. Charlton.)

Correspondence in reference to the removal to Richmond,
Halifax, of William D. McCallum, Chief Train Despatcher
at Truro, covering a period extending from the lst day of
September, 1881, to 7 th December, 1881. 2. All correspon-
dence from'ith December, 1881, to 25th March, 1882,
touching his removal to Truro, N. S., and being offered an
inferior position, and the recommendations upon which the
same was decided upon. 3. Ail correspondence from 25th
March, 1882, to date of his final dismissal on 5th September,
1882, and subsequently, if any. 4. Ali correspondenco
from James Coleman, Superintendent at Truro, touching
the promotion, dismissal, or degradation of the said W. D.
McCallum, and also the correspondence of others to D.
Pottinger, Esq., Chief Superintendent at Moncton, eorres-
pondence touching the same to Sir S. L. Tilley, correspon-
dence from 1 ). Pottinger, Esq, to C. Schreiber,
correspondence from C. Schreiber and others to Sir Charles
Tupper, alI in reference to the same. Aillrecommendations
ani reports from any persons touching the dismissal or
degradation of the said W. D. McCallum to the various
Heads of Departments. The reports of all investigations
touching the same.-(Mr. Forbes.)

Statement containing the names and residence of all the
Militiamen of 1812 who received their pensions during the
last fiscal year-as well as the sum given to each of them.-
(Mr. Bourassa.)

STATE OF PUBLIC BUSINESS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the louse.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the motion is carried I wieh to
point out to my hon. friend that, although wo allowed the
Address to pass with great rapidity in order that public
business might be expedited, none of the Government
measures have Leen brought forward in this House, though
I observ'e that in the other Chamber the Governmont, with
commendable diligence, bave submitted two or three
measures. When may we expect the Franchise Bill and
the License Bill to be brought down ? The Standing
Committees were struck some days ago, but we have not
received any call for organization, and during this time of
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calm and peace, when there is very little~to do, the Public
Accounts Committee might perform sòme useful functions
if the members were called together.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As regards the Public
Accounts Committee, those hon. members who follow the
standard of my hon. friend would not be present, and I am
afraid justice could not be done to the investigation of the
Public Accounts.

Motion agreed to ; and (at 4:30 o'clock p. m.) the
House adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNEsDAY, 21st February, -83.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Thrce o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were Eeverally introduced and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 22) respecting the Crédit Foncier Fianco-
Canadien.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 23) to further reduce the Capital Stock of the
Quebec Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Manitoba and North-
Western Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Sutherland,
Selkirk.)

Bill (No. 25) to amend the Acts respecting Cruelty to
Animals.-(Mr. Richey.)

NAVIGATION OF LITTLE BEAR CREEK.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.), in the absence of Mr.
SMYTH, enquired, What is the intention of the Government
respecting certain improvements to the navigation of Little
Bear Creek, in the county of Kent ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government is not in
a position to answerthe hon. member to-day.

TWO CREEKS HARBOR.

Mir. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.), in the absence of Mr.
SMYTH, enquired, What is the intention of the Government
respecting Two Creeks Harbor, in the county of Kent,
and the work to be donc there upon the report of the
Engineer ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We have not the data in
the Department, but an examination will be made during
the recess in order to obtain the information required, to
decide whether the work should go on or not.

VETERANS OF 1812 WOUNDED IN AOTIVE SER-
VICE.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) enquired, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to grant to the veterans of
1812, belonging to the Province of Quebec, and wounded
on active service, a sum equal to that paid to the veterans
in the same class belonging to the Province of Ontario?

Mr. CARON (Translation). In answer to the hon. mcm-
ber, I have the honor to say that this subject is now under
the consideration of the Government.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT OF 1574.

Mr. DUGAS (Translation) enquired, Whether it is the
intention of the Government to amend, this Session, " The
Dominion Controverted Elections Act, 1874 ?"

Mr. BLAKE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). I have to
say, in reply, that this suject is under the consideration of
the Government.

MILLING WIIEAT IN BOND.
Mr. WHELER enquired, Whether it is the intention of

the Government, at an early date, to amend the Order in
Council regulating the importation of United States wheat
in bond for milling purposes, so as to allow the equivalent
in Canadian wheat or flour to be exported to cancel such
bonds?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is not the intention of the
Government to amend the regulations in the direction the
hon. member proposes.

VITAL STATISTICS.

Mr. LESAGE enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to render the vital statistics'more effective,
more regular, and more general; and if so, whether th.y
intend to inerease the grant over the amount voted last
Session ?

Mr. POPE. IL is the intention of the Government to
render vital statistics more effective, more regular and more
general. The latter part of the hon. gentleman's question
is under the consideration of the Government.

GRINDING IN BOND.

Mr. BLAKE moved for copies of all Orders in Council
and Departmental Orders, not already brought down, on
the subject of grinding in bond, or of the regulations for
grindiiig in bond, or for the import of wheat and flour of
United States growth or manufacture; also, for all corres-
pondence with the authorities of the United States, on the
subject of the transport of Canadian wheat into or through
the United States, and of all regulations of the United
States Customs authorities affecting such transport. He
said: I am not awarewhether there are any Orders in Council,
or Departmentul Orders or regulations not already brought
down. Some regulations were made at a remote period for
the purpose of facilitating the transportation of Canadian
wheat from one prrt of Canada to the other, and also with
reference to Canadian wheat sent into the United States to
be ground in mills at Minneapolis and elsewhere. I observe,
also, that very lately some Orders have been issued changing
the practice in two of the border towns in the North-'W est.
It is important that we should know precisely what are the
regulations affecting this question.

Motion agreed to.

HON. JOHN O'CONNOR.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for a statement of any sums
paid to the Hon. John O'Connor since his retirement
from office, with dates and particulars; also, a copy of any
paper showing the arrangement on which such sums were
paid, said: It was stated in the newspapers that some
arrangements had been made with Mr. O'Connor since his
retirement-owing, I regret to learn, to serious illness-for
his employment in the Government service in some capg-
city, and that he was in the receipt of a salary in that
capacity. I am entitled to know how that is.

Motion agreed to.

RECORDS OF ELECTIONS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for a statement, from the Records, of
the Elections to the present flouse of Commons, showing
the number of votes polled for the respective counties in the
several Electoral Districts and in the various sub-divisions
thereof, together with the number of ballots rejected-and
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spoiled in each sub-division, at the last General Election,
and also at each election held subsequently thereto up to date;
also; the number of electors on the electors' lists, together
with the population, as shown by the last Census, of every
such sub-division; also, a statement in each case in which a
recount or re-addition was made, showing the changes made
in every sub-division and in the district on such recount,
with the number of ballots rejected which had beon formerly
allowed, and allowed which had been formerly rejected
in each such sub-division, with the reasons, so far as obtain.
able, for such rejection or allowance. He said: I presume,
as usual, preparations have been made for meeting this
motion, and as we are all anxious to get the authentic
returns at the earliest moment possible, I would suggest
that, should the statement onquired for in the latter
part of the motion entail any delay in its preparation, it be
made a supplementary statement and furnished separate
from the other. I ventured to state, the other day, that very
great difficulties had arisen which would demand our most
serious attention in the working of the Ballot Act.
Amongst them was to be found the disfranchisement of
hundreds, even thousands, of electors, upon recounts. lt is,
therefore, important we should hear what the changes were
that were made upon the recounts, and the reasons for those
changes. Those reasons may be seen on the surface. For
instance, that certain ballots were not initialed or were num'
bered, and it may be fhat a st atement of the reason for re-
jection may accompany the ballot. In any such case we
want the material as far as obtainable, so that we may under-
stand how it happens so very large a portion of the electors
failed to accomplish their object-the recording of their votes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As there may be some
delay in the latter part, I would suggest that the motion be
amended, making the latter return supplcmentary. -I would
also add to the motion a return of the number of voters in
the constituency, and whether the election was by acclama-
tion or whether a poll was asked.

The motion, as amended, agreed to.

CONSOLIDATION OF DOMINION STATUTES.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for a statement in detail, with
dates of all expenditures made in connection with the com-
mission or authorization to the lon. James Cockburn, Q.C.,
to consolidate the Dominion Statutes, and copies of the
commission or authorization and of any reports made by
him on the subject, said: We all learned with much regret,
by the announcement made by Mr. Cockburn, in November
before last, that his health was such as to prevent him any
longer discharging the arduous duties of a member of this1
Ilouse, and consequently resigned his seat in Parliament.
Contemporaneously with that, it was announced he had
been appointed to do the work of consolidating the Statutes ;1
but I observe, by the Public Accounts now brought down,
that that appointment, so far as emoluments are concerned,t
had preceded the resignation by a period of six months,s
payments having been made for the whole fiscal year from
Ist July to 30th June. The Hon. James Cockburn, it
appears, acted in that capacity for that period, though this
office had been conferred upon him after he ceased to be a
member of the House. It is important we should know
what progress is being made in the work, what has actually
been done. A commissioner and another officer have been
appointed, and both have been paid, but as yet no other0
proofs of this arrangement have been made visible.•

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There will be no objectionr
to this return being sent down. Mr. Cockburn, as we all
know, broke down in his health so much so that he could noto
reman in his seat. His disease was such, he could notv
attend here with any regularity, and he has been very much
confind to the sofa. This has notprevented him, however,0
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from working earnestly and assiduously in the consolidation
of the Statutes, and those who know him will agree that he
is a very fit person to be employed in that service. I am
glad to say that his indisposition has not prevented bis
attending to this work. A report will be laid at an early
day on the Table of the House showing the progress made
in the consolidation of the Statutes.

Motion agreed to.

MANUFACTURE OF GREAT GUNS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copy of contract, correspond-
ence, reports and statement of payments made in connec-
tion with the manufacture of great guns for the Govern-
ment of Canada, said: Some time ago a vote was taken in the
Estimates for the manufacture of great guns-I think they
were called Pallisser guns, but the hon Minister of Militia
will correct me if wrong, as I am not very well versed in the
names of munitions of war-at Montreal for the purposes
of the Dominion. Our hon. friend, whom we much feared
some time ago, might have been promoted to the realms
above, but, we are glad to know, has been only promoted
half-way-to that Chamber which occupies the other end of
this building-bas told us here that he had achieved a
remarkable triumph-that ho had arranged for the manu-
facture of great guns, superior in every quality to those
manufactured at Woolwich and at a lower cost. Upon
that, I suggestel to him that it would be well, since he had
accomplished these things, that he shouîld propose to tender
to the British Government to supply the British Army
with those munitions of war which they require, and which,
with their inferior powers and capacities, they have been
able only to pr'oduce at a greater cost and of a lower
quality. My hon. fiend, however, thought that ho would
proceed slowly, and that he would conclude a successful
arrangement for the making of these guns first, before ho
followed my advice. I do not know what bas been done
since about the great guns; I only know what has beon
said in the newspapers, which sometimes tell the truth, and
they say, that there is a quarrel between the contractors
and the Government, that the work bas not been done, and
that there is a law suit going on now upon the subject of
great guns. I should like to know what the facts are, and
with that view I make this motion.

Mr. CARON. I am very happy to sec that my lion.
friend takes such a deep interest in this matter, and it will
afford me great pleasure indeed to give him all possible
information. The papers will show him the names of the
contractors, and will also establish, I believe, that my
predecessor, the lon. Mr. Masson, is not to blame for
anything whieh may occur. The contract so far bas not
been carried out, and the Government took measures to
protect itself against any loss.

Mr. BLAKE. Then the bon. gentleman bas not made.
those arrangements with the British (-overnment that I
suggested.

Mr. CARON. Not yet.
Motion agreed to.

RETURNING OFFICERS IN THE GENERAL
ELECTION OF 1882.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for a list of the returning
officers appointel for the General Election 1882, other
than registrars or sheriffs, and the occupations and
residences of such officers, and a list of the sheriffs and
registrars for the districts in which such other returning
officers were appointed, said : It has been stated that " it
was only in cases where the Government knew, and were
morally or legally convinced, that the persons who would
officiate as returning officers would be unworthy of the
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trust, that the Government made any other selection ; "
and, once again, it has been stated that it was only
when the Government "knew, from the character of
the men and their positions, that they could not be
free from sinister, clandestine and improper influences,"
that they took other and better men. These statements
have been made with reference to the cases in which
the Government departed from the rule which had been
fornierly established by law, as to the cboice of returning
officers in the late Election. I need hardly say that
this is a serious aspersion upon the character of every one
of those persons, because it is said of every one of them that
no change was made except in cases where the Government
had been convinced that they were unworthy of confidence,
and would act in a manner inconsistent with their duty. I
desired to say, with reference to one returning officer whom
I have known for a number of years, and whom I think the
hon. gentleman bas known much better for a great many
more years-I mean the Registrar for the West Riding of
Durham, for wbich county I sit here-that that statement,
so far as it is based upon any facts known to the public, and
upon any facts known to the electors of both sides of polities
in that constituency in which he had officiated as returning
officer for all the elections with which I am conversant, is
not correct as applied to him. His political proclivities are
very well known, they are those of the hon. gentleman
himself. He never was a friend of the Liberal party, but it
was the good fortune of the constituency of both sides of
politics, I believe-certainly of the Liberal party-to be
always able to say at those elections, that he had acted with
perfect fairness and impartiality; and I desire to say, that I
bave heard notlfing which wouldjustify those imputations on
the eharacter of Mr. Armrour, or on those other persons to
whom the hon. gentleman has referied in that condennation,
without exception or qualification,to which le subjected them
all, upon the occasion I have mentioned. It is important that
we should have a list of those unworthy sheriffs and regis-
trars, because I think. if they are unfit to be returning
officers, they are unfit to be either registrars or sheriffs, or
to fill any other position of trust or confidence in any shape
or sense, directly or indirectly, in the government of the
people.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objection
to granting this motion. With reference to the language
which the bon. gentleman has <uoted, I would wish it to be
understood that I pass no general condemnation, or specifie
condemnation, upon every registrar or sheriff who was not
appointed. J certainly did not desire to say so. I believe
there is a good reason for every case in which that rule was
varied from. With reference to Mr. Armour, the Registrar
for the West Riding of Durham, certainly I had no inten-
tion of passing any condemnation upon him. Mr. Armour
is a gentleman I have known for a great many years, and
always esteemed; and I believe he is, so far as he has any
political predeliction, a Conservative-or used to be at al]
events before he held office, and I have no reason to suppose
he is not so yet.

Mr. CASGRAIN. While we are upon this subject of
returning officers, I would remark that I think the hon. leader
of the Government, in making his choice of those officers,
forgot the report made by a former House in 1867 as to the
returns made by the then Registrar for the County of
Kamouraska. He was declared, by the report of a Committee
of this House, unfit to be a returning officer, and, so far as I
recollect, nothing las occurred since that time which would
lead us to believe that he is better fitted to fill that duty
now than le was at the time lie was censured by a former
House.

Mr. SCRIVER.. It seems somewhat difficult to reconcile
the words which have fallen to-day from the lips of the Ion.
leader of the Government, with those which he uttered

Mr. BLAZE.

on two previous occasions, and which have been quoted to-
day by the hon. leader of the Opposition. I desire to say.that
a change has been made in the county I have the honor to
represent, which I found it difficult to account for in any-
thing that took place before the close of the last Parliament.
The gentleman who occupies the position of Registrar in
my county, and who has acted as returning officer for many
years past, both in the Local and in the General Elections,
was not appointed returning officer at this time, and no
reason that I can imagine ought to have influenced the
Government in making the change that was made. That
gentlemah has always acted with the most perfect impartial-
ity. fe lias not been in any sense a partizan. Politically
he has been in sympathy with the Administration of the
present day; and I feel bound to say that the gentleman
who was appointed in his place acted in quite another
spirit to that which would have animated bis predecessor
in the discharge of his duties.

Mr. BLAKE. I was very glad to hear the hon. gentle-
man's disclaimer, since the case was brought to his atten-
tion, of any intention to make a complaint against the
Registrar of the West Riding of Durham; but I find it, as
the hon. member for Hluntingdon bas said, a little difficult to
reconcile that statement with the observations which
induced me, I frankly say, to make this motion to-day, be-
cause there was neither exception nor qualification in the
use of the very strong and cogent language which the hon.
gentleman used in criticizing the conduct, the trustworthi
ness, the fitness, of those whom he stigmatized, because ho
did stigmatize them by not appointing them on the ground
be stated the other day. As we understand now from the
hon. gentleman in this particular case, and as we will un-
derstand after a while from some other hon. gentleman,
there was no impropriety of conduct, and no reason to cast
any blame at all upon the officers. We had a pledge from
the Administration, during the progress of that Bill through
the flouse last Session, that unless tbere was a reason to
cast blame on the officers, the Government would not depart
from the rule, and would still-though not with that
security of tenure, and security therefore of independence
which the Statute gave-would still, of their own good will
and pleasure, appoint the persons who formerly held an
official title to this duty. As we find the hon gentleman
bas no imputation to make, and says the registrar has acted
as returning officer on many previous elections, and acquired
a full knowledge of the duties which devolved upon him,
and of the capacity of the sub-officers, and, therefore, was
able to make a fit choice, and conduct the election regularly,
I want to know why the change was made. As it was not
that there was anythingwrong with the registrar, as he was
competent, impartial, and experienced, was it in order
to get somebody who would be incompetent, partial,
and inexperienced ? If it was, I admit the hon. gentleman
accomplished his purpose; I admit thatwas the result on this
occasion of the change. Why, the person whom he appoi nted
to be returning officer for the West ]Riding of Durham,
knew so little-anxious, though I dare say he was, to dis-
charge lis duties-of what his duties were, that he was for
half an hour in a state of painful suspense on nomination
day as to whether his duty would not require him, and
would not call upon him imperatively, to reject my nomina-
tion paper. Why ? Because there was the word "honor-
able " at the beginning of my nomination paper, and
" esquire " at the end of it; and it was not until a sort of
legal pressure by the agent of my committee who presented
the nomination paper, il was not until argument after argu-
ment had been advanced, that this exceedingly impartial,
intelligent and capable gentleman, who was substituted for
the Registrar of the West IRiding, was prevailed upon to
accept the nomination. He looked at the Statute. The
Statute said nothing about "honorable." He looked at the
Statute again. It said nothing about "esquire." Ie doubted
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whether that did not invalidate the nomination, but ho was
persuaded to the contrary, and I sit here because he
was persuaded to the contrary. I advise the hon. gentle-
man another time when he is about to give a character
under a little gentle prsse, to a registrar whom he knows,
not to throw away dirty water before he gets clean, and to
be satisfied that the change will be an improvement before
he makes such an experiment as he as done on this
occasion. I will not go into the other consequences. They
might have been tolerably serious, and had my majority
been a little less than it was, they might, with the change
which the ehon. gentleman was pleased to make, have
relieved him from the pain of hearing me at this moment.
I do think this is a serions question. As I say, we were
told, when the Bill passed through the House, that except
in case of necessity arising from their being incompetent
and improper persons, the registrars would be retained. We
are told, to-day there is no cause of complaint against the
Reigstrar of West Durham; it is admitted that the belongs
to the same political stripe as the hon. gentleman, and that
he possessed experience, capacity, and impartiality. He
was, however, changed, and another person appointed. It is,
therefore, evident that the pledge which the Administration
gave to the Houste last Session, was, on this occasion,
violated, and I do not, and cannot, understand why the
change was made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As to the pledge of which
the hon. gentleman speaks, the pledge or statement was
simply this : that, as a general rale, the officers usually
employed as returning officers would be retained. That
general rule was carried out, with particular exceptions,
and the West Riding of Durham, which the hon. gentleman
bas mentioned, is one of them. At all events, it cannot be
said that the change was made for the purpose of putting in
a political friend. The hon. gentleman states that the regis.
trar was a political friend of this Government, and hie
successor, I presume, was of the same politics; but I do not
remember-I do not really remember, who he really was. It
is quite clear that the returning officer decidéd that the
hon. gentleman was eligible; in the next place, he decided
that it was proper for him to return the hon. gentleman;
and I can assure the hon. gentleman that, though he wishes
to show the House that great was the desire of the Govern-f
ment to appoint new men, we would have been greatly1
disappointed if the hon. gentleman had not been returned-
I will not say for West Durham, but as a Member of Par-
liament-to represent a constituency in this House. He bas
complained of the returning officer who took time to consider,
although the result of his consideration was that he decided
that the hon. gentleman, not only in name but in fact, hadf
the right to claim the suffrages of the people, and
he obtained the suffrages of the people. There could be
no complaint, therefore, that any wrong had been donec
either to the electors or to the hon. member.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman seems to draw a wide i
distinction between a statement and a pledge. He made a
certain statement to us, last year, as to what would he the
course of the Government with respect to this matter, and
he wishes us now to understand that his statement as to the t
intentions of the Government is by no means always f
intended to be a pledge, which is a point worth bearing in r
mind. t

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say so.9
fi

Mr. CASEY. In regard to this particular case of West t
Durham, the hon. gentleman says the officer was not to r
blame for having followed the example of the Government p
by taking time to consider. It was no harm to take such
questions as the- use of "honorable " and "esquire " into
serious consideration, but he might have kept them under h
consideration too long, after the time required either for f

declaring the nominations closed, or for returning a mem-
ber by acclamation. But the hon. leader of the House goes
further, and says it was not in order to p ut in a political
friend, that some other person than the registrar was
changed on this occasion, because Mr. Armour was also a
political friend. It may not have been in order to put in a
friend as returning officer, but it may possibly have been done
-I do not insinuate that it was, but still it is open to that
suspicion-to put in a political friend as member ror that
constituency. The explanation given by the hon. gentle-
man leaves us almost no room to doubt that the changes
made generally in the returning officers, whatever may
be the case in this particular instance, must have been done
for the purpose of giving some advantage to Government
candidates. He has stated that in the case of West Durham,
at least, it was not due to any lack of competency on the
part of the old returning officer that the change was
made. The hon. gentleman had nothing against him.
The same will be said in regard to other sheriffs and
registrars, that they were "not appointed returning officers,
for the Government will not directly insult them by
saying that they were not competent. The man chosen,
instead of the sheriff or registrar in each case, must
have been more desirable, for some reason or another,
than the man whose experience in this sort of work
had extended over many previous elections. fie cannot
have been more desirable on the ground of experience,
because he had had no experience as a general thing. He
cannot have been more desirable on the ground of imparti-
ality in most cases, because very often those instead of
whom he was chosen were Conservatives, and he was not,
therefore, likely to be more impartial. Can it be pos-
sible that he was chosen, in many of these cases, instead
of the sheriff or registrar, because he was more likely to

e partial to the Government candidates ? I think that
this is quite possible; and I do not hesitate to say so. I think
that this possibility, moreover, is borne out by the facts.
These returning officers, chosen for this particular Election,
have been most forward in assuming to themselves judicial
functions which are not generally assumed by returnin
officers, or not generally supposed to belong to them; and
not only did they assume judicial functions, in some in-
stances, but what might almost be called legislative
functions. They were a law to themselves in many cases
with regard to the rejection of ballots and the total vote
polled in certain places, when this happened to tell against
some particular candidate by whom they were appointed.
And this brings me to the worst point in the whole busi-
ness: although appointed by the Government, as a matter of
form, there is no doubt that iu most cases-if not in all-they
were really appointed on the nomination of the Government
candidate, at whose election they were to act in the character
of quasi-judges. They officiated altogether in the character
of judges in some cases, because they assumed to act with
udicial powers. I say it is a very serious, dangerous and
mproper thing, that a candidate soliciting the votes of the
electors, should be allowed to select the man who is to act
as a judge on the fairness of the election, on the qualifications
of those who voted for or against him, and the regularity of
he poll in every sub-division. It is an extremely serious
thing that this should be donc; it is an extremely serious
precedent to be established; and it is a still more serious
hing, Sir, that the Government have not seen fit yet to
give any general reason for introducing this change, and
for breaking on the established usage of many years, other
han the general statement once made, and now being
retracted piecemeal, that the sheriffs and registrars in these
)articular cases were not fit for the position.

Mr. O'BRIEN. The hon. gentleman who has last spoken
as talked about returning officers exercising legislative
unctions. Of course, I presume that he alludes to gentle-
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men who acted on the Conservative side. But I will call
his attention to a case where returning officers, and even
deputy returning officers, were appointed by gentlemen
known to be Reformers, whom the Government did not
think fit, as they held the official position of registrars, to
replace by an officer recommended from their own party,
and I will tell you what they did. The hon. gentleman
talks aout legislative functions, but in many constituencies
these officers created two or three classes of voters, who,
under the present law, were not entitled to vote at all.
They gave votes to Indians residing hundreds of
miles away from the constituency, and these votes were
counted against me; they gave votes also to unenfran-
chised Indians in the constituency, who had never before
cast a voteat all ; to river-drivers and to rafisment who
did not own a foot of land. Talk about legislative
functions. Why, the hon. gentleman who talks so much
about this, who has brought up the question of the conduct
of returning officers, and on whose remarks the inference
of wrong-doing on the part of gentlemen, as having leen
appointed by the Government for partizan purposes, might
be drawn, could in this particular case well enlarge the
sphere of enquiry into the conduct of returning officers in
whose integrity the Government had placed perfect con-
fidence in Muskoka; and he might extend his remarks to
the manner in which bis own friends there conducted the
election, where they had everything in their own hands,
and the votes of Indians, living hundreds of miles from the
constituency, were accepted and were recorded, and re-
turned as legitimate; and the same thing was done
at Carey Island, where some seventy-five unenfranchised
Indians were accepted in spite of protests, while the
special franchise, under the Free Grant Act, was allowed to
their lumbering friends, who brought down their river-
drivers and raftsmen, who did not have the least interest
in the country, and recorded their votes: If the subject is
to be enquired into, and if the charge of illegality is to be
thrown into our teeth, it will be just as well that the House
and the hon. gentleman himself should understand, that if
such things were done they were not by any means con-
fined to those against whom the charge is insinuated. In
the case I have mentioned, illegal acts were committed,
without even an attempt at concealment, by the hon.
gentleman's own particular friends and partizans, in the part
of the country which I have the honor to represent.

Mr. COCKBURN. I did not happen to be in Muskoka
during the last election; but it is very true that the return-
ing officer there was the Registrar of the District. I
understand that so many Conservatives were applicants for
the position, that the Government found it difficult to
decide between them, and therefore they made that
gentleman the returning officer. The election was very
close, the majority consisting only of one or two votes. It
was just a question whether certain ballots were good.
or not; and the returning officer, a Liberal, very prop-
erly returned the hon. gentleman who now represents
the constituency, as ho had the majority of votes,
though bis majority was small-only two or three.
Now, with respect to the deputy returning officers there,
I can say nothing ; however, I think that, if
improper votes were cast, the scrutineers of the
hon. member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) were at fault.
They should have challenged these votes; and if these
parties could not show that they were on the voters' lists
and entitled to vote, they should have been sworn. It is
true that there are two classes in the franchise for the
Electoral District of Muskoka, ielating to the unorganized
townships, and the ordinary lists in the former, as in
Algoma, are allowed to vote-householders twenty-one years
of age. I think it is necessary that the question of the
Indian vote ought to be settled, and the Government could

Mr. O'BRIEN.

easily arrange that matter. The Act says, that British
subjects, twenty-one years of age and householders
canvote. There are some Indian families, who, I sup-
pose, are regular British subjects-Indians are gener-
ally looked upon as minors in this country-but it
has so happened that some of them have been allowed
to vote. i do not know that the Indian vote was all
cast on one side. I think that my hon. friend, in 1878,
solicited the Indian vote ; but, in this case, the Liberal can-
didate was popular among the Indian population, and
therefore it may have been divided to a certain extent. I
think that the returning officer, who appointed the deputy
returning officers, performed his duty; and if anything is
wrong, I consider that it is the Election Law and the
regulations relating to the franchise. I only make these
few remarks in justice to the returning and deputy return-
ing officers of that constituency mentioned.

Mr. BLAKE. As the hon. gentleman bas referred to me,
I would remind him of what he perhaps bas forgotten: The
position in which bis case is before the Election Courts.
While he waves the flag here, and asks the House to make an
enquiry into the conduct of the election in bis constituency,
there is a tribunal to which this Court has delegated such
enquiry-in which tribunal, however, the hon. gentleman
does not seem very anxious to bring the case to an issue.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Isuppose that the hon. gentlemen
opposite have no objection to accept the suggestion of the
hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is that ?
Mr. MACKENZIE. That the correspondence with

reference to the parties nominated returning officers be sent
down.

Motion agreed to.

THE CHIEF JTSTICESHIP OF QUJEEN'S BENCH,
MANITOBA.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all correspondence
with Mr. J. A. Miller, late Justice of the Court of Queen's
Bonch, Manitoba, prior to his appointment r elating to bis
becoming Chief Justice of that Court, and subsequently to
bis appointment, on the subject of the resignation of bis
office, said: It lias been stated to me uponl authority which
I believe to be accurate, that correspondence took place
with Mr. Justice Miller, which he has communicaied to
many persons, anterior to his appointment, by whieh an
understanding was reached that he should become Chief
Justice of the Court of Queen's Bench as soon as that office
should become vacant, which was expected at that time to
be at an early date. I am sorry if any such arrangement
was made, because it seems to me important, with reference
to all offices, and important most of all with reference to
offices of the character of these jidicial offices, that those
who are entrusted with the very grave responsibility and
power of noninating to those offices should be perfectly
free to nominate those persons who are best fitted
for the positions at the tine when the vacane es
arrive, and that no engagement shoild be inde
in advance as to the promotion of any partiular
individual, upon an indefinite or un certain contingeney, 1
the highest place on the Bench. It bas been siated, ilso,
that Mr. Miller conceived himself aggrieved because Le did
not become Chief Justice, or obtain a bigher salary, and
that a considerable period before the acceptance ol his
resignation he tendered his resignation on the soie ithat
faith had not been kept with him; that he wa- not trented
as he should bave been treated, and that that resignatiCn
remainod in thebandsof theGovernment,or ihe hon. Miitee
of Justice, until the sudden death of the Chief J ustice of the
Province rendered that high office vacant. It is stated
that upon the occurrence of that event the resignation of
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Mr. Miller was attempted to be withdrawn by telegraph;
that although It had not been previously accepted it was
considered that this oecasion should be taken for accepting
it, and that it was accepted at a period which has been
named as the first of January last-to take effect on that
date; that subsequent remonstrances were made by Mr.
Miller that the acceptance of his resignation under these
circumstances-when that long-looked for and much
desired event took place, when the dead man's shoes were
ready-was not fair; that these remonstrances were received
without the· attention to which ho thought they were
entitled, and on the first of January ho ceased to hold
office. It seems to me that if this state of thinga. prevails-
if there were these antecedent negotiations or arrangements
-if there were arrangements in respect of which Mr.
Miller deemed himself to be unfairly treated by the
Administration which appointed him, and if the resignation
sent in on that score some months ago and not accepted,
ony after the event occurred which made it possible to
fulfil the alleged engagement, it would be interesting to see
how these things were brought about, and, therefore, I
move for the correspondence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It would answer no
good purpose to discuss this question until the papers are
brought down. I will only say that Mr. Miller resigned
bis office, but did not wish to vacate his seat at once, and a
future day was appointed-a day named by himself. At
tho time he expressed his desire to retire, he stated that
he had received an offer of a guaranteed salary much larger
than would be governed by the salary of a Puiené Judge or
that of a Chief Justice. Upon that the resignation was
accepted, and I have no doubt that be ws quite satisfied,
because he has gone into politics since.

Mr. BLAKE. Only so far as to be defeated.
Motion agreed to.

TIMBER LICENSES.

Mr. BLAKE, in the absence of Mr. CAMERON (Huron),
moved for a return showing the total number of timber
licenses applied for and granted or refused up to 1st
February, 1882. 2. The estimated area covered by each
license or applicant. 3. The amouht of prepiumm or bonus
per square mile, and in the aggregate paid ro and received
by the Government on each such license. 4. The name
and residence of each applicant for a license. 5. The date
of such application of such license, and the number of
years each license is granted for. 6. The Crown dues or
stumpage charged (r chargeable on each license. 7. The
kind, quantity and quality of the timber in ech area so
licensed. 8. Copies of all claims made on the Government
for any such area or timber by any persons, and of all
petitions, remonstrances or communications sent or made
to the Government respecting said areas, licenses or
timber, 'and all correspondence had with the Government
respecting such claims, or in any way respecting said
areas, lands, licenses or timber and acgetion of the
Governtment therein.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I took occasion, the
other day, to call the attention of the Rouse to the reckless
mariner in which returns were moved for. When a num-
ber of roturns were moved for by the lion. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) who is not now in bis seat,
I said that ihe responsibility muest be thrown in a great
measure on the mover for returns of this kind. It is
difficult for Minister-s to object to returns of this character,
as it might be said that they were desirous of wit.hholding
information from the IHouse; so, as I remarked before, it
depends very much on the discretion of the hon. members
to move for them whether he will take the res'ponsibility1
of causing the expense to be incurred, which is involved in1

preparing these voluminous returns. In this case I got
the usual memorandum from Mr. Burgess, the Secretary of
my Department, as to this motion, and I shall just read his
words. He.says:

" There is no objectionto furnish the information asked for by Mr.
Cameron, but there is not the slightest probability that it can be
brought down duriug the present Session. It means, in fact, that we
should furnish a greater part of from 1,500 to 2,000 filesinthe timber
branch.I

The expense of this work would be enormous, and, unless the
hon. gentleman has some specific object in incurring it, it
shows a want of regard to economy to move for such exten-
sive retui ns. fowever, as this information may be of im-
portance, if the hon. gentleman takes the responsibility of
moving for it, I shall not take the responsibility of refusing
it•

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, it is very difficult for us, who
do not know the contents of these papers, to judge what is
important and what is not. We have a system which we
believe to be unsuited to the condition of affairs, and to be at
any rate liable to very great abuse in its administration. I
am not now saying that it bas been abused, that is irre-
levant; but, certainly, a system by whieh the timber limite
of the North-West are to a large extent granted under
the discretion of the Government, is, the hon. gentleman
must admit, liable to abuse. The one security the public
have-I am afraiid Dot a very great security-is the full dis-
closure of what goes on,or as much as public records tell them.
We know that the public records do not tell us all that goes on,
do not tell us what we would like to know about these things,
do not tell us what might affect the decision of the .hon.
Miniters on these matters, but they give us some informa-
tion. As to the 1,500 or 2,000 files which the Secretary
says are to be copied, it will be observed that all the first
parts of this motion are for information which seems to be
absolutely necessary, at any rate-for schedules, a list of
names, a list of areas, a list of premiums, &c. There surely
can be no objection to granting that information unless it be
to save the expense of the clerks writing it. What involves
the clerical labor the hon. gentleman speaks of, I suppose
has reference to the latter part of the motion-for corres-
Sondence, &c-and it may be that some arrangement can

e made to mitigate the expense of that demand. But if it
is going to takc more than the whole Session to make the
return, it is quite clear that it will be impossible for any
hon. member to wade through it and ascertain what is in it.
I would, therefore, suggest the adjournment of the debate
until the return of my hou. friend from Huron .(Mr.
Cameron), in whose name I made the motion, and who will
consider, I have no doubt, whether it is possible for him to
reduce the voluminousness of the return. I may add, what
the hon, gentleman bas already been reminded of this Ses-
sion, that returns with reference to colonization companies,
land sales, and other North-West matters, ordered at the
commencement of last Session, have not yet been brought
down. The whole of last Session and the whole of the
recessehas been available for the preparation ofthese returns,
and1 hope the time bas been used, and that we may expect
these papers at a very early period. It is true, some ex-
pense is involved in giving the louse the various kinds of
information asked for, but it involves matters of enormous
magnitude pecuniarily, as well as important questions of
policy.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection to
this matter standing over. The hon. gentleman says truly
that tbe policy of iho (overnment. respecting the sale of
lands and the lea ing of timber limits may be subject to
Abuse. It is just because it maiy be liable to abuse, and
because I thiuk no abu. e bas occurred, that I at once
assented to the motion. The hon. gentleman having taken
the responsibility of moving for all these returns, I thonght
it my duty to call the attention of the House to the greut
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expense which their preparation would involve; but, under
the circumstances, I said I would not take the responsibility
of refusing the motion, feeling that the House should be
fully informed with respect to the administration of terri-
torial affairs in the North- West.

Mr. CASEY. , The right hon. gentleman is very strong
on the subject of expense; buL I am sure that the prepar-
ation of the return this resolution ealls for would not incur
any very serious expense. There are a large number of
extra clerks employed during the Session for the very
purpose of preparing these returns, and the bringing of
them down just depends upon how Laid these men are
worked." It would not involue any considerable expense if
the whole return were brought down; but even if it did, it
would be very little compared with the importance of having
the information. The right hon. leader of the Government
says very truly that members are often very inconsiderate
in moving for returns; but members have to work to a
certain extent in the dark. They do not know what infor-
mation is in the Department that they need, nnd they
have not always an opportunity to get that information
unless they have heard of somebody on the other side of the
House. The whole of this trouble arises from the vicious
system of not bringing down these returns as a matter of
course. All such information should be laid before the
Hlouse in the form of an annual report. In regard to ordi-
nary expenditure, in regard to the business of this House and
the different departments, we get returns in careful detail.
We get the details of every messenger's salary and every
small expenditure, but in regard to such transactions as
those which involve much greater interests and larger
sums we get no information unless we move for it, and in
moving for it we are to a great extent in the dark. We
ought to get information in detail with regard to the
management of timber licenses, Ciown Lands and coloniza-
tion companies as well as in regard to trade and navigation.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John) moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to.

HUDSON'S BAY.

Mr. DAWSON moved for a return of all information
obtained through reports from officers of the Government,
correspondence with the Imperial authorities, or otherwise,
in reference to the duration of the season of navigation at
ludson's Bay, showing, in so far as has been ascertained,

the dates at which the Straits are sufficiently open to admit
of the passage of steamers or sailing vessels, the soundings,
so far as taken, and the extent to which the Bay freezes
over, whether wholly or only to the distance of a few miles
from the shores; also, of all reports and documents bearing
on the probable resources of Hudson's Bay, showing
approximately the numbers and value of whales, seals,
walrusses and porpoises annually captured in its waters,
whether the rumors as to the abundance of codfish in
various parts of the bay have been authenticated, and what
rivers on its eastern coast are the best adapted for the
industry of salmon fishing; also, of all reports on the
mineral resources of the regions about Hudson's Bay and
the islands therein, showing where coal has been found and
in what sections the ores of iron, copper and lead, as well
as of the preýious metals, are known to occur; also, a map
of Hudson's Bay and Straits with all the latest
surveys set down thereon. Ie said: Though this appears to
be a very formidable motion, calling for so many
thi gs, it will be observed that I cal[ only for information.
I do not attribute much importance to bringing down
lengthy documents and all that sort of thing; but, I think,
a synopsis of the information contained in those documents
would be quite sufficient, and among so many able young1
men as there are in the Department of the Interior, I have

Sir JOMN A, MACDONALD.

no doubt some one could compile all the information required
in a very short time. About four years ago, the Department
issued a very interesting pamphlet on Hudson's Bay, giving
much valuable information. It would be well if some-
thing of the same kind were issued again. A great
deal of interest is now being attached to that inland sea,
from the fact that railways are projected in different parts
to reach it. It would be important to know in what season
vessels can enter the bay and how long the bay itself is
navigable. The information we have goes to show that it
is navigable for a very long period, fully six months at
least, but that the straits are sometimes blocked. It is the
straits that form the difficulty in going into the bay, but
when railways reach the bay this will be done away with.
Supposing that vessels were in the bay with people erigaged
in fishing or other industries, they might remain there to
winter, and in spring the bay would be accessible, and the
whale oil, seal oil, and the different articles of produce of the
bay, could be sent out by rail. Professor Bell, who was
employed by the Government to explore the bay, says:

Il I have a reeord of the principal phenomena of the seasons at Martin
Falls, on the Albany, extending through a period of fifty years. From
it I find that the river is open there on an average for six months of the
year. I have also a record of the date of the opening and closing of
Hayes River at York Factory, extending over more than fifty years,
from which it appears to enjoy an average of fully six months of open
water. The Nelson River is open for a longer periol. I think with
these facts before us we need not despair of successfully navigating
Hudson's Bay as far as the length of the season is concerned."

This is very important information. Further on he says:
"l Both bay and strait are remarkably free from rocks and shoals,

which might interfere with their free navigation. The groups of islands
near the east side of the bay are surrounded by deep water and a wide
channel leads up the centre of James' Bay. Fortunately the main body
of the bay, which is the portion likely to be hereafter frequented by
shipping, is entirely without shoals, reefs or islands. The depth is very
uniform over most of the bay, and nowhere does it present any great
irregularities. It averages about seventy fathoms of water throughout,
deepeninoe to 100 and upwards in approaching the outlet of Hudson's
Strait, while in the strait itself the soundings along the centre vary
from about 150 to upwards of 500 fathoms. The bottom appears te.
consist almost everywhere of boulder clay and mud. Near the shore a
stiff clay affording good holding ground for anchors is almost invariably
met with on both sides."

Prom all this it appears that the navigation oflHudson's Bay
is quite practicable as regards the bay itself, and that it is
open for no lqss than six months in the year. When these
railways are completed the resources of the bay will be avail-
able to this country at large, and it is very important we
should know what those resources are. We know that
sometimes vessels winter there in open water. We know
that whale fisheries are prosecuted there, that the porpoise
fisheries have been worked there for many years by the
Hudson's Bay Company, and that oil is exported in consider-
able quantities. Seals, and in the northern part walrusses,
are very abundant, and the seal oil and skins, and the ivory
of- the walrusses are very important articles of commerce.
It has also been pretty well ascertained that codfish are abun-
dant in Hudson's Bay. Were the railways completed to
the Bay a wide field would be opened to the enterprise
of the people of this Dominion accustomed to fishing,
of wh 'm we have a large population in the eastern part of
Quebec and in the Maritime Provinces. There can be no
doubt now, from the reports of Professor Bell and others,
that codfish abound in Hudson's Bay. Again, salmon are to
be found in all the rivers, except those in the south
of James' Bay, both on the east and west coasts of
Hudson's Bay. At certain seasons of the year with the ex-
ception I have mentioned, the rivers are alive with salmon.
It is said they are as abundant in many rivers as they are
in the rivers of British Columbia. It is easy to understand
what an opening this affords to establish a trade with the
Hudson's Bay, a trade which would come a-ross the land
through Ganada, and give employment to a great many of.
our people. It is not alone in fisheries that the resources of
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the bay are very considerable. I will read a short passage
from the report of Professor Bell in regard to its minerals
-a report taken from a work of his which was published
in England. IHe says :

" Minerals may, however, become in the future- the greatest of the
resources of the Hudseon's Bay. Little direct search has as yet been
made for the valuable minerals of these regions. I have, however, found
a large deposit of rich iron atone on the Mattagami River, inexhausti-
ble supplies of good manganiferous iron are on the Islands near the
east main coast, and promising quantities of galena around Richmond
Gulf, and also near Little Whale River, where a small amount had pre-
viously been known to exist. I have likewise noted traces of gold,
silver, molybdenum and copper. Lignite is met with on the Missinabe,
gypsum on the Moose, and petroleum bearing limestone on the Abittibi
River. Small quantities of anthracite, and varions ornamental stones
and rare minerals, have been met with in the course of my explorations.
Soapstone is abundant not far from Mosquito Bay, on the est side, and
iron pyrites between Churchill and Marble Island, on the west. Good
building stones, clays and limestone exist on both sides of the bay. A
cargo of mica is said to have been taken from Chesterfield Inlet to New
York, and valuable deposits of plumbago are reported to occur on the
north side of ludson'e Strait. Some capitalists have applied to the
Canadian Government for mining rights in the latter region.'

Now, Sir, here is a detail of mineral wealth which offers a
prospect of a vast trade arising with the iHudson's Bay
country in the future. On the banks of the Moose there has
been found lignite coal, and I believe coal of the carboniferous
period exists in the islands toward the north end of
the bay. It is, in fact, said to be found in unlimited
quantities. Again the mica which is referred to here is
said to be the very finest in the world. A specimen of it
was taken to New York where it was cut into sheets as
large as panes of glass, and as transparent. The plumbago,
which is referreci to, also seems to exist in very large
quantities. Now, Sir, when we have a sea like this, with
all these great resources, when we consider that these
resources from all that can be learned, are not very acces-
sible from the ocean, but which will be easy of access
from this country when railroads reach the bay, when we
consider the effect that this will have upon the Dominion
and the vast field for enterprise which it will open up, I
think that something should be dono towards not only
opening up and developing communication with the bay,
but to ascertain definitely what the resources are. We should
have further information on these subjects. I think a
survey might be made at a very small cost. The resources
of the bay are not confined to minerals and the fisheries,
but there are good agricultural lands very near Hudson's
Bay. The southern end of James' Bay is south of the
latitude of London, England. Professor Bell has stated, in
his report, that on the 23rd September, at Moose Factory,
he found the tobacco plant quite green and untouched by
frost. This, is not a climate where nothing can grow; I
believe there is a very good climate about James' Bay, and
on the rivers leading down to it there is a considerable

extent of good land, as well as a great deal of valuable
pine timber. Now, all this pine will become available
sooner or later. I may also say that there are immense
grassy flats on the banks of some of the rivers flowing
into James' Bay. On the Albany River for instance,
there are marshes extending for considerable dis-
tances in which a great amount of hay can be cut. The
Hudson's Bay Company have cut hay in these marshes
for a number of years and has supported large herds of
cattle with it. This feature of the country would evidently
be of great advantage to agriculturists going there ; and
the climate, as I have said, is not. unfavorable to farming
operations. I think, altogether, we should know something
more of this great inland sea, and that we should take
means to have a good survey made of it. Why, Sir, two
hundred years ago nearly as much was known of that sea
as there is now. Both the French and the English sent
their fleets there. The discussions on the boundary question
have brought all that early and very interesting history to
light. It is known that battles were fought there, that

T
large vessels-seventy-four gun frigates, I believe-have
navigated that sea, and it has a history whicb is very inter-
esting to both the French and English population of this
Dominion.

Mr. ROYAL. I rise with much pleasure to second the
motion of the hon. member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson). We
are not only neighbors in this House, but our constituencies
adjoin; in fact, I believe the hon. member should be known
as a member for one of the counties of Manitoba. The needs
of this large district are of the same nature as those of the
Province of Manitoba, and his interesting speech adds
another chapter to the record of the unlimited resources of
Manitoba and the Great North-West Territories. The
importance of this question cannot be over-rated. It has
attracted the attention of this Government for many years.
In 1876, 1 believe, Mr. Selwyn brought the subject under
the notice of mombers of the Dominion Government, and
recommended that a survey be made ol Hudson's Bay as
well as of the straits. In 1878, the hon. leader of the
Government included in his Report of the Department of
the Interior, a report by Dr. Bell on the subject, and it is
within the memory of a considerable number of hon.
membere of this House, that during the debate which took
p lace when the Bill for the construction of the Canadian
PacificfRailway was under discussion, several hon. members
maintained that the opening of communication between
England and the North-West Territory, by Hudson's Bay,
was one of the principal means of preventing a monopoly
by that railway. Later, the hon. member for Algoma again
drew the attention of the House to this important matter.
This question has also awakened interest in England, and,
with the permission 1of the louse, I will read an extract
from an address delivered by Sir J. H. Lefroy, President of
the Geographical Section of the British Association, at the
Swansea meeting in 1880. That gentleman said:

SHfludson's Bay itself cannot fail at no distant day to challenge more
attention. Dr. Bell reports that the land is rising at the rate of five to
ten feet in a century, that is, possibly, an inch a year. Not, however
on this account wili the hydrographer notice it; but because the natural
seaports of that vast interior, now thrown open to settlement,
Keewatin, Manitoba, and other Provinces unborn, must be sought there.
York Factory, which is nearer Liverpool than New York has been
happily called by Professor H. Y. Rnd, the Archangel of the *est. The
mouth of the Churchill, however, although somewhat further north,
offers far superior natural advantages, and may more fitly challenge this
title. It will undoubtedly be the tuture shipping port for the agricultutial
products of the vast North-West Territory, and the route by which
immigrants will enter the country."

It will be useless for me to dwell at length upon the import-
ance of the question. Not only will the North-West Terri-
tories attract the attention of the world by their unlimited
agricultural resources, but at no distant period we may
predict, a new Maritime Province will spring up in our
system of Confederation. The opening up of a route from
the North-West Territories to England vid Hudson's Bay,
will save all the distance between Montreal and Winnipeg,
the distance between New York being, of course, still greater.
This great saving in distance represents an important
economy in time and money, that is to say in freight and
passenger rates ; and if the products of the North-West
Territories could only be shipped to Europe vid Ontario and
Quebec, it is evident the greater portion of them would be
consumed on that long land carriage; but by having this
port on Hudson's Bay, the capability of which is now
demonstrated, we will have a distance of about 1,200 or
1,300 miles as compared with the rate by Montreal,
and about 1,700 as compared with that by New York;
in fact, the farming lands of the North-West will be placed,
so far as a seaport is concerned, in as advantageous a position
as farming lands west of -Toronto occupy at the present
time. In view of the advantages to be derived from the
establishment of that communication, the subject possesses
importance from a national point of view. As regards
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immigration, this route will have the great advantage of
avoiding the long land carriage, and more especially the
transit through the United States. On the success of our
immigration depends the future prosperity of the North-
West. It is well known that emigrants coming from
Europe are, to a certain extent, sifted while passing through
the United States, and it is only those- possessing great
energy and capital who push through the States of the
Union and reach the North-West and settle there. By
having a direct sea communication with England emigrants
would be able to reach our shores without passing
through foreign territory, and being subjected to the
temptations of agents. The people of Manitoba are fully
alive te the importance Of this inatter. This Parliament
has already chartered two railway companies to place the
farming lands of the North-West and Hudson's Bay in
direct communicatior. The chief engineer of one of the
railway companies made a survey last year and reported
that no considerable engineering difiiculties existed in the
way of constructing a line between Winnipeg and any point
in Manitoba and the shores of Hludson's Bay. With the
construction of these railways, with the surveys that the
Doôinion Government are asked to make, with the atten-
tiot which this question is attracting in England, I believe
the day is not far distant when, in speaking of the great
North-West Territory, we will speak not only of its agricul-
tural resources, but also of the unlimited wealth that
abounds in its waters and especially in the inlands seas that
indent its shores; and I believe that, in the completion of the
Pacifia Railway and the establishment of the Hudson's Bay
route, there is a brilliant prospect for the future destinies of
Canada.

Mr. DAWSON. I may mention with respect to the
resourcos of ludson's Bay, that I have a return showing
that the annual value of the catch of the American
whaling fleet in Hudson's Bay, for some years, was as fol-
lows: In 1863, $177,000; in 1864, $427,000; in 1865, $238,000;
and, in 1866, $200,000. Why, Sir, you have in these four
years no less than nearly $1,000,000 as the value of the ex-
ports; and this only relates to a portion of the products of
that region. This shows what we might look for in the
future in the event of improved communication with that
great sea being opened up.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD). I am vcry glad that my
hon. friend has moved in this iatter, and I am sure that the
House has listened with great interest to bis speech on Ihis
subject. It bas not escaped the attention of the Government
that there is, in the future, a great prospect of wealth and
prosperity being created in connection with thefisheries and
minerai resources of Hludson's Bay. I do not know that
there is any precise information to be found in our
Archives as yet in this regard; but any and every infor-i
mation in this relation at the disposal of the Government,
in any of the Departments, will be at the disposai of the
hon. gentleman and of this House. There are three rail-
ways now procuring Acts of incorporation for the purpose«
of connecting older Canada with Hudson's Bay: two te
Hudson's Bay proper, and one from a point on Lake1
Superior to Hludson's Bay. These projects are in e
bande of gentlemen whose names are guarantees of re-1
pectability and wealth, and of enterprise; and the ques-4
tion-and of course the great question of all-at issuei
as to is the navigation of Hudson's Bay and Straits.1
I may say, that, at this moment, there are unofficial1
communications passing between Sir Alexander Galt and1
the Admira'ty, for the purpose of ascertaining whetheri
the Admiralty will be willing to enter into some joint(
arrangement with Canada for, the survey of Hudson's1
Bay and Straits, by putting on this work a vessel fitted out
for navigation in the Aretic seas, and arranged te undergo 1
ail the casualties to whieh arctic voyagers and ships are-

Mr, RontL.

liable ; sending her to cruise about in Hudson's Bay and
straits, and in the waters approaching the straits, for the
purpose of ascertaining beyond doubt the length of time,
during which there is a probability every season of these
straite and ludson's Bay being open to navigation. I think
it is not at all improbable-in fact, I have some reason to
believe that it is probable-that the Admiralty and
ler Majesty Government will be prepared to aid in
accomplishing this object, either by furnishing a
vessel, or by contributing to the expense of such a
survey. I suppose, at all events, that this will be the
case. The information requested will be brought down. I
would, however, ask my hon. friend to be kind enough to
communicate with the Departments, both of Fisheries and
the Interior, in order to point out the exact information
which he would like to get, as he says, truly, it would be
inexpedient to make mere copies of reports, some of which
are important and some unimportant; but information
which would be useful to the House should be extracted from
them. I do not say that there is very much information
on this subject in our possession-obtained since what we had
was laid before the Committee which sat in 1878; but we
bave some fresh information pertinent to this matter, and
this will be furnished.

Motion agreed to.

EXTENSION OF THE WHARF AT ST. JEAN PORT
JOLI.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) moved for copies of all
correspondence relating to the construction of the exten-
sion of the wharf at St. Jean Port Joli, County of L'Islet,
together with offers made for superintending the works; of
appointments, if any; of plans and specifications; of ten-
ders asked for and received, if any; for materials and con-
struction, the whole from the date of the vote to thpt effect
at the last Session of Parliament. He said: iMr. Speaker,
my object in making this motion is to find out the reason
why the Government have not thought proper to spend the
sums voted at last Session for the extension of that wharf.
I say that if the Government have thought fit to discontinue
the works they had commenced, we are entitled to know
the reason. It is very important for the people of the
neighborhood to know why the Gevernment have decided
to give up the works, which the former were prepared to
execute, for the most part, at their own expense. The
present wharf is altogether inadequate to the requirements
of the inhabitants of that place, and I am convinced that if
the hon. the Minister of Public Works (Sir lector Lange-
vin) were to visit the spot, he would easily convince him-
self of the-necessity of the works asked for. Although the
Government have for the last two or three Sessions been
aeked to make those improvements, it was only on the ove
of the last General Elections that the sum of $4,700 was
placed in the Estimates and voted by the louse for those
works. It was but on theo eve of the Elections, also, that
the Government seemed disposed to ask for tenders for the
stone and for the construction of the wharf. A large num-
ber of the inhabitants would then have been happy to supply
the stone required for these works, which they could have
taken off their farms, thereby giving them the opportunity
of helping in the construction of the works and of improv-
ing their property. They have been kept in the hope that
these works would be executed until the eve of the Elec-
tions; but since, nay, even from the day following the
Elections, nothing more has been heard about these work
nor of the timber ,r eartage of the stone required. Ti >
electors wish to know the reason why the Government
have discontinued works so urgently required. I do not
see much difficulty in obtaining the papers asked for, as
they are already before the louse ; but what I des*a above
all is that the Government shall declare why they have noi
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employed the sum voted at last Session for those improve-
ments. It may be impossible to improve that wharf; but
in such a case the electors are interested in knowing why
the Government have not done the work and satisfied the
legitimate expectations of the people of that place.

Motion agreed to.

SUCCESSOR TO HIS EXCELLENCY.

Mr. HESSON, in moving for copies of any correspondence
r hat may have passed between His Excellency and the Home

overnment, in reference to the selection of a successor to
IIis Excellency in the high position of Governor General

h ich he now so worthily fills to the entire satisfaction and
adiiration of the people of Canada, said: It is not my good
fortune to know personally the distinguished statesman who
preceded His Excellency in the office of Governor General-
I refer to Lord Dufferin; but I believe the hon. members of
this louse and the country will join with me in saying that
Lord Lorne bas discharged the high duties which devolved
upon lim, in administrating the affairs of this country, to
the satisfaction and admiration of all Canadians. Parting,
therefore, as we probably soon will be called upon to part
from His Excellency and His Royal Bride the Princess
Louise - whose absence from Canada we so much deplore,
especiallv by reason of the circumstance that that absence
is caus-ed by ill-health -we may be pardoned if we express
some littie anxiety as to who the next Governor General
of Canada will be. lon. gentlemen will have seen
no doubt that a section of the press of Canada has
pointcd to a distinguished gentleman in this House
ai the probable successor to His Excellency. The
ho. gentleman t> whom 1 refer, as no doubt every hon.
m~ber knows, is the right hon. Sir John A. Mac-

uni. But whist it would give much pride and satisfac-
tion to the members of this louse, as well as te the Canadian
people, to know that Her Majesty would again mark with
IIer Royal and distinguished favor this excellent gentleman,
rtil! it is too great a sacrifice for the Conservative party
which he so ably leads-too great a sacrifice for the country
which he has so ably and faithfully served for so long a
period, to part with him from active political life at present.
I hope, therefore, that these rumors are not true; I hope
that there is really no such expcetation, even on the part
of our worthy friends on the other side of the House, who,
I believe, would willingly relegate hini to that or any
other position that would get rid of him as leader of the
great Conservative party. The Conservative party knows
his services too well-they value them too highly-to feel
very much gratified at even so distinguished a mark of
Royal favor as would be conferred upon Canada by elevating
him to such a high position. It is somewhat doubtful, Sir,
whether the newspapers to which I refer-and i refer, of
course, to that portion of the press of Canada which is under
th e control of hon. gentlemen opposite-would be willing to
take back al] they have said in the past of the hon. leader of
the Government, as to his being untrue to the interests of
Ontario, untruô to the interests of Canada, and accept him
as Our future Governor General without making some very
wry faces, if I may be allowed to use the expression. I
think that if they are willing to get rid of that hon. gentle-
man now it would be in the hope that lie would not have a
successor to lead the Conservative party so admirably as the
bon. gentleman has led it. I move for the papers out of no
idle curiosity, because it is a matter of great moment to the
people of Canada to know who will bu their next Governor
Gleneral. I trust ie papers will not be so voluminous as to
entail aniy great expense or delay in preparation, and I trust
they will be laid beforo us at an early day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no correspon-
dence at the disposal of the Government on this subject,
which can be brought down. If there be any correspon-

9

dence between His Excellency and the Imperial Govern-
ment it will be with him as an Imperial oficer, and with
that correspondence we have no concern and over it we
have no control. I have no doubt that the country and
this Parliament will accept any successor that 11er Majesty
may be graciously pleased to send, when we are unfor-
tunate enough to lose the presence among us of the illus-
trious nobleman who now represents the Queen in Canada.
As to what my hon. friend bas said about myself-well, I
have no aspirations, and even if I had any aspirations, there
is not the most remote chance of their being satisfied or
fulfilled. I am condemned to the grateful and onterous
duty of leading the Conservative party; and, I think, as long
as I am in public life, I shall most likely hold that position,
whether on this side of the House or on the other is as the
people may determine. I think I have pledged myself to
the House to move the readjustment, in 1892, of the con-
stituencies in Ontario, and as my hon. friends opposite
are very anxious always that I shall carry out my
pledges, I shall carry out that pledge; and if 1 bring
down a gerrymandering measure in 1892, of course
that would prevent me being an aspirant for the
position of Governor General of Canada. Speaking
seriously, however, that subject has been discusscd
in the press, and my name has appeared in the newspapers
-I believe, in the first place, instigated by the correspon-
dent of one of the New York papers-and the press of
Canada have taken up the discussion, during the summer
season, when there was little else to discuss. That subjeet
was fully aired before the time of Confederation; and one
of the great advartages we have in Canada, is the advantago
wc get froin the Mother Country, that as the Queenî in
England stands far above party, holds the balance betwevn
parties, and carries out the constitutional principle of
choosing ber advisers fron the peuple thrîough meir
representatives, so we have that saine advantage in Candia
of having a representative of the Sovereig hiere, sianliig
above and aloof from all parties and holding the balance
between thoem. I think it would be the greatest misfortune
-as I expressed iL in 1865, 1866 and 1867-should any
alteration in that system take place. I should look upon it
as proof, and no uncertain proof, that England was not very
anxious to continue the connection between Canada and the
Mother Country were she to give up the selection of the
representative of the Sovereign to corne hore as our
Governor General, who would be quite aloof froni ail
parties and who would belong to neither party. 11 is
in this respect that I think we have a great advantage
over the constitution of the United States. The President
is elected every four years, and ho is the subjeet of some
very energetie writing againsi him during the time he ih a
candidate. When lhe is elected, ho is the head of aà party,
instead of being the head of a nation; and every act of' ls
Government is always liable to censure, and lhe is, as a
matter of course, censured by the Opposition of the day --
by those who have not been successful in carrying their
candidate. I say it would be a very great iisfortune, in
my opinion, should the present system be allcre. I am
glad to believe that there is not the slightest chance of any
such change taking place; I am glad to blicve that
the sense of the importance of the connection between
the Mother Country and the colonies is increasing every
day and every year in Englaud ; and that vith our growing
importance, our growing wealth, our growing piuonIî1 ini
the world as an auxiliary nation, the desire to retai Caanada
as one ofthe brightest jewels in lier Majesty'sCrown, will
go on increasing as it has donc in the last few years. I a
exceedingly obliged to my hon. friend for his kindly rernarks
respecting myself; but, after this explanation, I hope my
hon. friend will withdraw the motion, as there are really no
papers or correspondence on the subject.

Motion withdrawn.

1883. 65
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MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

The following Motions for Returns wet e severally agreed
to:-

Copies of the returns, annual and monthly, made by the
Banque de St. Jean, since 1875, to the Government; also for
copies of the certificates granted by the Treasury Board to
the said Bank on going into operation.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

Return of all claims presented for drawbacks on goods
manufactured for export since March 2nd, 1882, showing
the name of all applicants, their places of business, the
articles on which the drawback was claimed, and the amount
of each claim, distinguishing between the claims which have
been allowed and those which have been disallowed and
those under consideration and not yet decided, and giving the
reason for such disallowance; also, copies of all regulations
made by the Department with reference to such claims,
together with a copy of one allowed claim and the sworn
declaration thereto of each exporter of boilers, machinery,
sewing machines, or other manufactures of iron.-(Mr.
Paterson, Brant.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 5:50 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS,
TruasnAY, 22nd February, 1883.

The Speaker took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORTS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented, pursuant to a Reso-
lution of the House of the 20th February, 1882, a report
giving full information on all subjects affecting the Canadian
Pacific Railway, up to the latest date, and particularly all
details as to:

1. The selection of the route; 2. The progress of the work: 3. The
selection or reservation of land; 4. The payment of money; 5. The
laying out of branches; 6. The progress thereon; 7. The rates of tols
for passengers and freight; 8. The particulars required by the Consoli-
dated Railway Act and amendments thereto, up to the end of the pre-
vious fiscal year; 9. Like particulars up to the latest practicable date
before the presentation of the return; 10. Copies of all Orders in
Council and of ail correspondence between the Government and the
.railway company, or any member or officer of either, relating to the
affaira of the company.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY presented, pursuant to a Reso-
lution of the louse of the 20th February, 1882, a report of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, in account with the Govern-
ment of Canada, viz.: -Rails Advance Account, Land Grant
Bond Account, Current Account and Subsidy Account; also,
a Memorandum as to substitution of Canadian Pacifie
Railway of Credit Valley Stock for 81,000,000 cash deposit,
and a Schedule of Correspondence as to Canadian Pacifie
Land Grant Bonds.

BRANCH PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND RAILWAY.

Mr. HACKETT enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to build this year the branch railway from
Cape Traverse to the main line of the Prince Edward
Island Railway, for which a sum of money was voted at the
last Session of Parliament?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is the intention of the
Government to proceed with the work in the spring.

Sir JOHN A. MA030NALD.

FRAUDS IN RELATION TO PUBLIC CONTRACTS.
On the order for the second reading of Bill (No. 5) for

the better prevention of fraud in relation to contracts involv-
ing the expenditure of public moneys (Mr. Casgrain), being
read,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House is very thin, and
I would ask my hon. friend to allow this Bill to stand over.
We will give him plenty of opportunity to bring it forward.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I shall be very glad to aecommodate
My hon. friend, the more so because on one occasion he did
not accommodate me.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will turn over a new
leaf.

Order allowed to stand.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

The following Motion for a Return was agreed to:-
Copies of the judgments in the case of Russell and the

Queen in the Supreme Court of Canada and the Pri-vy
Couneil, and of the judgments in any Provincial Courts of
inferior jurisdiction, or in the Supreme Court of Canada, in
all cases raising the question of the right of a Provincial
Legislature to pass laws affecting, regulating or restraining
the number or character of persons licensed to sell intoxi-
cating liquors, or the times of such sale.-(Mr. Blake.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 3:45 o'clock p.m.) the flouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRIDAY, 23rd February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY'S MEHO-
RANDUM.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a merr orandum of the
progress of the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
fio said: I received this after the return which I laid on
the Table of the House yesterday. It contains the report
from the Secretary of the Canadian Pacifie Railway of the
progress of the work, and I would like to have it printed
with the papers laid on the Table yesterday. My attention
has been called to the terms of the Resolution, and on
Monday I expect to lay on the Table of the House a report
containing full- information on the subject.

Mr. BLAKE. I purposed calling attention to some of
the facts in the existing returns, as far as they went, that
any deficiencies not contemplated might be guarded against
in the complete report.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Department of Marine and Fisheries,
being for the fiscal year ended 30th June, 1882.-(Mr.
McLelan.)

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. BEATY moved that the time for presenting petitions
for Private Bills be extended to Monday the 12th day of
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March next, in accordance with the recommendation from
the Select Committee on Standing Orders.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced, and rea
the first time:-

Bill (No. 26) to incorporate a Company under the nam
of "]H. R. Ra'thbun and Sons."-(Mr. White, Hastings.

Bill (No. 27) to amend an Act to incorporate the Ontari
and Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. Wells.)

Bill (No. 28) to continue an Act to incorporate sundr3
persons by the name of the President, Directors and Com
pany, of the Farmers' Bank of Ontario.-(Mr. Davies.)

Bill (No. 29) to incorporate the Bank of London, ir
Canada.-(Mr. Dawson.)

UNPROTECTED APERTURES IN THE ICE OF
NAVIGABLE WATERS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), in introducing Bil
(No. 30) to amend the Criminal Law so as to declare it
misdemeanor to leave unprotected holes, openings or aper
tures, made in the ice of any navigable water, said : The
object of the law is to protect the public against the acci-
dents that are continually occurring on the inland waters of
the Dominion. There is no law now which gives any juris
diction over the inland waters where ice is formed upon
them. When parties are harvesting ice there is no law to
provent them leaving the holes open, and the consequence
is that in the winter season there are many serions accidents,
some of them attended with great loss of life.

Bill read the first time.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. CARON, in introducing Bill (No. 31) to consolidate
and amend the laws affecting the Militia of Canada, said;
I may state that the object of this Bill is the consolidation
and amendment of the laws affecting the Militia of Canada,
together with the addition of certain changes which have
been rendered necessary from the altered condition of the
country and of the force. On the second reading of the
Bill, when it is printed, I shall have the honor ofexplaining
fully the amendments, which I trust will meet the approba-
tion of the House,

Bill read the first time.

RETURNS CONCERNING THE CANADIAN PACIFIC
RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAK E. Before the Orders are called, I desire the
attention of the hon. Minister of Railways to make an ob-
servation with reference to the papers which were brought
down in answer to a Resolution of last Session. The hon.
gentleman has already informed the House that it is pro-
posed to supplement these returns of papers by a report,
which, of course, is satisfactory so far as it goes, because
the Resolution indicating that the report would give a state-
ment of all the partieulars and correspondence, was simply
an indication of the maker upon which the report was based.
Then, with reference to the report, as to the correspondence
concerning the selection of the route, I observe that, on the
Sault Ste. Marie Branch, the letters which were sent in con-
tain a reference to plans and profiles, but they have not been
brought down. It is impossible to understand their correct-
ness without that plan and profile. I observe also that the
letter states the intention to place a large amount of
material on the contract west of Algoma Mills, and east of
Prince Arthur's Landing in the fall, and that there is nothing
more in the shape of correspondence brought down. That

m indicates that the Company have contracted the entire por-
tion of the road from the eastern section to Algoma Mills,
with the exception of a small piece which I understand pro-
perly belongs to that section, the two miles from Prince
Arthur's Landing to Current River. The newspapers say a
good deal o work has been done, and that contracts have

d been let for other portions of the road. There is a statement
in that branch of the return of correspondence with reference

e to the fixing of Callander Station at a certain point 120 miles
) west of Pembroke, but there is nothing to indicate it on the
o map as compared with the place where CallanderStation was

supposed to be before this time. An application is made to
y approve of the line from Swift Current to the South Saskat-

chewan, on November 26th, 1882, and the approval is made
by the Engineer of the line that it can be located through

n Kicking Horse Pass. There is an application on the 15th
September, for the approval of a line through Kicking
Horse Pass, but there doos not appear, by the correspon-
dence, to have been any action taken on that application.
I presume some action has been taken on that application
between that time and now. As to the progress of the

Il work: on 26th August there is a letter from the Secretary
a of the Company promising that on the return of the consult-
- ing Engineer, who is at present on the eastern section, a

full report will be given as to the progress of the work.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is contained in the
f report now on the Table. It was received only yesterday.

Mr. BLAKE. That answers, although perhaps a little
late, that demand. Will the hon. gentleman say whether
that includes the figures over the whole road?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The entire year's operation;
everything up to the present time.

Mr. BLAKE. The Resolution also called for a report
with respect to the selection or reservation of land.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That memorandum will come
through the Department of the Interior, and will be
embodied in the report.

Mr. BLAKE. That covers the great land grant question.
So that is to come in yet ?

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. There is no correspondence with respect

to the laying out of branches, with the exception of a very
brief correspondence as to the arrangement to be made
with the town of Emerson. There was brought down, last
Session,'a letter from the Company, in which they intimated
their willingness to build a very extensive mileage of
branches in the North-West, and gave the general direction

<of the branch lines, althougli they did not absolutely locate
them on the ground, I assume there has been further
correspondence indicating whether they will be prosecuted
or abandoned; but such does not appear in these papers.
The Resolution called for a statement of the rates of tolls
for passengers and freight, but nothing as to that is brought
down yet. The Resolution called for the particulars required
by the Consolidated Railway Act, and amendments thereto,
up to the end of the previous fiscal year i but there is
nothing of that in the papers brought down.

Sir CHARLES.TUPPER. If the hon, gentleman will
be kind enough to give me a memorandum of the points
respecting which information is desired, I will endeavor to
obtain it.

Mr. BLAKE. I will send it across the floor.

RECIPROCITY NEGOTIATIONS.

Mr. HOMER enquired, Whether any action has been
taken for the purpose of negotiating a Reciprocity Treaty
between the Dominion of Canada and the Hawaiiau
Islands ?

1883.
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Mr. LANGEVIN. There bas been no action taken on
this matter.

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITII SABLE
ISLAND.

Mr. PAINT enquired, When telegraphic communi-
eation will be established between Nova Scotia and Sable
Lland ?

Mr. LANGEVIN. This matter is now under the con-
sideration of my Department.

GULF TELEGRAPII LINE.
Mr.PAINT enquired,Whether the great benefits conferred

on the fishermen and shipping interest in the Gulf of St.
Lawrence by the daily reports furnished by the Govern-
ment coast line telegraph, shall be in like manner ex-
iended to the shores of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and
Cape Breton as first contemplated, and when ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When the Estimates are
brought down, we will be able to state to the bon. gentle.
man whether the Government can make provision for that
expenditure this year or not. The matter is now under

BREAKWAIER AT BLANDFORD, N. S.

Mr. REEFLER enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to make provision in the Estimates
durig this Session for the extension of the breakwater at
i Odi , in. tie counity of Lunenburg?

Sir ECTOR L ANGEYIN. I have the honor to inform
the bon, gentleman that there is no information about this
work in the Department.

STEAM COMMUNICATION BETWEEN PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND AND THE MAIN LAND.

Mr. JENKINS moved the appointment of a Select Com-
mittee to consider the question of steam communication
between Priice Edward Island and the main land in winter
and >ummer, with power to send for persons, papers and
records; aid Committee to consist of Messrs. lackett, Mc-
Iniyre, Wooi (Westmoreland), McIsaacand the mover. He

1 1: I would not have considered it necessary to occupy the
tteni-on of the House on this subject, except for the fact

ibat when it was up for discussion on Monday night some
in. mber expressed opinions adverse to the appoint-

ment of a Committee. They seemed to think that there
was nothing to enquire about, and that the appointment of
a Committee would lead to delay. I may say I have given
the subject a great deal of consideration. So long ago as
1867 I made it a subject of a motion in the Local Legisla-
turc of the Island, and since that time I have paid a good
deal of attention to it; but I must confess that I feel that I
am not in possession of sufficient information to give a posi-
tive opinion on it, and I find, in conversation with others,
that those who know the least about the matter are most
inclined to give a positive and dogmatic opinion as to the
impossibility of winter communication.1I consider the
question is one surrounded with diffieulties. Not only are
the Government not in possession of sufficient information
to warrant them in making a large expenditure of public
money on this service, but there are also other difficulties.
The different sections and different districts of the Island
all seomn to think they have a right to have the steamer ply
belween their point of communication and the main land.
Those sectional jealousies and conflicting interests have to
be dealt with, and the jealousies will be allayed, and the con-
ilieting interests reconciled by the appointment of this
Con mittee, because it is essentially representative, each
county in the Island having a member on it, and the Pro-

Mr. IOMEterR.

vinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia having also a
member each. I think, therefore, that the labors of this
Committee are likely, not only to acquire information which
will be valuable to the Government, and enable them to take
action in this matter, but that they will also allay sectional
jealousies and remove difficulties of this kind. Now,
Sir, it is very easy to say that no vessel can be built
to cross the Straits of Prince Edward Island and the main
land in winter. I allow that no such vessel has ever been
built, but I consider that this is an age of progress, and I
consider it quite possible that it can be built. It will be in
the memory, I dare say, of some hon. inembers of the
House, that when the question of ocean steam navigation
was discussed some years ago, a former Lord Derby-the
grandfather, I believe, of the present Miniter for the
Colonies-said that no steamer would ever cross the Atlantie.
I believe that persons who have just as firm faith in the
impossibility of the winter navigation of the straits, have
as little basis for their opinions; and I am quite sure that
this question will be satisfactorily solved, and I think that
the appointment of this Committee will prove to be the first
step towards its solution. With regard to the delay, it
must be remembered that the Steam Navigation Com-
pany of Prince Edward Island had their con-
tract extended for two years, and until that period
expires there can be no change made, as far as steam
cômmunication is crncerned; but on the first opportunity
that presents itself an improvement should be made. I
think that the Steam Navigation Company of Prince Edward
Island have done very good service. It is the fashion
rather te grumble about and to abuse that company, but I
think that when we look back and remember ihat this
company has earried mails and passengers for nearly
twenty years, with very few casualties, it witl be adrnitted
that they deserve some credit instead of abuse. During
the last few years there has been a great expansion in our
trade with the neighboring Provinces, owing, as I believe,
and as I think most hon. members believe, to the National
Policy ; the mining and manufacturing interests of New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia have increased to sueh an
extent, that they have taken a very large portion of our
produce, and on that account the resources of the
Steam Navigation Company have not been suffi-
cient, during this last year, to carry all
our produce to those Provinces ; se much has trade in
that direction, owing to the increased necessities of those
Provinces, due te the growth of their mining and manu.
facturing interests, extended. Now, Sir, I believe that this
company ought to put a third good boat on that route
during next season, in order that they may be able to keep
trade clear. I think, Sir, that this House will agree that
the selection of this Committee is the first step towards the
solution of this question, which is of such very great
importance to the people of Prince Edward Island.

Mr. DAVIES. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry, for several
reasons, that my hon. colleague has thougât it consistent
with his duty to make this motion on this occasion, and
because I know and believe-or would rather believe-that
he is thoroughly sincere in his advocacy of this question.
I am further sorry, because I think that it will merely
lead to delay, and can do no possible good. I know
that my hon. colleague has a strong desire to
make motions referring all sorts of matters to Committeesi
for that was his course when I occupied a seat with him
in the Local Legislature ; whenever any question then
came up, my hon. friend would move its reference to a
Committee, and I never saw any good cone ou. of
it. I am perfectly sure that no good will come of this
reference, and for this reason: because the Government
have already taken steps in this matter. In the year'1878
they appointed a competent man, Mr. McLeod, a Civil

68



COMMONS DEBATES-

Engineer, to go to the Island, and to the neighboring shore
of New Brunswick, and to examine witnesses who had any
special knowledge with reference to this subject.
Mr. McLeod went there and made a thorough
survey of the Prince Edward Island coast for some sixteen
miles. He also made similar surveys on the coast of New
Brunswick, and examined a large number of witnesses,
residents of New Brunswick, and also of Prince Edward
Island. Those witnesses who had had very long experience
in winter navigation were competent to give opinions which
would lead to the solution of this diffcult question. Mr.
McLeod embodied the result of this evidence in a repart
which he sent te the Government of the day, and which
my hon. friend will find in the Sessional Papers of 1879.
In that report ho sums up the difficulties attending the
settlement of (bis question, and states the manner in
wbich it may be solved very well. That report
is before the Government, and I am quite sure
that the recommendations are of such a character that no
reasonable and sensible man can easily object to them.
There aie two sides to the understanding of all the questions
relating to the provision of continuous steam communication
between Prince Edward Island and the main land, and it is
manifest that many difficulties exist. There was a time, I
:cknowledge, when it was believed practicable to bave

ntam navigation all through the winter between the Capes
on t heiland and the main land, but owing to the experience
wbich we have obtained on this subject, I venture to say
that this opinion eau no longer be reasonably entertained.
What is the Committee going to do? Whom are they

ing to examine? What new information can tbey ob-
i iî,?I can see ne benefit to be secured from their labors.

P'crsons who have had an experience of twenty-three years in
this matter have already placed their opinions on record,
in the report above referred to, and what other views of
value can be obtained in the Provinces of New Brunswick,
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island? Of course, I am
aware that it is of no use to do more than protest against
this proceeding. What botter information can be given in
1his regard than can be got from the captain of the
?Yorthern Light and her officers, who, I believe, have
remained in charge of the vessel since she was first placod
on the route some eiglht years ago? I cannot see what my
hou. friend expects to do by means of a Committee. le
,bould point out ihe line of action which ho proposes to
tLak, and state what witnesses ho is going to examine, and
tie object ho inei to effect. The steam communica-
tion between th Island and the main land, as
it at present exists, is kept up by means of boats. We all
know ihat we must have coutinuous steam communication,
if this can possi bly be secured; and I judge that it would
be more satis4actory if my friend would ask the Govern-
rent whether they propose, in the future, to take stops
towards the construction of another vessel, which would
act inu conjunction with, or take the place of the Northern
Light-a larger vessel, free from the defects, if possible,
whil have been ascertained to exist in the Northern
Liyht, during the experience of the last eight years.
We know that a ship can be built suitable for that ,ervice if
tendcîrs were called for; and I would strongly urge upon my
hon. colleague that, instead of wasting the time of the
House and the money of the country on this Committee,
which eau result in nothing but delay, ho should exort his
influence with the influence of the other gentlemen from
the Island on the same side of politics as himself ta
induce the Government to take immediate steps in this
connti'(ion. I beg to say that I fully endorse every word
that the hon. gentleman bas said with reference to the
manner in which the Steam Navigation Company of
Prince Edward Island has carried out its contract. It
is a capital company, it does its work well; and wbat
I said the other day was not intended in any way as a

complaint of the manner in which it has carried out the
contract. What I do say is that in extending the contract,
if the hon. Minister has done so, provision should be made,
by the granting of an additional subsidy, to compel the
company to put on a boat in the autumn months of theyear,
so that the harbors of Charlottetown and Summerside
might be kept open a few weeks later than at present. The
hon. Minister could confer no greater boon on those two
cities and the counties in which they are situated, than by
providing a boat which will keep up the navigation three
or four wocks later in the fall. As to building another boat,
in addition to the Northern Light, that must be done unless
the M inistry determine that the Terms of the Union shall
not be carried out at al. It is well known that the
Northern Light cannot perform her work the whole of this
winter, and unless a new boat be provided, there will be
none at all next winter. I should have contented myself
with these remarks had not the hon. gentleman gone on to
attribute the increase in the exports and the general volume
of trade on the Island to the National Policy. This is not
the occasion, or the time, to discuss the effects of the National
Policy upon the Province of Prince Edward Island, but
lamentable as the effects of that Policy have been on that
unfortunate Province, it is still more lamentable to find an
hon.gentleman standing up in this House and endeavoring
to mislead Parliament and the country as to those effects. It
is a matter of notoriety that whatever may have been
the effects of the National Policy in other parts of
the Dominion, it has produced nothing but ruin there.
It is well known to the bon. gentleman that ever since the
National Policy was introduced a result directly traceable
to its operations is that the value of real estate bas fallen
in the towns of the Island over 50 per cent., and in the rural
districts over 25 per cent. It is a matter of public notoriety
that the young men of the ltland have been leaving it in
swarms-not in scores, but in hundreds-that the country is
being deprived of its bone and sinew because its young
men cannot find a livelihood there. But we have in this
House, in the presence of the hon. member for Prince County
(Mr. Hackett), a living example of the exodus that is
taking place from the Island. Even that hon. gentleman
bas left bis Pr)vine., wherc he has lived so long, in the hope
of bettering himelf elsewhero. I do not blame him for
going abroad to improve bis position, but I do blame him,
after turning hi.s back on bis country, for endeavoring to
mislead the HIouse by saying that prosperity reigns in
Prince Edward Island, when be must know that the very
opposite is the case. As to our export trade, to which ho
has referred. I shall be very glad if ourexports to the neigh-
boring Provinces have increased ; but I wish to point out
thati the ieasons we have exported more to New Brunswick
last ycar thau forimerly, were two or three in number. In the
first place, we were formerly the owners of a large amount
of shipping, and that shipping used to be profitably
employed in the carrying trade between Great Britain and
the Island. The quantity of goods we imported offered a
fair freight to the Island, and the oats and barley which
we exported gave profitable return freights. I would liko
to ask the bon. gentleman what bas become of that shipping.
We had an iron steamer which traded from the Island, but
although it enjoyed a subsidy of some $15,000 from the
Government-and I have the misfortune to be one of the
company myself-this policy, by compelling us to purchase
our goods where we could not purchase them so ceaply or
so profitably, bas ob'iged us to sell the steamer at half its
cost, be)cause it had nothing to do. If the hon. gentleman
will tuin to the stati.tics whieb wére laid on the Table of
this liouse the otber day, lie will find that, in 1878, we built
nearly 17(00 tons of shipping. lHow many tons have we in
18Ô2 ? Three thousand. In 1878, the tonnage registered
in the Island was over 18,000 tons; to.day it is only 4,300;
in 1878, our exports from the Island were $1,700,000 i in
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1877, they were $1,931,000, while, in 1883, they were
*1,887,000. The hon. gentleman speaks of the prices
having been enhanced by the manufactures which have
sprung up in the country ; but if he looks into the facts he
will find that those prices bave been enbanced by the
increase in the lurnbering business-a statement which I
am sure will be borne out by hon. members from the
Province of New Brunswick. The hon. gentleman will
find that while, in 1874, the percetage of duties which the
poor people of the Island had to pay was 11-47, they are
now paying 25 per cent. The National Poelicy
may have had, and doubtless has had, beneficial effects on
certain towns or certain parts of the Dominion, but it is
well known that upon a purely agricultural coiiimunity it
can work, it has worked, and is working, nothing but
ruin. Let the hon. gentleman go to the chief city of the
Island and offer any property in it for sale and see if ho
will get a purchaser. Be will find that the places
formerly owned and occupied Aby workingmen are vacant,
and are offered to let everywhere. In the country parts
whole settlements have left he place, and though I am
glad that some of them have gone to our own territories in
Manitoba and the North-West, the larger portion have gone
to build up and increase the neighboring Republic. This,
however, is apart from the question before the House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES, Hon. gentlemen say "hear, hear," but I

should not have referred te the question at all had not the
hon. member for Prince County introduced the subject by
making a statement with reference to the prosperity of
Prince Edward Island, which it would not have been fair
to have let pass in silence. While I believe that the com-
pany have efficiently carried out their contract, I trust
that the bon. gentleman at the head of the Department
will, either by means of an increased subsidy or in some
other way, put on a boat which will carry on the work
earlier in the spring and later in the fall than at present,
and that he will give bis assurance that some measures
will be taken to supplement the work of the Northern Light
by putting on another boat.

Mr. HACKETT. I do not think it is right that the
bon. members from Prince Edward Island should monopolize
the whole time of the louse ; but as there is not much
business now before us, I trust it will not be considered out
of place for me to offer a few remarks. When I first heard 1
of the motion for the appointment of a Committee I had 1
some slight objections to it, thinking perhaps it might i
retard the progress of this work of opening communication 1
with the Island. The people of the Island desire the
Government to carry out the work they have initiated. 1
The Government have begun that work, for the money was t
voted for the branch railway from Cape Traverse to theh
main line, and I was glad to have the assurance of the bon. v
Minister that it would be bui lt this year; and that point being y
settled I could see no objection to the motion. Information i
is required on the question. Every man living on thet
Island bas an opinion of bis own on the subject, and what
we should get is the best evidence possible to be obtained, F
so that when the money comes to be expŽnded it will be i
expended intelligently, and in the way best adapted tob
secure the opening up of ihis communication. Now, I want 9
to say a word or two in reply to the hon. member froma
Queen's County (Mr. Davies). That bon. gentleman has F
thought proper to make a long speech on the subject of
the National Policy-and I may say ho comes from Prince
Edward Island for the. purpose of repealing that policy.
That is bis object in coming here. He is not content withd
the policy of the people of Canada ; he must have a policy b
for Prince Edward Island. But 1 am prepared to show,
from figures, that the hon. gentleman is quite incorrect with v
regard tothe effects of that policy on Prince Edward Island. i

Mr. DAVna8.

The hon. gentleman says the people of the Island are leav-
ing it in swarms. The truth is that in the fall of the year
a great many young men who are engaged in the fishing
industry during the summer, are thrown out of employment,
and it becomes necessary for them to seek employment in
the lumber districts of the neighborirg Provinces; but they
return in the spring. There bas not been that exodus from
the Island which the hon. gentleman represents. Not very
long ago the Summerside Journal, the organ of the hon.
gentleman and bis party in Prince County,had the honesty
to admit that the young men who had gone abroad were
returning, having found that the little Island in the Gilf of
the St. Lawrence provided them with a better home than
they could get abroad; and I believe they will continue to
return, notwithstanding the efforts of the hon. gentleman
and his party to drive them from the Province. There is
at present 40,000 or 50,000 acres of wilderness land as good in
Prince Edward Island as can be found in any other
part of the Dominion. Instead of publishing to the world
that the Province is in ruin and misery, we sbould stand up
here and say that it is prosperous; we should endeavor to
secure for the Island a portion of the large immigration
which bas come into the country in consequence
of the National Policy. What are the facts ? We can
have no better indication of the prosperity of a country than
the amount of the people's deposits in the savings banks
Last year we find that the farmers of Prince Edward
1sland deposited in the savings banks some $300,000
more than than they did the year previous. Is that an indi-
cation of ruin and want ? On the contrary, I take it as
being indicative of the progress and prosperity of the
country. Now, I just want to cite to the hon. gentleman
a few statistics with regard to shipping. le bas endeavored
to make it appear that our ships are being swept off the
water, and that no shipping of any account is now registered
at the port of Charlottetown. Such is not the case. If we
have not the shipping in Prince Edward Island, it is because
our ships get better freights in the lumber trade of
New Brunswick. But if the hon gentleman will look at the
figures, ho will find that there has been no such decrease in
the tonnage of Prince Edward Island as he represents; but
that our ship owners stand in a botter position than they
did in 1873, when we entered the Confederation. In 1873,
the number of tons of shipping registered at the port of
Charlottetown was 38,913, while, in 1882, the year when the
hon. gentleman says there was no shipping in Prince
Edward Island, the tonnage amounted to 41,681 tons, an
increase of nearly 3,000 tons. These are facts, and it would
be better for the bon. gentleman, before he rises in this
House to proclaim that every industry on the Island is
being ruined, to consult th 3 figures and gain some informa-
tion on the subject. Then with regard to prices, which the
hon. gentleman says are so low as to produce great
want and misery among the farmers, I will show
you that they are getting better prices than they did
n 1878, in the days of darkness and disaster, when
the bon. gentleman's friends ruled this country. In 1878,
lhe price, at Charlottetown, of oats, one of the staple
products of the Island, was 32 cents a bushel, while, in 1882,
t had increased to 36 cents, or an addition of 4 cents a
bushel. That does not look much like ruin for the farmerp.
Then, with regard to pork -in 1878, the price was 4½ cents
a pound in Charlottetown, while, last year, it was 9 cents a
pound, or an increase of 100 per cent.

Mr. DAVIES. Did the National Policy do that?
Mr. IIACKETT. Cortainly it did The National Policy

did it by bringing prosperity to the miners of Nova Sceotia,
by building up industries in the Province of New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia, and by bringing prosperity to the
whole Dominion, by means of which the farmer£ of
Prince Edward Island have been enabled to sell their
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products in the home market, instead of being obliged to
seek a market abroad. The hon. gentleman is not satisfied,
but I will try to satisfy him. With regard to the prices of
butter, we have the means in Prince Edward Island of
raising large quantities of butter, and the farmers-I speak
it from a knowledge of the facts-were unable, in 1878, to
sell their butter. It was lying in the dairies. They were
unable to get cash for it at any price they would ask, and
were obliged to take it to the markets and trade it away.
The price that year was 16 cents per pound, by the
tub, in the Charlottetown market. In 1882, the price
was 22 cents, an advance of six cents. Are the farmers
being ruined when they can get those prices for their
products ? I have a number of figures more, but I will
reserve them until the hon. gentleman produces lis motion.
The hon. gentleman made a personal allusion with regard
to myself to the effect that I am a living example that the
National Policy bas not redeemed its promises. He need
not have gone as far as that. If I think that by coming to
Ottawa with my fanily during the Session, I can live
as cheaply as on the Island, I have a right to do so, and if
the hon. gentleman thinks it proper to bring his wife with
him, no person can object to it. It is beneath any hon.
gentleman to make a personal allusion of that kind. The
hon. gentleman thinks he has got rid of me out of the
Island. The hon. gentleman is not rid of me. He will
find me at the next general campaign, working in the
interests of the Conservative party, and I hope to prevent
him from coming to this Parliament to run down the
Province that did him the honor of electing him.

Mr. JENKINS. I merely rise to say that my hon. col-
league (Mr. Davies) bas either totally misconstrued what I
said, or has misrepresented me. I am sorry to say he is quite
capable of misrepresenting me.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. JENEINS. I do not say it was intentional. I do

not say he would do it intentionally; but I will say he is
afflicted wifh a certain obliquity of vision-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask the hon. gentleman to

withdraw these expressions. We must endeavor now, in
the beginning of this Session, to keep the rules of debate
very strictly, and there should be no personal allusions of
this kind allowed.

Mr. JENKINS. I withdraw the expressions at your
request. I said nothing whatever that could be construed
as my bon. colleague bas construed my remarks. I did not
say that Prince Edward Island was thriving, or her trade
increasing, through the National Policy. I said that the
trade between the Island and the neighboring Provinces
bad increased, and the manufacturing interests of Nova
Scatia and New Brunswick had largely increased through
the influence of the National Polic.y. Perhaps I should not
have mentioned the term National Policy. It seems as
irritating to my hon. colleague and the hon. member of the
Opposition as a red rag to a bull. Perhaps I should have
said: that happy coincidence of prosperity which followed
the change in the fiscal policy of this country. Perhaps
that would not have irritated my hon. friend and have
caused him to give us the dregs of bis campaign speeches
at the last Elections. I think that the question of the
National Policy is not under discussion now, and I would
not have mentioned it, only that I felt satisfied the increased
trade between the Island and the neighboring Provinces
was due to the National Policy.

Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. It is not necessary that I
should enter into the discussion between the hon. gentlemen
'Who represent Prince Edward Island; but I may say that
I do not agree with the views taken by the senior member
for Queen's County, that any possible harm could come from

the adoption of this Resolution. The House is perfectly
well aware that from the time the Island was brought into
the Union, efforts have been made by both Governments to
carry out. as far as it was found possible and practicable,
the Terms of the Union. Eflorts have been made to produce
as regular intercommunication as possible between the
Island and the main land. The Goverument, when hon.
gentlemen opposite were in power, had a steamer
constructed for the purpose of, maintaining winter
communication with the Island, as it had not
been found practicable to do so by any steamers
in use for the summer season. Although very considerable
success attended those efforts, it was found impracticable to
maintain regular communication for mails and passengers
throughout the entire season. Despite all that the
Northern Light-a vessel specially constructed for that
purpose-could do, there were several weeks in the season
in which mail and passenger communication could not be
carried on in that way. I may say if the hon. gentleman
has satisfied himself that nothing remains to be learned in
that connection, lie has arrived at a different conclusion to
that at which I have arrived. We waited until the efforts
to maintain communication were tried, and saw how far
that intercommunication could be made succesful, before
resorting to the further means of constructing railway com-
munication to Cape Traverse, for the purpose of ensuring
more rapid and perfect communication by way ofthe Capes.
The Government was prepared last Session to submit appro-
priations for the construction of a railway from the Inter-
colonial to Cape Tormentine, as well as a railway on Prince
Edward Island to Cape Traverse, with a view of having
qonstant communication through the entire winter season.

o delay was caused by any want of action on the part of
the Government. From the moment that the representa-
tives of the Island in both branches of the Legislature had
arrived, themselves, at a common accord of opinion, no time
was lost. That was not arrived at until the previous season,
a year ago last summer. That having been arrived at, the
reprosentatives of the Island being agreed that, after all the
experiments and experiences of the past, that was the best
mode to adopt, the Government adopted that policy and
asked from Parliament the necessary appropriation to carry
it out. The Government did not ask for an appropriation to
connect the Intercolonial Railway with Cape Tormentine,
as they were prepared to do, because the.Government of New
Brunswick subsidized a private company to take that work
up, and it was stated to the Government that that portion
of the work could bo accomplished without any application
being made to Parliament. Parliament having provided the
means. of establishing connection between the railway on
Prince Edward Island and Cape Traverse to facilitate this
intercommunication, that work could have been proceeded
with during the past season, only we felt it would have been
quite practicable for us to take up that work in the coming
season and have all the work on Prince Edward Island for
the purpose of having this intercommuniction completed
at as early a period as it was possible for the company
engaged in the work on this side to meetit. Until that time
it seemed unnecessary to make that expenditure. The hon.
gentleman, on a previous occasion, said he understood a con-
tract had been entered into with the Steam Navigation
Company of Prince Edward Island for that service. The
hon. gentleman is mistaken in that respect. Application
was made to extend that service. It was represented to us
by the Steam Navigation Company, who have performed
the services in which they have been engaged with consid-
erable ability and success, that the demands for communi-
cation between the Island and the mainland had become so
great owing to the growth of traffic as to make it essential,
in the interests of the Island, that a very great extension
of that service should take place. What had been in- past
years sufficient was, in the present condition of the Island,
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totally inadequate. But we declined to make any contract
or to take that question up, because we considered that until
this railway communication was established from the Inter-
colonial to Cape Tormentine on the one side, and from the
Island Railway to Cape Traverse on the other, it would be
unwise to enter into a new contract until we had scen, by
further experience and further investigation, the very best
means that could be used, not only as regards winter, but
also in relation to sumner communication, to bring the
Island into as perfect intercommunication with the main land
as possible. I can only say that if we had possessed the
information which the hon. gentleman seems to possess we
would not have been obliged to defer this ar-
rangement. I think this committee ought to be granted
if for no other purpose than to give the Government the
benefit òf the information and the opinions that the hon.
gentleman possesses, for if he has studied the subject so
thoroughly as to have more information than the Govern-
ment have been able to obtain, it is desirable that it
should be placed at our service. I shall be glad to have
this Committee appointed, because I think there is a good
deal to be learned; and I am quite satisfied, although I have
given this question a great deal of personal attention from
the time of the Union of Prince Edward Island with the
Dominion-and the previous Government gave the subject
I am sure a great deal of consideration, as well as the
present Government-that there is a good deal to learned,
and I shall be only too glad to hear any person who is in a
position to assure us that it would be no doubtful experi-
ment to adopt a line of action that will render that com-
munication as perfect as possible. There is no delay
involved in it at ail, because, as I have said, the railway
works are going on on the main land and will be vigorously
prosecuted on the Island to make communication. In the
meantime the Yorthern Light will keep up the service as
heretofore between Pictou and Georgetown, and measures
will be devised and a scheme adopted by the time that the
railway is in operation to make the communication as
perfect as possible, both in summer and in winter.

Motion agreed to.

SUPERNUMBRARY CLERKS IN TRE MONTREAL
CUSTOM HOUSE.

Mr. CURRAN, in moving for a return containing names
Of persons in the employ of the Customs Department in the
City of Montreal as supernumerary clerks who have been
constantly employed for not less than six months previous
to the first day of July, 1883, said: My object in
making this motion is to draw the attention of the House
to a state of thggs which I think is an injustice to a very
considerable number of persons who have been up to the
present time discharging their duties as employés in the
Customs fHouse-or as supernumerary clerks if you ~will-
some of them for a considerable number of years without
having their appointments confirmed. As the flouse is
aware, during last Session a Civil Service Bill was passed,
and to some extent it was experimental legislation ; but I
believe, on the whole, the people of the country are satisfied,
and the members of this flouse are satisfied, that
the law has been an exceedingly good one.
But there is one which I think deserves attention, and in
which that law, like al other human laws, is defective.
There are not only in the Montreal Custom House, but in
the various other Departments, a number of persons who
have been appointed merely as supernumeraries, some of
them having filled the office not merely for six months
previous to the lst July, 1882, when the Civil Service Act
came into force, but some of them for even five or six years,
and whose appointments have never been ratified. Now
a number of thee porsons are men who have been absent
from the school room for perhaps twenty or twenty-five

Sir O nauls Tani

years, and who are rather rnsty upon some of the subjects
which have been put into the curriculum of examination,
and therefore they are placed at a great disadvantage with
young boys, perhaps who have just left school and who are
better capable of undergoing examination, while those
men who have been employed as supernumeraries, discharg-
ing their duties well and efficiently, are placed at a dis-
advantage besides these new comers. Under the law as it
now exists those gentlemen cannot be appointed perman.
ently to their present positions without having to und ergo
this examination. I am of the impression, and it is the
opinion of hon. gentlemen to whom I have spoken, that i n
any amendments which may be made in the Civil Service
Act, the position of these men should be taken into
consideration, as they have served the Government faiLh-
fully and efficiently, and that they should be entitled, upon
procuring a certificate from the Chief of their Departments,
that they are fully competent to discharge their duties, to
be appointed permanently without having to undergo the
examination which is now prescribed for them as for al[
others, and which I think is only right in the case of new
applicants. I am satisfied that the return I now ask for
will show that a state of things exists which is an injustice,
not perhaps to very many persons in the City of Montreal
alone, but to perhaps some hundreds of persons throughout
the Dominion. I am satisfied the Government and the
House are only auxious that all cause of complaint should
be removed and that justice should be done to this class of
supernumerary officers the same as toe all other classes in
this country.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The Civil Service Act past last
year provides for a certain examinat ion for this class of offi-
cers-I think a preliminary examination-and w.hich is a very
simple one. So far as I can recollect, it embraces reading,
writing and the four first rules in arithmetie, and should the
Department judge that these officers should be made per-
manent it would be easy for therm to pass that examination.
My hon. friend is mistaken if he thinks that a qualifying
examination is required, because merely a preliminary
examination is required for these officers of a lower grade-
if I may so call them. I would also remind the hon. gentle-
man that a Bill may be introduced this Session in which
some modifications may be made in that direction. Whilst
I am on my feet I desire to congratulate my hon. friend as
a speaker, and I am certain thathe will prove a great acces-
sion to this House.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION TO BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved for all correspondence
betwcen the Government of British Columbia and the
Dominion Government, respecting immigration to British
Columbia, also, all correspondence on the question of
Chinese immigration. He said: I have been informed that
correspondence has taken place between the two Govern-
ments on this very important subject. Looking at the
Public Accounts of last year, and of the previous years, I
find that a very large sum of money has been voted by
this House for immigration purposes. I believe that every
Province in the Dominion, except British Columbia,
received a portion of that appropriation. I think it is a
little unfair that British Columbia should be left entirely
out in the cold in this matter, for, as she contributed ber
share to the revenue of the Dominian, she is entitled to a
share of that appropriation. It cannot be said that British
Columbia is not in want of immigrants; that is the groit
want of that Provinec to-day. It is a matter respectin ;
which we have been crying out for years. We are in was L
of immigrants; we are in want of men for our farm work,
for our industries and canneries, and our railroad, and I am
able to state here, to-day, that 2,000 mon will find employ-
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ment on the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British Columbia
this year. I am sure I can state in all fairness, that there
is no portion of the Dominion of Canada which affords
greater inducements to immigrants than the Province of
British Columbia does to-day. We have extensive lands,
millions of acres of which have never been settled by white
mon, and though it bas been stated by hon. gentlemen in
this louse that we have seas of mountains, I am happy to
say that some of those mountains are mountains of wealth,
mountains-of iron, copper, silver and gold, and I sincerely
trust that the day is not far distant when those mountains
shall be brought low and the valleys shall be exalted, and
the wealth contained in those mountains shall be poured
into the Treasury of the Dominion. I am satisfied
that the more British Columbia becomes known, the
greater wiil be the astonishment of the people at
the laxity of the Government in not making known
the varied and extensive resources of that Province
sooner. Our American friends in Washington Territory
have their agents in San Francisco and varions parts of the
United States with pamphlets, magazines and maps full
of information descriptive of the resources of their country,
the result of which is that nearly every steamer leaving the
port of San Francisco for Victoria is crowded with immi-
grants for Washington Territory. We seldom hear of
emigrants going to British Columbia, and yet that Province
t--day offers gieater inducements, and bas a finer climate
than any portion of the Dominion. What I want to call
the attention of the Government to-day to-and I am sure
that having done so, tbey will very readily comply with the
request-.i, that British Columbia should have a portion of
the appropriation which is voted every year for immigra-
tion purposes. It is astonishing the ignorance whieh pre
vails with respect to that Province. Since I have been in
Ottawa I have been crowdel with letters asking informa-
tion with respect to that Province. Sometimes I receive
letters asking how far it is from British Columbia to China.
I presume the reasonwhy they ask that question is because
we have there so many inhabitants of the Flowery kingdom.
Then, again, I am told that on applying for information to
the Dominion Government, ail tbey could obtain was a
pamphlet about Manitoba. I think it is nothing but fair
that British Columbia should share in the immigration ap-
propriation, and that information should be given to the
publie so that we may obtain a sharo of the immigrants who
are travelling west year by year. With respect to the
question of Chinese immigration, of course w-e have an im-
iigration there of Chinese, and, arn very sorry to say it, a

class of people who are not at all desirable,but are detri mental
to the best interests of any civilizod commuuity. IIowever,
that is not the part of the question which I wish to take up
to-day; on some future occasion I hope to return to that
subject.

Mr. BAKER. I have very much picasuro in seconding
the motion made by my hon. colleague from Victoria,
British Columbia. He happens to have the advantage of
being not only a worker, but a speaker, and I can hardly
hope to come under the latter category ; at the same time
I have very much pleasure in seconding the resolution
which ho has presented to the House. The ouse has
lately heard a good deal about Prince Edward Island, in
fact the hon. members from that Island have occupied its
time for a considerable period-I will not, therefore, detain
the fHouse very long. I have heard it said that Prince
Edward Island is the pet child of the Dominion. If so I
envy their position; all I can hope is, that you will not
say that Vancouver Island is the spoilt child of the
Dominion. We are desirous of obtaining in British
Columbia a class of people not, as my hon. friend has
mentioned, from the Flowery kingdom, but from any
kingdom or nationality which will add to our population
and remain in the country. He has observed, and rightly
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i too, that a very fair amount of money is placed in the
Estimates every year for purposes of immigration and agri-
culture. I can only endorse what he has said, and that is

f that we in British Columbia, in the far West, should
participate to some extent in the disbursing of that amount
of money which may be voted by Parliament. We are also
informed that the Local Government of British Columbia
are taking action in this matter, and if the Dominion will
give us a few crumbs which may fall from the rich man's table
we will be thankful. We do not ask very much ; in fact
this being our first appearance in publie life-at all events
so far as I am concerned-I have very great diffidence in
asking anything at all, yet that will not satisfy the people
of British Columbia who sent me here to reprosent them.
I have very great pleasure in asking the Government to
grant, out of the vote passed by this House, a small share
for the promotion of"immigration to the Province from
which I come.

Mr. HOMER. Mr. Speaker, the reference made in the
Speech from the Throne at the opening of Parliament, with
relation to the railway lande of British Columbia, shows, as
I believe, the intention of the Government to throw those
lands open for settiement at an early date; therefore, it is
highly necessary that some immigration scheme should bc
immediately arranged, in order that these lands may boeoc-
cupied by actual settlers. I believe that arrangements may
be made between the Dominion Government and the Local
Governnient and the railway contractors in British Colum-
bia, by which a large number of persons, suitable for rail-
way and general labor, can ba taken into that section
of the country, thus assisting in the stoppage of the further
influx of the Chinose and the replacement of a great
number of those people who are now in the colony.
Immigration from the Old Country and the Eastern
Colonies would not only be very boneficial to British
Columbia, but would add very materially to the revenue of
the Dominion. By this means indirectly, the exponditure
laid out in this manner would be repaid to the Government.
It is well, Mr. Speaker, to remember the fact that one
white person contributes as much to the revenue of the
country as ten Chinese; and while the white person makes
the conutry his permanent home, the Chinaman contri-
butes comparatively nothing to the revenue, but takes his
earnings to a foreigu land where ho sponds them.

1Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speuker, before the motion is put fo
the House, I dosire to make a few remarks as to the neesosity
of British Columbia participating in the advantages of the
expenditure made by this Parliament in order to promoto
immigration to the Dominion. British Columbia does not
by any means desire to participate merely in the fnancial
advantages. She wishes this money to be directed to the
proper channels, in order that her industries and
various resources may be 'developed, in which develop-
ment the Dominion of Canada, as well as the Province, are
sure to be participants. There is a certain class of immi-
grants which we desire to obtain-I cannot say that British
Columbia is prepared to receive an unlin.ited number-Ithink
that this would be a mistake; but a large number of people
can now find there ready employment. We have openings
for three or four classes : for instance, agricultural laborers
would be absorbed to a considerable extent ; a limited
number of Inmbermen would fine ready employment; the
fisheries would offer occupation to quite a number ; the
gold or other mines would employ others, and the different
manufacturing industries in the Province would absorb a
considerable num.ber. - Now, Mr. Speaker, thoso are the
classes of immigrants which we desire to obtain from
Europe and from the other sections of the Dominion. We
have already immigrants fron Europe, Ontario, Quebec, New
Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island. I am
glad to say they are the best we have. It is gencrally con-
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sidered that one immigrant from any of these Provinces is
worth a thousand of the sweepings of Asia now brought in to
work on the railway. The people who live in this part of the
Dominion do not see the moral blight which the presence
of the Chinese is inflicting on our Province. They cannot
contemplate it, and I doubt whether the hon. gentlemen
from the other Provinces will view this subject in the right
light, until 16,000 of those people come to Montreal and
10,000 to Quebec, and an equal number is distributed
throughout the manufacturing districts of the other portions
of the Dominion, then these hon. gentlemen will, I am sure,
feel compelled to take this matter up seriously and deal
with it, as affecting themselves, as we ought to treat
it in British Columbia. Mr. Speaker, it is not
my intention at the present time to say much on the subject
before the House. We all know that the question of immi-
gration is important to every one of our Provinces, and we
in British Columbia feel somewhat curious to know why
the Government has refused to allow our Province to partici-
pate in the benefits accruing from the scheme of immigra-
tion. But British Columbia is not alone in this respect. I
see that Prince Edward Island occupies the same position.
I fiud that agencies exist for nearly every Province except-
ing Prince Edward Island and British Columbia; perhaps
that is the reason why we receive immigration from Prince
Edward Island, as they may have an overplus of population.
I learn, however, from an bon. gentleman coming from
that Province, that they also have opportunities for supply-
ing immigrants with homes and for developing further
their resources. Mr. Speaker, I will not trouble the House
with any extensive remarks; but I may say I hope that the
Government will see their way clear during this Session,
not only to deal with the question of immigration to our
Province, but also with our land question. You are aware,
Sir, that a belt of land twenty miles on each side of the
Pacifie Railway, extending from the Pacifie Ocean
to the eastern boundaries of British Columbia, was set
apart for the Dominion Government in order to aid in the
construction of the road. Now, Sir, that land is at present
locked up from settlement, and has been so reserved
since the surveys were first comenced-or, at least, ever
since the Order in Council was passed making Port Moody
the terminus of the railway. It is impossible to expect
that a great number of immigrants will corne in and settle
in the valleys beyond this twenty mile limit, for they
would be obliged t'o wait until the intervening territory
was settled up, and public roads were made extending to
the outside ofthis limit. It may be urged, Mr. Speaker,
that a great part of this land is rather too elevated for agri-
cultural products, but I am satisfied, from a geological point
of view, that the railway belt will prove equally as valu-
able to the Dominion of Canada as if it were all agricultural
lan 1. One point to which sufficient prominence is not given
in regard to British Columbia, as an integral portion of the
Dominionis that she is not dependent entirelyon one resource
She bas mines, she has fisheries, she bas lumbering interests
and commercial interests, and she bas every facility for
availing herself of the National Policy in the highest
degree. She has an unlimited extent of teriitory, she bas
a climate well adapted to manufaetures, and she has in
addition a great motive power possessed only by Nova
Scotia on the Atlantic, for moving machinery and com-
merce. With these few remarks, I am happy to support
the motion.

Mr. FOSTER. I had no intention of speaking on this
subject upon a motion referring more especially to the
Province of British Columbia; but it is not perhaps an
inopportune moment to say a word in support of what has
been said by the hon. members from Britisb Columbia-for we
are all Provinces of the same Dominion; and also to say one
word for my own Province and some of the other Provinces
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as well. I should not bave spoken at all bad I not been
somewhat seized with the poetic affiatus-an afflatus which
appears on the poetic names of the British Columbia
members of the flouse, and seeing that it was an hour
devoted almost entirely to new members I thought I could
not break the ice at a better time. I went to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture the other day and asked for their
pamphlets. I received ab-ut nine different pamphlets.
I took them to my room and diligently went over them.
One was printed in French, one in German, and several in
English ; but if I had been an immigrant asking for
information in regard to Canada-a country extending
from the Atlantic to the Pacifie and having in it more
square miles than the United States-I should have received
from reading those pamphets the idea that there were only
two places which were specially cared for, and those were
Manitoba and the North-West, and the Eastern Townships.
For all the pamphlets which I read contained not a word
of information for immigrants except with regard to those
two great places. I beg, as a humble and a new repre-
sentative from the Province of New Brunswick, to
give as much emphasis as I possibly can to the idea
mooted by the hon. members from British Columbia, that
is, that immigrants enquiring about the Dominion of Canada
should have information placed at their disposal concerning
the whole of the Dominion of Canada. The Eastern Prov-
inces, the Provinces down by the sea, the Provinces of old
Canada, were the kernel and are yet the back-bone of the
whole Dominion ; they were the stock-in-trade from which
we have marched out to the purchase, and are now march-
ing out to the settlement and the conquest in economic and
civilizing ways of the vast territory then unknown to us.
I think we should not in the general spirit of delight qith
which we boast of those vast territories and the general
feeling of hope wbich is in our bosoms with respect to the
great future which is in store for them, forget the older
Provinces which have great things to contend against. You
know, Mr Speaker, as well as I. that the history of the
United States bas been that the Eastern States advanced to
a certain state, anri whenj the newer lands throughout the
West became known, not owing to the National Policy or
the want of a National Policy, but owing simply to that
general drifting out into the new and the untried,
there commenced an exodus-a natural and proper exodus
of the people of the east towards the new lands of the west.
The same thing has occurred in our Provinces down by the
sea as well as in the Province of Ontario, and, as lias been
so graphically stated by an hon. member who spoke a short
time ago, they are ieaving Prince Edward Island in large
numbers-leaving because of the general tendency of large
port ions of the population to seek wider areas in the countries
which have been opened up in later years. Now, if nothing is
done by the old Provinces adequate to meet that movement,
we shall be threatened with a depletion of the older Pro-
vinces-for the building up of the new, it is true ; but, a
depletion which will be felt like the draining of the blood
from the body of a man. Si I repeat, with all the emphasis
I cau icmmand, that the Dominion Government should take
into consideration how information can be given of the best
kind, which will enable immigrants to know the climate
and the resources, not only of the North-West, but of
British Columbia and New Brunswick and every one of our
Provinces, so that the streain of immigration, whilst it will
always and certainly flow to a greater extent out to the
North-West where there are greater attractions, may flow
to some extent to our older Provinces, in order to fill up
the depletion of the population which has now taken place.
I thank the House for listening to these remarks. I have
merely made them because I think it a proper opportunity
to impress on the Goverument and the louse, the fact that
whilst we are all glad of the abundance and bountiful pros-
pects of the new lands which are being opened up, we must

74



COMMONS DEBATES.

at the sanie time look out that the older lands are not
depleted of their population.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I regret that the Minister
of Agriculture, who bas charge of immigration matters, is
not iu his place just now, as ho would most likely have en.
tered somewhat fully into the discussion which bas been
carried on so ably by the various gentlemen who, have
spoken on the motion. There can be no objection in the
world to the motion; any correspondenc.e in existence on
the subject will bo at once brought down. The whole sub

ject of immigration will, I have no doubt, be fully and pro-
fitably diseussed during the present Session-especially
when the Estimates are before the House-when it will ho
the dutyof the hon. Minister ofAgriculture to ask for a vote;
and then, I have no doubt, there will be judicious pressure
and all kinds of moral suasion from hon. members from the
different Provinces that they should have a fair share of the
grant for immigration. But, asageneral rule, I believe, the
Department of Agrieulture las principally confined its
efforts to assisting immigrants from the older countries to
visit cur shores. The immigrants coming from Europe
generally make up their minds to what Province they are
coming be.ore leaving their native country. Thet e are such
things as assisted passages; information is given by the
different agencies in England and one or two on the con-
tieent; and when immigrants arrive on our shores they
gOerally shift for themselves. As regardi information re-
specting the capabilities of the older Provinces the prime
duty in that regard rests upon the Provincial Governments.
They have the lands in the different Provinces. The lands of
the older Provinces belong to the Provincial Government s and
they can dispose of their lands as they please, under the autho-
rity received from their several Legislatures. They alone
can know where population is required ; they alone can offer
inducements and show the inducements that the Provinces
offer to settiers. The primary stops must be taken in all
those Provinces by the Provinces themselves, and the re-
sources of the Dominion Government and Dominion Tresury
can only be called upon to aid the exertions
made in the first place by those Provinces and their Govern-
ments. It is true there has been no specific vote-speaking
generally from my recollection-to aid immigration to
British Columbia. There have been, I know, a good many
settlers who have gone to British Columbia within the last
four years from Ontario and the other older Provinces.
There bas been a considerable immigration from the older
Provinces to British Columbia, caused principally, I suppose,
by the demand for labor on the Pacifie Railway. I am not
aware that the Government or the Legislature of British
Columbia have taken any steps to promote immigration. I
do not know whether they have ever voted any money or
appointed any agents in Europe or in the United States for
that purpose. The Government here, if it gets the sanction
of Parliament, will aid any such efforts on the part of the
ProvincQ, My lon. friend who sits behind me says the Dom-
inion of Canada bas voted a very considerable sum for the
promotion ofimmigration into the Province of British Colum-
bia. Something like 25,000,000 acres of land and $25,000,000
have been appropriated for the purpose of constructing a
railway direct to British Columbia. Until that road is built,
we cannot hope, from its position, thatthere will be any very
large immigration into that Province. The railway is
being pushed with all zeal and earnestness, and I hope that
ln a few years the movement westward which bas been
spoken of will extend to British Columbia. Westward the
star of empire holds its sway, and I have no doubt that that
star will, in a few years, guide a large population to add to
the present enterprising population of the Pacifie Province.
With regard to the dhinese question, that is a separate one,
and I have no doubt my hon. friend from Victoria will
press that question upon the consideration of Parliament
before it is prorogued. It is a very serious question, one
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whose importance cannot be over-rated, one that cannot be
slurred over, but must be breasted. It is of great conse-
quence to British Columbia, and is of subsequent conse-
quence to the Eastern Provinces, and must be fairly
considered, so that some principle may be laid down
regarding it, and that principle carried out in practice.

Mr. KINNEY. The eloquent, patriotic and well-timed
<bservations of the hon. member for King's induces me to
add another to the maiden efforts of the day. I do not
intend to say anything with reforence to the Chinese
or the question of immigration to British Columbia. I
merely wish to say that while we must recognize the
fact that the march of empire is westward, we should de-
plore the large exodus from the Provinces by the sea. I
do not attach any blame to the Government, present or
past, for that exodus; but I think we- should do whatever
can be done to prevent it. In one county of Nova Scotia
there are 150 fine farms for sale. I am not going to assign
a cause for this. One of the hon. members from Prince
Edward Island bas tried to convince this IHouse that the
National Policy has something to do with the price of oats
and potatoes. I may say that the county I represent has
increased its exports very largely during the past year.
That was not due to the National Policy, but because ve
got more for our fish. It is a fact that a large number of
persons are leaving the Province of Nova Scotia, and while
many cone back, many stay away. I am pleased to state
that the bounty to fishermen bas given to the fishery iii-
dustry a hcaltby impetus, resulting in a large addition to
our fishery fleet. Ths alone will keep at home four or five
hundred workingmuen wbo heretofore wero forced to
seek a livelihood abroad. A society has recently been
started for the purpo>e of bringing to the notice of
persons coming into the country, the inducements to settie
in Nova Scotia. The Provincial Government is ren-
dering some assistance to that society, and I under-
stand from the Secretary that it is intended to ask
the Dominion Goveinment also for aid. My purpose
in rising at present is to express the hope that when the
matter is brought to the attention of the Government, they
will giveit their full consideration, and help us in the Lower
Provincesto keep ourpeople at home, and to show to immi-
grants the faoilities that exist for making money in the
east. If the Government can sec their way to granting
this society some assistance, I for one will feel grateful to
them.

Motion agreed to.

LOCATION OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE moved for a map or maps showing (1) the
location of the Canadian Pacifie Railway so far as approved
or constructed; (2) its location so Jar as proposed to
Government, but not yet approved ; (3) the location of
any branches constructed and of any now contemplated by
the Company, so far as the Government is advised; (4) the
lands set apart for the Company but not yet granted; (5)
the lands granted; (6) the lands applied for but not yet set
apart. He said: Up to this time we have had no official
plan or map of the route of the railway. Last Session,
amongst some papers brougbt down, were proposals from
the Company, which gave some fragmentary information
as to where the line lay ; but nothing more. There are
many maps which indicate the lay of the country through
which construction is proceeding, upon which it would be
very easy to lay down the correct location of the railway,
so far as that is possible. Again, up to this time, although
we know that many millions of acres have
been awarded to the Company in respect
of land subsidy, we have had nothing in the shape of a map
to show where this land lies. One of the maps laid before
the House last Session indicated certain sections as Pacifie
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iRailway sections, but the contract calling for lands which
are fairly fit for settlement, it is clear that a very large
portion of these sections will not be available. It is also
stated authentically, though not officially by the Govern-
ment, that the very large blocks of land at the southern
part of Manitoba have been awarded to the Company as
part of its land subsidy. The tine has then arrived, when
several million acres of land have been earned, and, as far as
we know, allocated to the Company, for the House to see what
the general position of the land grant is, and the railway
route.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Anticipating the motion of
the hon. gentleman, I have had prepared a map, which
shows all the information that this motion asks for, so far
as the location of the railway is concerned. It will show
from Montreal to Port Moodie the exact present position
of the work, it shows the portion of the line in operation,
the portion on which the track is laid, but which is not in
operation, the portion under construction, the portion
located, and applies both to the main line and to the
branches. I think, therefore. it will be found to convey
very fully what the hon. gentleman's motion asks for,
except the allocations of the land, and that is being pre-
pared in the Department of the hon. Minister of the Interior,
and will be laid on the Table supplementary to this. It is
more convenient to separate the two, because wo require a
larger scale for the allocations of the land,

Mr. BLAKE. In the nap which shows the allocations
of the land, there should be laid down also the route of the
railway and its branche.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Ye.
Motion agreed to.

COMMERCIAL TREATIES.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all despatches,
telegrams and correspondence between the Governments of
the -United Kingdom and Canada; and between the Govern-
ment of Canada and the High Commissionor, touching
negotiations for commercial arrangements with France,
Spain, or other countries; and of all reports of the High
Commissioner on the subject, said: I moved last Session,
very carly, an address similar to this, and I was informed
that the papers would be laid on the Table, but so far as I
have been able to ascertain they have not been laid on the
Table. I do not know if there were any papers to lay, but
no response was made last Session to the address. I have
moved once again, in order, if possible, to obtain such
information as we can with reference to negotiations whicb
have occurred, not merely since last Parliament was
prorcgued, but also before that time. The question of
trade negotiations, both with referenee to Fr:ance and Spain,
bas decorated the Speech from the Throne once or twice,
and ornamental paragraphs on it were proposed, duly
delivered and received, as they ought to be, with great
courtesy and acquiescence by this luse, but as for fruits
we have not yet had any. I have iseen in the papers
that application bas since been made by the Government of
the French Republic for the postponement of these negotia-
tions, as far as France is concerned, until the happy day
arrives when a commercial treaty shall have been made
with her by the United Kingdom. I do not know whether
that statement was authentie or not, but it was stated with
some degree of positiveness, and it is important we should
have all the information possible on theinsubject.

Sir LEONARD T1LLEY. The correspondence asked for
is in the hands of the printers, and I hope to be able to
bring it down at an early day. I do not recollect at this
moment the circumstances that prevented its being sub-
mitted last Session, but I axa under the Impression that
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some important correspondence was not complote at the
time.

Motion agreed to.

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS.

Mr. BURPRE (St. John) moved for a return showing
the imports and exports from the Ut of July, 1882, te
January 1st, 1883, giving quantities and descriptions
similar to that usually published in the Gazette (monthly
imports), and the countries from which imported and to
which exported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I bave ne objection to
this motion except the last part of it, which would involve
enormous labor of giving the details of all the sales of the
calendar year. The gross amount of money received, the
gross amount of sales, perhaps, in each township or each
agency could be given ; but the return of each sale and
each individual of the 50,000 or 60,000 people who bave
gone in there would involve enormous expense and labor,
and we have no value for it thon.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I have no objection to amend-
ing it in that way so as to give the gross amount.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well.
Mr. BLAKE. I think it would be well and would add

much to the value of the return, to have a statement of the
sales to corporations with the names of the corporations.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will get at once the
returns of sales fron each agency, and if I can get from
each township I will do so.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreod
to

ieturn of the Receipts and Expenditures in detail, charge.
able to the Consolidated Fund from July lst, 1882, to
February lst, 1883.-(Mr. Burpee, St. John.)

Return showing the quantity in tons of coal exported
from each port in Nova Scotia for the year ending June
30th, 1882; also, for the six months ending December, 3lst,
1882, and the countries to which exported; also, quantities
sent by railway and by water (separately) to any ports of
Quebec and Ontario, naming places sent to.-(Mr. Burpee,
St. John.)

Return of all claims presented for drawback on materials
used for shipbuilding for the year ending June 30tb, 1882;
also, for the six months ending December 31st, 1882; giving
the name of the applicant, the name and tonnage of the
vessel, the amount claimed, and the amount paid.-(Mr.
Burpee, St. John.)

Statement of the Revenue and working expenses of the
Intercolonial Railway, accrued for the six months of each
year ended December 31st, 1880, 1881 and 1882, under the
several divisions; similar to Annual Statement B, Intercol-
onial Railway in the Publie Account.-(Mr. Burpee, St.
John.)

Return showing the total amount of money received by
the Government from the sales of Dominion Lands in Mani-
toba and the North-West'Territories during the calendar
year 1882; the number of sales, amount received in each
Agency and each Township, the names of the Companies to
whom sales have been made, the area sold to, and amount
received from each.-(Mr. Burpee, St. John.)

Return showing the quantity of Rolling Stock purchased
for the Intercolonial Railway, during the year ending De-
cember 31st, 1882; giving each kind of Rolling Stock, and
whether purchased under contract or otherwise. The
parties from whom bought and the cost of each kindr Also,
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a Statement showing what has beeu built during the year
in the Government workshops, giving each kind. -(]Ir.
Burpee, St. John.)

Copies of all Correspondence relating to the dismissal of
J. D. MoMillan from his offioe as Fishery Overseer and the
appontment in his place of David Baker; Also, copies of
al Departmental or other Orders respecting such dismissal
and appointment, together. with the cause therefor.-(Mr.
Scriver.)

Copies of ail papers, resolutions, petitions, telegrams,
r4þorts and correspondence relating to the change of Mail
route between Antigonieh and Guysborough, Nova Scotia.
Also, agreement entered into between the Postmaster
General and the Contractor for the conveyance of the Mails
between Heatherton and Guysborough.-(Mr. Kirk.)

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were severally read the second time
Bill (No. 10) to provide for the amalgamation of the

Bank of Nova Scotia with the Union Bank of Prince
Edward Island.-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 16) for the incorporation of the Central Bank of
Canada.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 18) to incorporate the University of Saskat-
chewan and to authorize the establishment of Colleges
within the limits of the Diocese of Saskatchewan.-(Mr.
WilliamS.)

Bill (No. 20) to empower the National Insurance Com-
pany to wind up its affairs and to relinquish its charter, and
to provide for the dissolution of the said Company.-(Mr.
Coursol.)

Bill (No. 23) further to reduce the Capital Stock of the
Quebec Fire Assurance Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Manitoba and North-
Western Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Sutherland, Sel-
k*k.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the ajournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 5.50 o'clock p.m.) the House
aidjourned.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 26th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

BANK SIHREHOLDERS' LISTS RETURNS.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor formally to lay before
the House the lists of the Shareholders of the Bank of Nova
Scotia, as on the 17th Febraary, 1883; of the Bank of
Windsor, N.S.; of the Bank of Yarmouth, N.S., as on the
8th February, 1883; of the Federal Bank of Canada, as on
the 20th February, 1883; of La Banque de St. Hyacinthe,
as on the 16th February, 1883; of La Banque du Peuple,
as on the 15th Pebruary, 1883; of the People's Bank of
Halifax, as en the 14th February, 1883, and of the Stan-
dard Bank of Canada, as on the la January, 1883.

REPORTS.
The foHlowing Reports were laid on the Table:-
Reportef the Minister of Railways and Canals.-(Sir

OhafflSTuy e.)
R1vet ter Civil Service Examiners.-(Sir Hector

Langevin.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY REPORT.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER laid on the Table a report

respecting the Canadian Pacific Railway, relating to the
selection of the route, progress of the work, selection and
reservation of the land, payments of money, branches,
rates and tolls for passengers and freights, and all partion
lars required according to the Railway Act. He said : I
think it will be found that the report I have juet laid on
the Table will cover, substantially, all the points referred to
in the memorandum that my hon. friend the leader of the
Opposition was kind enough to give me, touching the
returns. With reference to one part of the requirements of
the Consolidated Railway Act-the profiles-I may say that
it would be a very expensive and tedious process to copy
them, and the Chief Engineer of my Department will give
to any hon. member of the House the fullest information,
which will be more satisfactory than for me to attempt to
give it.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced and rend
the first time:-

Bill (No. 32) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act,
1879.-(Mr. Riopel.)

Bill (No. 33) to provide for the admission to the pro-
fession of Dominion Land Surveyors of Graduates of the
Royal Military College.-(Mr. Casgrain.)

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor Gencral.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-
LoRNU.

Gentlemen of the House of Commona:
Accept my thanks for the loyal Address you have voted in answer to

the Speech with which I opened this Session. I receive, with satisfac-
tion, your assurance that your earnest and careful attention w Il be
given to the measures which are to be submitted for your consideration.

GOVERNIMENT UUSE,
OrTAWA, 22nd February, 1883.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were severally read the second time:-
Bill (No. 19) to incorporate Les Révérends Pères Oblats

de Marie Immaculée des Territoires du Nord-Ouest.-(Mr.
Royal.)

Bill (No. 22) respecting the Crédit Foncier Franco-Cana-
dien.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 28) to continue an Act to incorporate sundry
persons by the name of the President, Directors, and Com-
pany of the Farmers Bank of Rustico.-(Mr. Davies.)

H. B. RATHBUN & SONS' INCORPORATION BILL.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings) moved the second roading
of Bill (No. 26) to incorporate a Company under the name
of H. B. Rathbun & Sons.

Mr. MACKENZIE. We ought to know what the com-
pany la engaged in. We cannot tell what--there is no
information.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Bill was introduced as a mannfac-
turing Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. It is for the purpose of doing a general
manufacturing business-almost everything.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it is an
omnibus Bill. It is for miscellaneous objects.

Bill read the second time.
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THE CASE OF HUBE RT HEBERT.

Mr. CASGRAIN enquired, Whether the Government
have been informed that one Hubert iébert, their
employé as Agent and Station-master at Montmagny,
has been lately reported by the Election Judges for corrupt
practices at a late election; and, if so, has the Government
taken any action in the matter, or is it the intention of the
Government to do so?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that I have received
from the hon. gentleman and others, a statement that Mr.
Hébert, an employé in the service of the Intercolonial
Railway, has been reported guilty of bribery, and I have
referred the communications to the hon. Minister of Justice
for report.

SEMAPHORE COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN
GROSSE-ISLE, CRANE ISLAND AND

THE MAINLAND.
Mr. LANDRY (translation) enquired, Whether it is the

intention of the Government to establish, this year, com mu-
nication by semaphore between Grosse-Isle, Crane Island
and the mainland ?

Sir HECTOR LANG EVIN (translation). The Govern-
ment have not yot come to a decision on that point.

UNITED STATES DUTIES ON IIEMLOCK BARK.
Mr. BERGERON enquired, Whether it is the intention

of the Government to bring forward, during the present
Session, any legisiative measure, in view of the fact that the
House of Representatives of the United States has recently
adopted a Bill imposing an import duty of 20 per cent. on
hemlock bark?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I beg to say, in answer to
the enquiry, as well as to that which follows it-[Whether
the Governnent intend during the present Session to
impose an export duty on hemlock bark ?]-that the subject
is now engaging the attention of the Government.

CONSOLIDATION OF THE STATUTES AFFECT'ING
CRIMINAL LAW.

Mr. RICHEY enquired, Whether the consolidation of
the Statutes affecting Criminal Law is sufficiently far
advanced to be reported for the consideration of Parliament
during its present Session; and whether it is proposed in
such consolidation to incorporate the main provisions of a
Bill, introduced in a former Session, to prevent and punish
wrongs to children ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I beg leave to state that
a report of progress made was laid on the Table of the
Senate by the hon. Minister of Justice at the opening of Par-
liament. The work is not sufficiently advanced to enable us
to recommend the consolidation of the Criminal Law to the
consideration of Parliament this Session. I beg leave to
lay that progress report on the Table.

AIDING AND ABETTING THE ESCAPE OF
JUVENILE OFFENDERS.

Mr. RICHEY enquired, Whether it is proposed, in the
revision and consolidation of the Statutes now in progress,
to extend the provisions of 32-33 Victoria, Chapter 34,
Section 8, to other Provinces than the Province of Quebec,
so as to make the aiding and abetting the escape.of juvenile
offenders detained in Reformatory or Industrial Schools
under sanction of law, a punishable offence throughout the
Dominion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The two provisions
referred to in this question and the last have been sub-
mitted to the Commissioners, and are receiving attention.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Whether those provisions will ultimately be embodied in
the Criminal Law is a question which we cannot positively
pronounce upon yet.

NEW HARBOR BREAKWATER, GUYSBOROUGH
COUNTY, N. S.

Mr. KIRK enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to proceed, this year, with the building of a
breakwater at New Harbor, Guysborough County, Nova
Scotia, for which $2,000 were provided in the EstimatS
last Session; and whether it is the intention to provide an
additional sum for this important work in the Estimates
this year ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I beg to inform the hon.
gentleman that when the time came to use the vote of
$2,000 appropriated by Parliament, enquiries were
instituted as to the total amount required
te make it a really useful work. It was found
that the amount was so large the Government were not
prepared at that time te proceed with the work. I may
say that a similar answer applies to the second question to bc
asked by the bon. gentleman: [Whether it is the intention
of the Government to commence, this year, the building of
a breakwater at Indian Harbour, Guysborough County, Nova
Scotia, for which $1,000 were provided in the Estimates
last year; and whether an additional suai will be provided
in the Estimates this year for contnuing the work ?]

EMPLOYES IN CUSTOMS, POST AND INLAND
REVENUE OFFICES AT MONTREAL.

Mr. COURSOL moved for a return showing the names,
ages, and origins of alil persons appointed permanently or
employed temporarily in the Customs, Post and Inland
Revenue offices at Montreal, since the 1st May last, and up
to the 20th February, instant, and the salary allowed t
each of the said employés; also the names of the
emloyés in the offices of Customs and Ercise, who are
placed on the Civil Service List, as being entitled to a
pension.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Perhaps the lion. gentleman will
kindly inform the HoIuse what is the object hb hns in view
in submitting the motion.

Mr. COURSOL. When the return is brougbt down I
may have occasion toe say a few words.

Motion agreed to.

CONSUMPTION OF DISTILLED AND FERMENTED
LIQUORS IN CANADA.

Mr. FOSTER moved (1) for a statement showing the
quantities of distilled an -fermented liquors under the
different names as given in the Trade Returns, imported
into and taken for consumption in Canada from 1868 to
1882, both years included, computed in Imperial gallons,
each Province separately, the value of the saine and the
duty paid thereon; (2) the quantity of distilled and
fermented liquors under the different names given in the
Inland Revenue Returns, manufactured in Canada and taken
for consumption therein, by Provinces, the value of the
saine and the duty paid thereon for the same years; (3)
the amount of materials used in brewing and distilling
alcoholic liquors in the several Provinces of Canada during
the same years. Ie said: It is not my intention to take
up the time of the House in giving reasons for moving for
this return, further than to say that I think there is a
goodly number of persons in this House, and a large
number of persons outside of this House, who will b very
much gratified by having, in tabulated form, the information
which I have moved for, inasmuch as that information put
in tabulated form may have a great deal to do with deteir-
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mining the attitude- which persons, both in this House and
outside of it, may take with respect to this question.
We have been promised legislation to be brought
down by this Government with reference to alcoholie
liquors or the traffic therein, and my object in moving
for this return is to have data which will be
unquestionable. There can be no doubt but that the dis-
cussion on that question will be thorough, and the state of
the traffic in the different Provinces as well as for years in
the Dominion, will be under consideration, and an accurate
table, such as that asked for, will be, coming before the
HEouse in an unquestioned way, very valuable in
helping us to make up our minds with respect to the whole
question. With these few remarks, hoping there will be
no opposition to the motion, and believing the information
asked for will be of great value, I beg learc to move the
motion.

Motion agrecd Io.
NORTIWEST LANDS.

Mr. BLAKE moved for communication or representation
to the Government on the subject of the simplification of
the system of transfer of lands of the North-West. Hle said:
Mr. Speaker, for some years I have had occasion to call
the attention of the Government to the importance of the
question which is raised by this motion. It is of great
importance in tho North-West, where the lands are un-
settled and the titles are in first hands, and also in those
portions of that country which are settled to a very large
extent,that there should be some means for the transfor of real
estate, simpler than that which now obtains there. During
the time of the late Government, a Bill was introduced by
the hon. member of the Government, who was specially
charged with the administration of North.West affairs, for
that purpose; but it was not pressed through Parliament
during the Session in question. Sinco that time, several
years have elapsed, and I need-hardly say that each year
bas aggravated the difficulties that exist, and rendered the
necessity of intervention in this particular more urgent.
I recently noticed that application had been made from
a quarter where it might bave been lcast expected, for
some change in the laws affecting real estate in this direc-
tion, the representation being founded on the system
which prevails in Austialia. But steps should be taken, not
merely in the interests of borrowers, but of thoso who hold
these lands; and I trust that the Government will take
such steps as will effectually reluce the financial tax wbich
the present system brings to bear on the transfer of real
estate, and introduce such a measuro as will greatly
simplify the steps attending the transfer of real estate in
the North-West Territories.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not aware that any
communications have been received from any company on
this subject, but if go, they will be brought down. But
owing to representations which have been made, two gen-
tlemen belonging to the legal profession have taken the
trouble to prepare a Bill.founded on the Australian system,
and this Bill is now before the bon. Minister of Justice.
Of course, the features of the Bill apply to the North-W est,
outside of the Province of Manitoba, which will legislate-
if it deals with the matter at all-respecting this subject
under its own system of conveyance, and after its own
fashion. I am not at all sure, however, that the system which
has been found to work well in Australia, wbere they have
a peculiar population, and certain peculiarities due to the
character of the country, and which do not exist here, can
be well adopted here. However, Sir, that is a subject which
is worthy of consideration, and it is now receiving the con.
sideration of the hon. Minister of Justice and of the Gov-
ernment.

Motion agreed to.

BUOYS AND BEACONS.
Mr. DAWSON moved for a return of all correspondence

which has taken place with any Department of the
Government within the past four years, in reference to
buoys and beacons in the north channel of Lake Huron,
with copies of any contracts entered into for placing the
same in the spring and removing them in the fall, and a
statement showing in detail the annual cost of the same
service for a period of four years immediately antecedent.
to these contracts having been entered into, distinguishing
the amount laid out in soundings, from that chargeable to
the mere placing of buoys and beacons. He said:
Mr. Speaker, the other day, i felt it to be my duty
to call attention to the unfortunate losses, both of life and
property, which had taken place on the Great Lakes on
the shores of my constituency. These matters are pressed
on me by My constituents, and I must now call the atten-
tion of the House to a matter which has led to a great
deal of difficulty, and which may lead to still more in the
future. Some years ago, it was the custom to place the
buoys and beacons in the north channel of Lake Huron in
charge of an officer employed by the Department of
Marine. He was a very careful officer, and ho placed them
in position with a great deal of judgment. He had been
for a number of years-some thirty-in the country, and
his experience was of great value. He laid out new
channels; and, in fact, it may ho said that this
gentleman sounded all the channels along the north coast
of Lake Huron. There are a great many chan-
nels which are exceedingly intricate, and Captain Wil-
son, the officer in charge, to whom I refer, had always a
hobby for finding the best channel through which a
steamer could pass. He laid out buoys and beacons
every spring, assisted by voyageurs, and in the fall
removed them. le placed these buoys and beacons
with a great deal of care, and gave satisfaction to
those navigating these waters. Suddenly it was thought
that this system was too expensive, and a contract
was given out for the placing of these buoys and
beacons. Now, the contractor to whom this work
was given, turned out to be a man of no experience.
He did not even employ mon who knew the channels,
because his contract would not afford it, and they
are known to very few persons. In fact, I know
of no person there who kncw them so well as
Captain Wilson, the person to whom their care was so
long entrusted. The fact is, however, that they were
misplaced by the contractor, and the first year that ho had
the contraet vessels ran aground or were delayed because
their officers were afraid to venture these channels if it
were at all dark, so that, in addition to the loss of vessels by
stranding, there was great loss of time. This state of
things has continued for some years, and it is not at all
improving-in fact it is just as bad as it was the first day
the contract was let. The matter stands in this way:
supposing tenders were to be advertised for and a contract
let for placing of buoys and lightships in the St. Lawrence
River; supposing some shopkeeper were to get the
contract, if the law required it to ho given by contract,
the resait would be that many of those buoys and
lightships would most certainly be out of place.
That sort of thing has occurred in the north channel
of Lake Huron ; no experienced person bas been there
to overlook the work; the contractor himself did not know
where to place these guides to navigation, and the conse-
quence has been, as I said before, that they have in certain
sections been misplaced, vessels have been grounded or
have been obliged to move their loads at great expense.
The Quebec for example. Experienced captains do not mind
this state of things very much in dayhight, because they
know the channels, but strangers going there cannot follow
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them as experienced mariners do. This, I have no
doubt, occurred before the present order of things was
established in the Department of Marine and Fisheries, and
I feel certain that when the attention of the hon. Minister of
Marine is drawn to the matter, he will be ready to bring
about a change in the system, so that all these
matters may be properly attended to. In the past,
the Department of Marine and Fisheries cannot alto-
gether escape the responsibility for those terrible losses
which have taken place in the great lakes-losses by which
no lésS than 350 of the inhabitants of Algoma have either
been roasted to death in burning vessels, or found watery
graves, and by which, as I explained the other day, a
whole fleet of vessels has been lost. I know the attention
of the Department has been directed to ocean navigation-
to the Maritime Provinces, where larger interests are at
stake; but it must be borne in mind that the shipping
interest is increasing very largely on thèse lakes. New
steamers are constantly being put on, and ut Thunder Bay,
last summer, no less than two hundred thousand tons of
shipping called, either going or coming. This interest
is becoming too important to be neglected,
and I call the attention of the hon. Minister to
it, and to one fact in particular: that no matter what the
requirements of the law may be, no matter if it is required
that contraets should be given out for this service, the spirit
of the law certainly requires that the work should be done,
while, as a matter of fact, the work has not been done. The
buoys have not been put in the proper places, and in view
of the loss which has occurred on these lakes, and of the
great dissatisfaction existing-and I am sure that the cor-
respondence will show that it does exist-there has been no
economy in the present system. The public have been
involved in a far greater loss by the misplacement of these
buoys and beacons than all the expense required to put
them in their proper places would have amounted to.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION. TO CANADA IN 1882.

Mr. BURPEE (Sunbury) moved for a statement show-
ing the number of immigrants that have arrived in the
Dominion during the calendar year ending December 31st,
1882, to settle in Canada, and their nationality; also, show-
ing the number that have settled in each Province respec-
tively, and also in the Territorics of the Dominion as far as
eau be ascertained.

Mr. POPE. I beg to say to the hon. gentleman that all
the information for which he asks will be found r the
report of my Department.

Motion withdrawn.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed
to: -

Return giving a full statement of all coal entered ex-
warehouse free or for exportation, during the years ending
June 30th, 1881 and 1882, showing the quantity so entered
at each port, the names of persons having entered, the
quantities ex-waréhoused be each person, and if exported
the name of the vessel or railroad by which exported, the
place to which exported, and copies of the cancelling certi-
ficates showing that such coal had been landed in the ports
to which exported.-(Mr. Burpee, St. John.)

Copies of ail correspondence between any hon. member
of the Government and any licensod victuallers, or any one
on behalf of any organization of licensed victuallers; and
of all petitions, memorials or resolutions presented by any
such person on the subject of législation affecting the sale
of liquors.-(Mr. Blake.)

Mr. DAwsoN.

Return of ail memorials, petitions and correspondence of
any kind, asking for a dràwback on sugar refned in
Canada when exported to any 1foreign country, the parties
applying, their statement of drawback proposed, and any
answers of the Government thereto, also copy of any
regulations made for such drawback.-(Kr. Burpee, St.
John.)

Copies of ail memorials, petitions and correspondence
relating to the abolition of duty on grain, four and coal
during the calendar year 1882, and subsequently.-(Mr.
Burpee, St John.)

Copies of all correspondence with the Government or
any hon. member thereof, during the calendar year 1882,
referring to the construction of a railway bridge over the
River St. John at St. John.-(Mr. Burpee, St. John.)

PACIFIC RAILWAY RETURN.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourn ment
of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. I have just looked cursorily at the return
brought down relating to the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and I observe that that portion of it required by the
Consolidated Railway Act contains a great many more
blanks than items. Our Resolution required that we should
have, within fifteen days of the opening of the Session, a
return giving this information up to the end of the fracal
year previous, and also, to as late a day as practicable there-
after, because it was felt to be very important that in the
case of the Pacific Railway we should have this information.
There is no information given after the 30th of June, and
even up to that date the hon. gentleman will find that the
return is almost entirely blank paper. It seems to me
that some effort should be made to procure this information
which the Company is required, under Statute, to give us.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As I understand, the return
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company is required by law
to make, is up to a certain date, the 30th ofJune. The Com-
pany has been called upon to make that return, and, as far
as my recollection goes, the return brought down embraces
everything except contracts.

Mr. BLAKE. No; that is what 1 complain of. The form
is the form required by the hon. Minister-it consists of
sheets with printed headings, but the information required
by the Statute is wanting.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There has always been the
greatest possible difficulty in obtaining from the railway
companies these statistical returns as required by law. My
hon. predecessor had occasion to refer once or twice to the
great difficulty there was in procuring this information.
However, I will turn my attention to the matter and
endeavor to obtain ail the information I possibly can.

Mr. MACKENZIIE. Has the hon. gentleman got the usual
statistical account of railways prepared for this Session ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Motion agreed to; and (at 4:25 o'clock p.m.) the .House

adjourned.
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HIOUSE OF COMMONS,
TuiSDAY, 27th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PKRTRS.
RETURN.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a return from the
Department of the Interior, of the correspondence in rela-
tion to the allotment of lands for the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and also of the reservation of lands for that purpose,
together with a map showing the lands allotted and the
lands reserved.

MONEY REQUIRED FOR TH1E PUBLIC SERVICE.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 21) to authorize the raising by way of loan of
certain sums of money required for the public service.

Mr. BLAKE. On the motion of an hon. friend, an order
was granted for the production of correspondence with
agents on the subject of commission. There is no objection
to the second reading of the Bill, but I would prefer that it
be not taken another stage until the return is brought
down.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I have no recollection of such
a return being ordored this Session. The whole correspon-
dence was before the House last Session.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there no subsequent correspondence ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No subsequent correspon-

dence, except respecting the arrangement made at that
time.

Bill read the second time, considered in Committee, and
reported.

TELEGRAPH COMMUNICATION WITH BERMUDA.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I wish to state to the hon.
member for Halifax, by way of explanation, that the other
day, when J answered the question put by him with respect
to correspondence between the Imperial and this Govern-
ment, as to the establishment of a tolegraph line with
Bermuda, I was mistaken-I had forgotten that there
existed some correspondence on this subje:t-; and, there-
fore, I have thought it best to correct the matter by laying
this correspondence on the Table.

PACIFIC RAILWAY RATES.

Mr. BLAKE. I mentioned some points, yesterday, which
J suppose require investigation as to returns required under
the Consolidated Act. I notice that one return on the sub-
ject of rates and tolls is antedated, and bas reference to some
other parts of returns that relate to action taken on the 9th
of April, 1881. It gives certain special rates and through
rates, and local rates, but the through rates concern only
a very small portion of the line, as it now exists, and which
has been open for traffic, as the newspapers inform us, for
some months. Reference is made to an application on the
subject of a further tariff, but I would suppose that no
arrangement had been reached for a tariff of through rates
for those portions of the railway which have been opened
since the 9th of April, 1881-this seems to affect the return
vitally; but I assume, that no tarif has been fixed at all for
through rates beyond the small extent of it, which could
be arranged under the Act of 1881. Besides the absence
of any correspondence on the subject of the tariff, I notice
that the report of the engineer states that a further tariff
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is under consideration; if so, it must have been sent in by
the Company in draft and submitted to the Government;
and if this is the case, correspondence must exist respecting
it, and the Company's proposal with reference to this tariff
ought to be laid on the Table in pursuance of the Resolution
passed by this House, though a decision on it by the
Government had not been reached.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is the fact; a decision
by the Government on this subject has not been reached-
the Railway Company has made application for a tariff;
but it is not finally determined. When a tariff, however, is
adopted, all the necessary information will be laid before
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will see, that if that
is the state of things there is no authority for a through
rate on the part of the Railway Company in the North-
West; and if the hon. gentleman proposes so far to vary
from the Resolution, as to submit the correspondence which
bas passed on the subject of the proposed tarif, because a
decision by the Government bas not yet been reached, i
think it reasonable to enquire whether ho intends that this
decision shall be reached in such time that the necessary
papers can be submitted to the House during the presont
Session; else, obviously, if the decision be reserved until
it will be too late for consideration during the present
Session that will be highly objectionable to the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will answer the hon.gentle-
man, when I make a more specifie statement on the subject
than I can at this moment.

SHIPPING TELEGRAPH LINE.

Mr. MITCHELL enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Goverument to construct a telegraph line, in the
interest of shipping, from Chatham to Escuminac Light.
house ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I have the
honor to state, in answer to my hon. friend, that this
matter is now receiving the best consideration of the
Government.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. MITCHELL enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to establish communication by schooner
or steamu between the Intercolonial Railway at Newcastle
and Chatham, and the villages of Burnt Church. Neguac,
Tabusintac, Black Brook, Baie de Vent and the Islands at
the mouth of the Miramichi, for the purpose of promoting
the extension of the fresh fish exportation, and thus increas-
ing the traffic on the Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, Mr. Speaker, in
answer to th.e hon. member, that an application has been
received 15y the Government on this subject, and referred
to the Superintendent of the Intercolonial Railway for his
report. When we have received that report, we will be
able to state to the hon. gentleman what the Government
proposes to do respecting this matter.

THE WASHINGTON TREATY.

Mr. MITCHELL enquired, Whether any correspondance
bas passed, of which the Government have any intimation,
between the Government of the United States and the
British Minister at Washington, or between the Govern-
ment of the United States and the British Government,
in relation to a notice of termination of the Fishery
clauses of the Washington Treaty, or having any bearing
thereon ?

Mr. McLELAN. Mr. Speaker, I beg toe say, in answer
to the hon. gentleman, that the British Minister at Wash-
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ington bas from time to time forwarded to this Govern-
ment copies of all the resolutions and of all the proeedings in
Congress, respecting the Fishery Treaty.

INLAND WATERS' FISHERIES.

Mr. MITCHELL enquired, Whether the Government
have taken any steps, by correspondence or otherwise, for the
purpose of arranging for or regulating the fisheries on the
inland waters of the Dominion, in view of the recent
decision of the Supreme Court, which bas altered the
relation to and the powers exercised by the Dominion
Government over those fisheries; and if so, whether any
arrangements and what have been corne to on the subject ?

Mr. McLELA.N. I may, say for the information of
the bon. gentleman, that no correspondence has passed
between us and the Local Governments on this matter. At
least there has been -no official correspondence on the sub-
ject with me, as the head of the Department of Marine and
Fisheries; but several interviews have taken place with the
members of the Governments of Quebec and New Bruns-
wick; but there has been no official correspondence, and no
arrangements have been made between the two Govern-
ments-between the General and those Local Governmrents,

3specting this matter.

HYDROGRAPICAL SURVEY OF CANADIAN
WATERS.

Mr. FORTIN moved for copies of all correspondence
between any members of this House or other persons and
the Government, in relation to the hydrographical survey
of the Great Lakes, the River and Gulf of St. Lawrence and
the other inaritime coasts of Canada. He said: Before the
motion is put to a vote, I would like to address some remarks
to the House. The idea of having a hydrographical survey
of the River and Gulf of St. Lawrence, and the other
maritime coasts of Canada, is not new to me. I spent
many years on the Gulf of St. Lawrence, but it was not
long until I discovered ti -u, in one respect at least, we
were bebind our neighbors. Whilst ii the United States
there is the coast survey under the department ofthe navy-
which survey bas been engaged for many years in per-
fecting the hydrography of the sea coasts of that country
in sounding their harbors and rivers, and describing the
changes which take place in them from year to year-
whilst the lakes are surveyed by the topographical survey
which is attached to the American army, ana whilst they
issue those excellent charts that are not surpassed in the
world, we, on the other hand, have had very~little of such
surv.;jying done. The surveys of the Gulf and River St.
Lawrence were made by hydrographical offleers of the
British navy many years ago. The work was an excellent
one, and I wish especially to mention bere, in the most
honorable terms, the name of Captain Bayfield,-who, for
many years, surveyed the coasts of the Gulf of St.
Lawrence. But it must be remembered that this work was
done thirty years ago, and since that time we have only
had hydrographers engaged at the work during a couple
of seasons. I remember that one of the large vessels belong-
ing to the foet of the Allan'3, when they were in the habit
of passing between the Island of Anticosti and the north
shore, passed close to the said north shore, and became
stranded on a large ledge opposite the mouth of the River
Coacoachoo, which is not marked on the chart. The
weather happened to be fine, else the vesseI would have
been lost; but as it was, she was extricated. About that
time, when I was cruising on board of La Canadienne-the
vessel employed for the p- tection of the fisheries-we were
stranded on a rock opposite Wash-shee-cotoi River, over
which there was only nine feet of water, and it was not
indicated on the chart. I find no fault with hydrographers

Mr. McLZLAN.

like Bayfield, who toiled for so many years in performing
that service, but it is well known that the hydrography
of a coast is never complote. A rocky coast may not
change, but along sand and mud banks and at the
mouths of rivers constant changes are taking place;
and this must especially be the case at the mouth of that
mighty river the St. Lawrence which drains so immense an
area of country. The circumstances are not the sanme now
as they were fifty years ago. At that time lpper Canada,
drained by the great lakes and their connecting rivers, was
only partially settled, while in Lower Canada the back
country was hardly settled at ail; but to-day the most of the
valley of the St. Lawrence, and the country along the
great lakes and rivers, is settled, and as a consequence it is
drained almost to perfection; and in the spring time, when
the snow thaws, and in the fall), during a continuation of
heavy rains, there is an immense body of water ruuning down
into the St. Lawrence, and this water rushes down at an im-
mense speed-a fact which is noticed not only by the fishermen
but by the mariners as weil. The changes in the currents which
are made by this drainage, are of course not indicated by the
cbarts. I find that on many points along the St. Lawrence,
such as the Traverse, the harbor of Quebec, as well as
in Lake S. Peter and other places, great changes have
taken place during the last thirty years. Yet we have to
use the chaits that were made by Captain Bayfield, which
have not been altered for the last twenty or thirty years,
and upon which, therefore, these changes are not indicated.
1 am glad that the hon. member for Algoma (Mr Dawson),
bas brought before the House the necessity of mak-
ing a re-sounding of the lakes-a necessity which
has been made apparent by the terrible accidents of the
last few years, by which so many lives have beensacrificed.
As I said before, the necessity of such a survey of the lower
waters of Canada was known to me long ago, but I was
afraid to bring the matter before the Huse or the public,
because I feared the pciplc would not be convinced by my
simple words, se I w'aited for an opportune time, and that
time has come. I attach great importance to this matter,
because, as I have pointed ont before, I regard the St. Law-
rence as a great element in the future of Canada; and if
the Hoýuse is not tired I will read a few words of what I
said on the subject some years ago:

"This country, that is Canada proper, without the North-West and
the Lower Provinces, had been described as a narrow strip of land tra-
veraed by a large body o water. We might reverse that proposition,
aid say that Canada consists ot an immense and magnificent water-
course, with a strip of land on either side. This magnificent sheet of
water, compoeed of the lakes. of the River and Gulf of St. Lawrence.
is the pride and hope of Canada. By it the early pioneers of Canada
were enabled to penetrate in the very heart of the country and discover
the great North-West Territories, and through it civilization spread
from the East to the West, from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, and up the
valley of the Ottawa. The motto of this city and seaport is ' Natura
fortis, industria crescit.' We should be able to say of the magnificent
St. Lawrence water-conrse: 'Natura potens, industria crescit. What
has been the hope of this country from the beginning? It is that by
means of this water-course we may become the carriers of the trade of
the Far West. That has been the hope of Canada, and if we acqire
that, we acquire wealth and power."

These are words which I uttered in Quebec some years
ago in a lecture I delivered on the signal system. Now,
we must do something for the St. Lawrence because the
shipping trade of the river is not increasing so fast as many
people believe. I have taken the trouble to enquire as to
the amount of tonnage that came to the ports of Montreal
and Quebec in 1872, 1877 and 1882, and I find that, in 1872,
it was 1,094,883, in 1877, 1,133,898, and, in 1882, 1,030,736.
Thus we find that instead of the tonnage increasing it has
actually receded from 1872 to 1882 about 60,000 tons.
Those figures show the urgency of this matter, and should
stimulate us to try to decrease the dangers of navigation of
the St. Lawrence. In order to do that you must show the
mariner not only the right way to go, but whore thedan-
gerous currents are; and that is the reason I recommend
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that the Government should not only endeavor to obtain
from the Imperial Government a hydrographical officer to
survey the lakes, but one or more, if necessary, to perfect
the survey of the Gulf and River St. Lawrence and its
roata, so that there may be some assurance that the diree.
tions laid down in the pilot books may be authentic, not
with reference to thirty years ago but with reference to to
day. Now, I know, from the experience of old fishermen
and old coasters, that the currents are not the same as they
were some years ago; they are stronger in the spring and
weaker in the summer, because in the summer we have a
drouth and in the spring a great flow of water, neither of
which we had to an equal extent in former years, and both
of these have an effect upon the currents in the gulf and the
river as well as upon the tides. I do not think the Govern-
ment will be opposed to this application made by the people
of the Lakes and of the River St. Lawrence, because this
is a matter of necessity. Some people may say that we
have our surveyors and civil engineers in this country,
whom we send to make plans of any changes on our coasts.
That is true; but these plans are useless for the hydrography
of this country, and if they were sent to England they
would not be accepted by hydrographers, because hydro-
graphical surveying 1s done on an entirely different
principle from common surveying. In order to show the
extent of the dangers on the St. Lawrence lu the fall,
owing principally to the currents, I will cite the
rates of insurance charged on ships and cargoes
from Quebec to ports iu Great Britain: June, July and
August, l to 1½ per cent.; August 31lst to September 15th,
J¾ to 2î per cent.; September 15th to September 30th, 21
to 31 per cent.; October lst to October 15th, 31 to 4½ per
cent.; October 15th to October 31lst, 4ý to 5ý per cent.;
November 1st to November 19th, 5j to 6j per cent.; after
November lth the rates change daily, according to the
appearance of the weather. I could bring many competent
witnesses. to show that the dangers of navigation ln the
lower parts of the St. Lawrence and of the maritime
coasts would be greatly lessened if the waters were sur-
voyed again by hydrographical surveyors, and the currents
laid down on the charts as they really exist. I do not wish
to detain the House; I think the importance of this matter
will be i preciated by the Government, and I hope and
believe tboy will induce the British Government to take
acti'on in the matter, because most of the vessels
coming here are British vessels, manned by English
sailors. We have young men studying in the Military
College at Kigston, and it is said that many of them,
when they get out, go to the United States or elsewhere.
Some of these young men might be employed in this
country. We might have our own hydrographical depart-
ment, and when England wiIl be convinced that our own
people will be able to make the hydrography of thits
country, she will allow us our own hydrographical depart-
ment, and she wili accept our work as she did in the case
of the Board of Examiners for sailing masters and mates.
I hope the Government will do their best to bring about
this very desirable object.

Mr. DAWSUN. I am veryglad indeed to see that the hon.
member far Gaspé, in bringing this very important matter'
before the House, has not forgotten the great lakps. It is
certainly very necessary that a hydrographical survey
should now be made of these lakes, and, as the hon. gentle-
man has suggested, it should be made in connection with
the Admiralty in England. It is now a long time since the
first survey was made of these inland waters by Captain,
afterwards Admiral, Bayfield, and he certainly did wonders
at the time, considering the means at his disposal, and that
the country around was then an unknown region. It is not to
be wondered at that a good many shoals have since been dis-
covered that were not known in his day. ie had chiefly to
rely for information on the Indians who cost along near the

shores, very seldom venturing 'far out with their little
canoes into these great inland seas. Latterly, and for some

t years past, there have been discoveries of bhoals in the
Georgian Bay and also in Lake Superior. It is very desir-

- able these shoals should be laid down on the charte. The
American Government, within the past few years, have

- made a most careful hydrographical survey of the United
States side of these lakes. Every shoal is marked as well
as the sounding. The shipping on the great lakes is in-
creasing. As I said the other day, no less than 200,000
tons of shipping were entered at the port of Prince
Arthur's Landing in Thunder Bay during the past summer.
New steamers are being built constantly. I may
mention that the Messrs. Beatty, of Sarnia, who
have taken a great interest in the great lakes,
and laid out their capital in building ships, have now
the largest and finest steamer ever used in these
lakes, nearly completed at Sarnia. In view of the immense
amount of money being invested in shipping, and the great
interests at stake, I certainly join with my hon. friend from
Gaspé in recommending to the Government that a survey
should be made.

Mr. MoLELAN. The papers in connection with this mat-
ter will be brought down as speedily as possible. I will say to
the hon. gentleman who called for them that I am not
aware, since I took the Department of Marine and Fisheries,
that any communications have been forwaided to that
Department respecting the navigation of the St. Lawrence,
except those forwarded by the hon. gentleman himself a
few days ago. When the information was given to the
Bepartment that in the lakes there were certain shoals, not
laid down in Bayfie'd's chart, I at once took the necessary
steps to have a hydrographie officer to take charge of a
survey on the inland waters, for the purpose of having
anything he might discover laid down on the charts already
existing, so that they might be rendered as valuable as
possible. Both the hon. gentlemen who have spoken have
not over-stated the importance to the country of having the
charts by which the gulf and lakes are navigated made as
perfect as possible; and I think the hon. gentleman who
moved for the papers, and who has made many valuable
suggestions respecting the navigation of the St. Lawrence-
in fact all the hon. gentleman's suggestions have been of
great value to the country-will admit the Government bas
always shown its willingness to put in practice the sug-
gestions he has made. Many lights have been added, fog
alarms and whistles have been placed at different points, and
telegraphic communication furnished, nearly throughout
the length of the gulf. If anything be wanting to make
the navigation of the St. Lawrence more safe than it is,
the Government will not be slow to do all that is necessary.
We have had an answer to our enquiry, and have been
informed that an officer of the Hydrographie Society has
been otdered to place himself in communication with us to
perfect plans for a survey of the inland lakes.

Motion agreed to.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjourument of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 4:15 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 28th February, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

QUEEN'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the House,
that I have recoived from the Registrar ofthe Supreme Court
of Canada, a certified copy of the Judgment of the said Court,
in the Election Appeal relating to the Electoral District of
Queen's County District, in the Province of Prince Edward
Island, in which John Theophilus Jenkins was appellant,
and Fredorick de St. Croix Brecken was respondent, to-
gether with a copy of the evidence brought before that
Court, said judgment declaring the respondent duly elected.

PUBLIC WORKS.

Mr. FORBES enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to expend the money voted in the Estimates of 1882,
for the building of a breakwater on the west side of
Liverpool Bay, Queen's County, Nova Scotia, during the
coming summer; and if so, will it be done by tender,
contract, or by commission ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I beg to in.
form the hon. gentleman, that, after looking into the matter,
1 am informed, by my Chief Engineer, that this will be a
very costly work, and that it will consequently require
more examination before we can proceed with the work.

SUMMERSIDE RAILWAY STATION.

Mr. YEO enquired, Whether the hon. Minister of Railways
has had his attention called to the dangerous situation of
the railway station in Summerside, Prince Edward Island ;
and whether it is his intention, this summer, to have the
necessary alteration made to relieve the travelling public
from the dangers they are daily subject to arising from the
situation of this station louse ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I may sny, in
answer to the hon. gentleman, that my attention Las been
called to the subject, and I have learned that the matter
has been carefully examined into. The land which was at
one time expropriated by the Local Government for the
building of an over-head bridge, was, however, surrendered
by that Government and is now sold to private parties to be
built upon. Had this not been done, we should have pro-
posed the erection of an over-head bridge, as was originally
intended.

APPOINTMENT OF HONORABLE HECTOR FABRE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). In moving for copies of the
correspondence relating to the appointment of Hon. Hector
Fabre to the position he now occupies in France, with
copies of all communications and instructions issued to him
by order of the Government, also statement showing the
duties required of him and the salary and commission paid
or to be paid for such services, as well as a statement of all
other expenses, and a statement of salary received from the
Province of Quebec and contingencies; also copies of all
reports made by the hon. Hector Fabre, with any official
papers showing the result of the mission, said: Mr.
Speaker, my object in making this motion is to make known
what the duties of the hon. Mr. Fabre in Paris are. This
proposition I also make in consequence of the intimation
given to this House by the bon. the Finance Minister, last
year, that he intended to utilize Mr. Fabre's services while

Sir LEONAED TILLEY.

in Paris. It would be very important for us to know what
these services have been, and whether they are really
worth the money paid out of the public exchequer to
remunerate him. On the other hand, the public are inter-
ested in knowing whether or not Mr. Fabre has rendered
such services as ho had promised, and if any report has
been received from him; finally, what is the nature and
character of bis occupation ? We are so far completely in
the dark on the subject. It does not appear from any of
the public records, that Mr. Fabre has sent in any report
regarding the aid given by him to emigration, or concern-
ing any literary or political service that ho may have ren-
dered Canada. When the papers asked for are laid before
the louse, some light will probably be thrown on the
subject, but so far we are in utter darkness. Hence I make
this motion, and I hope the papers asked for will be laid
before the House at an early day. Some evil dirposed per-
sons say that the occupation of Mr. Fabre in Paris does not
amount to much, and they add, by means of mockery, that
ho was sent there to observe the transit of Venus. He
may have business more important than that to transact; in
any case, the House would be happy to know what are bis
duties and the amount of his salary as the representative of
this country at the Paris Observatory.

Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). The hon. mem-
ber bas included in bis motion "la statement of the salary
received from the Province of Quebec and contingencies."
The hon. gentleman ought to know that we cannot supply
this information, and ho should not ask for it. It is impos-
sible for us to supply this information. Then, as a matter
of form, the hon. member should, by bis motion, ask the
Government and not the House for these papers, as it is a
question of money.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). I believe the intimation
given this flouse by the hon. the Finance Minister, last year,
was that the Dominion Government intended to avail them-
selves of the services of Mr. Fabre while in Paris, conjointly
with the Quebec Government, and that he had been sent on a
special mission by the Federal Government. As a matter
of course the two Governments must have come to certain
conclusions regarding the remuneration to be allowed Mr.
Fabre, and if documents exist relating to this salary we
bhould have them. Surely Mr. Fabre does not receive a
double salary; in any case, if he is paid a double salary, it
is still further reason for us to know what is paid by the
Ottawa Government and what by the Governinent of the
Province of Quebec ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). The hon. mem-
ber would do well to leave out ihat part of bis motion, and,
if the Government do. not furnish all the information he
requests, ho moay move for additional papers; but I thinkhe
will find all he wants in the papers which will be laid before
the House.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). Then I withdraw that
part of my motion.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

EXPENDITURE ON TELEGRAMS
WORKS DEPARTMENT.

IN PUBLIC

Mr. BLAKE moved for a statement of the expenditure
for each month elapsed for the current fiscal year, on
telegrams charged to various works in the Department of
Public Works, showing the amount charged teoeach work,
respectively, and for a like statement fromNovember, 1881,
to June, 1882, inclusive. He said: I notice by a letter
from the Secretary of the Public Works Department, which
appears in the report of the Auditor-General, that a change
was made in the course of the last fiscal year in the mode
of charging the particular contingencies to whicIr the
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motion refers. An explanation having been asked of the
discrepancy between the amount expended for contingen-
cies and the amount voted therefor, the letter states that
had the cost of telegrams for certain months, instead of
being defrayed from contingencies, been charged, as is now
done, to the various works, the expenditure would have
been some $1,600 less than the amount shown, and that
consequently the vote would not bave been over expended.
For the purpose of comparison, it is necessary that we
should have the contingencies stated in the same way from
year to year, and it is with that view, and also for the pur.
pose of enabling us to understand how much of this amount
has been charged in works of a description over which the
House bas no effective scrutiny, that I make the motion,
because the small details of these works do not come before
us except on special application.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I tbink the hon. gentleman
is in error with regard to these telegrams. So far as I am
aware the telegrams in connection with the different works
have always been charged to those works; but at a period
last year-I do not remember at what period-the Auditor-
General, wishing to have all the accounts for telegrams put
under one head, endeavored to have the separate accounts
for the different works brought together, in order
that they might be added to the accounts
for the other Departments. I objected to that proposition,
on the ground that such a method was not foreseen when
the money was voted for the contingencies of the Depart-
ment, and that the amount voted would therefore be
insuffi3ient. I would have bad no objection to its being done
in some way; but it was a question of money, and thereforo
I said, no, it must be charged as bofore. Of course, I have
no objection to fthe motion.

Motion agreed to.

TKII QU'APPELLE VALLEY FARMING COMPANY.

Mr. WATSON moved for copies of the Order in Council
setting apart lands to be granted to the Qu'Appelle Valley
Farming Company, and containing the conditions of such
grant; also, copies of all correspondence with said company
in reference to the fulfilment of the terms of said Order, and
to the removal of settlers found on said lands; also, state-
ment of all payments made by said company and work
done by them in pursuance of the terms of said Order; also,
copies of all orders issued from the Dominion Lands Depart-
ment at Ottawa or from the Dominion Land Office at
Winnipeg or elsewhere, in regard to the removal of such
settlers; also, copies of all correspondence, petitions or
statements forwarded by them, and all reports made by any
officer of the said Government, in connection with the com-
pany or its lands, statement of the date of such grant and
when occupied by said company. lHe said: I may state
my reasons for asking for this correspondence. In view
of the great amount of attention paid to advertising our
North-West, it is not only a great benefit to the country
to induce settlers to go there, but after we get them there
we must protect them. A great deal of inconvenience
has arisen from the granting of large tracts of land to
large farming and colonization companies. Hon. gentle-
men opposite have stated that all even-numbered sec-
tions, even in colonization companies' tracts, are open for
settlement, and that settlers are not obliged to apply to
the colonization companies. If that is the case, it is not
the prevailing opinion in the North-West, and I make this
motion, not out of mere curiosity, but with the view of
getting at the bottom of some of the grievances of North-
West settlers. We have a great many grievances; but we
feel that the just claims of the settiers on those large coloni-
zation tracts ought to be respected in advance of the claims
of the companies. We believe that most of these squat-

ters who are now unprotected by the Government, went on
the lands previous to their being set apart by the Govern-
ment for colonization companies or large farms. 1 thiuk
it would be in the best interest of the country to have these
papers brought down.

Mr. CASEY. I should not say anything in regard to this
motion were it not that I have some personal knowledge of
the claims of the settlers in question, from having visited
the tract'of the Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Company last
summer, and I feel it due to those settlers to assist my hon.
friiend who bas made the motion, in laying their case before
the House and the Government. In the first place, it is
claimed by ibese settlers, and I think justly, that it was
very bad policy on the part of the Government to set apart
a large block of land on the lino of railway for a farming
company. This is all the more objectionable because at
that particular point there is an important station on the
railway-a station where a large and prosperous farming
community ought to spring up, and where it is prevented
from springing -up by the fact of these lands having baen
granted en bloc to this farming company-not merely thc
odd sections, but the even sections as well, making a solid
block from which all individual settlers are excluded. The
managers of this company claim that tbey have a special
reason for obtaining such a grant, namely: that they have
establisbed a model farm for the purpose of showing the
people of the North-West how they ought to farm. If that
were the object of the grant this model faîrm would have
been quite as useful if it lad been established at some
little distance from the railway, where it would not have
interfered to such an extent with individual settlement.
But their claim of setting up a model farm is absurd. They
are simply a company of speculators, who intend to bold
the land as long as convenient, and after they have broken
a portion, to sell it at a very greatly advanced price. As
for its being a model farm in any sense, that is absurd-they
are simply doing the ordinary sort of breaking and cultiva-
tion that any settler does; and while I was there, they were
doing it in a much more careless and haphazard way than
is usually the case, for they were breaking the land at a
time of the year when it was really of no use to do it. With
regard to the claims of the settlers, I can only give their
own case, which, they being honest and industrious men, is
correct so far as I know. They claim that they went there
early in April or May-at all events before any notice was
given by anybody that these lands were reserved for the
Qu'Appelle Farming Company. They found that the town-
ships in which they settled were not yet sub-divided, and as
they did not intend to be speculators,but bond fide settlers,they
employed a surveyor to find out which were the even.num-
bered sections; having found the even-numbered sections,
they settled upon them, and waited for the advent of the
Government agent, when they could enter for their home-
steads in the regular form. Some time after their settlement
on these lands, notices were put up by the agents of the
Qu'Appelle Farming Company, stating that the lands wore
reserved for them by the Govern ment. The settlers claimed
that at the time these notices were put up, the company
had no right to the lands, not havingfulfilled the conditions
upon wbich the Government were to grant them, and
therefore had no right to put them up. These were
not authoritative notices from the Land Office but more
statements of the company. The settlers refused to
move. Others came in and the company shortly after-
wards took possession and attempted to cultivate the
land of some of these settlers. This was resisted in a
peaceable way, I believe, and the attempt was given
up. In the meantime, I am led to understand petitions
have been sent in to the Government-perhaps only to
the agency at Winnipeg-setting forth their claims. It
would be interesting to see what these claims are, and how
they agree with the facts of the case as established by the
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official documents. The Government should give special
attention to the claims of these so-ealled squatters, recog-
nizing them when tbey do not absolutely interfere with
definite agreements and contracts between the Government
and other parties. These men are generally called squatters
as if the name were one of reproach, but the squatter is the
bond fide settler in our North-West. The Government have
not seen fit to keep up with the narch of railway con-
struction in the sub-division of townships. Even where
they have the townships sub-divided they have not seen fit
to send agents out, and there is no means left to one who
wants to become a bond fide settler except to squat on the
land. As a matter of policy, the rights of these men who
have gone in there with the intention of becoming a3tual
farmers and improvers of the soil, should be respected even
at the expense of speculators, whenever the interests of the
two should happen to clash. Of course, if a definite con-
tract has been made with a certain company and full
notice given by the Government that these lands are not
open, the Government has no option ; -but where the
settler has not had full notice, his claim, as a matter
of public right and justice, should be respected in pre-
ference to those of any company. In regard to these
people, they were not of the class who squat on sec-
tions around where it is expected a railway station will
be built, with the view of making a speculation by selling
their rights afterwards. They settled the whole township
for six or eight miles back from the railway on nearly all
even sections, though some, of course, happened to be near
the railway. The bulk went in as bond fide settlers, not for
speculation at all. I hope these returns will be brought
down in time for us to sec the real facts, and that the
Government have shown more consideration for the rights
of the settlers than the latter believe has been the case.

Motion agreed to.

DURHAM AND WALKERTON MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. LANDERKIN, in moving for all papers and corres-
pondence relating to the change of mail service between
Durham and Walkerton; also a statement showing the cost
of the old and the new service,- and the comparative
efficiency of each, said: I may say that until last Session
a stage ran between Durham and Walkerton. It served
several offices between those points-Allan Park, Hanover,
and Maple Bill. A change was then made, owing to the
completion of railways there. A railway was projected
from Stratford to Wiarton, another from Palmerston to
Durham, which interfered with the old system. The office
at Hanover was served by the railway, and also the office
at Durham, and the intervening offices were served from -

those peints. Allan Park was served from Hanover, and
Maple 1Hil from Walkerton. The present service is very -

inefficient, and the cost is almost equivalent te that of the
daily stage which formerly ran between those points. If a
letter is mailed at Durham for Walkerton to-day, it will
not reach its destination, a distance cf soventeen miles,
until to-morrow afternoon. If a letter be mailed from
Hanover to Walkerton, six miles, it will not reach there
before the following afternoon. When it is understood that
Durham is the register office for the County of Grey, and
Walkerton for the County of Bruce, and that in each a
much banking and business is done, you will see the v
importance of making a change and coming back to r
the old system of having a stage run from Durham in h
the morning to Walkerton, and returnirg in the evening,
serving the way offices as it formerly did. This would be a p
great convenience to the people of that part of the country. a
I hope the Goverument will take the matter into considera- n
tion, as the amount asked for is not great by the contractor b
who has been in the service of the Government for many n
years, and who always discharged the duties of his position h

Mr. CAsEY.

with great efficiency. The change to the old system
would give great satisfaction and save the community
a vast amount of expense, because, under the present
system, those who have a considerable amount of business
to do are obliged to have a private courier to carry
their mails to points where their business leads them.
I hope the Government will look into this matter, and see
that the system which gave such satisfaction to the people
be restored. The cost of the old service I do not think
amounted to as much as that of the present service. The
present service to those way offices is in one instance on
horseback, and in another in single conveyance. I under-
stand petitions have been sent in praying for a return to
the old service, and I hope the Government will consider
those petitions, and see that the public interest is no longer
neglected by the present inefficient service.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were Eeverally agreed
to:-

Return showing: lst. The number of licensed tobacco
manufactories on the first day of February, 1883, in which
Canadian leaf is exclusively used; 2nd. The quantity of
Canadian leaf used in tobacco manufactories since the pass-
ing of the Inland Revenue Act of 1880, to lst February
1883; 3rd. The quantity of cigars and cavendish produced,
respectively, since the let May, 1880, to lst February, 1883,
in manufactories in which Canadian leaf is exclusively
used.-(Mr. Gigault.)

Statement for the fiscal years 1880-81 and 1881-82, and
for the current year to date, as to persons employed in any
of the Departments whose remuneration is charged to
Public Works in connection with which they are employed,
giving:-1. The name. 2. The date of first employment.
3. The remuneration. 4. The nature of the service. 5.
The works to which the remuneration is charged, with the
amount charged to each work.-(Mr. Blake.)

Return giving the number of immigrant agents or
persons employed (other than those on the regular and
published lists) by the Government or Department of
Agriculture, and sent from Canada to Europe, who received
pay from the Government during the calendar years of
1881 and 1882; the names of persons so employed; the
instructions given to them; the terms of engagement; the
time each as been so employed, and the remuneration paid
to each person so employed.-(Mr. Burpee, Sunbury.)

Copies of all contracts entered into by the Post Office
Department with any person whomsoever for the ca-'ying
of the mails by steamer during the winter season, between
the wharf at St. Denis, on the south shore of the St.
Lawrence, and Murray Bay on the north shore; with a
statement showing the naine and tonnage of the steamer
employed in that service, and a statement of all the trips
made by such steamer in fulfilling the said contract.-(Mr.
Laurier.)

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY RETUIRNS.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the Orders are called, I desire the
attention of the hon. the First Minister to some omissions
which appeared in the returns presented on his behalf in
relation to the Canadian Pacific Railway. For convenience I
havemadea memorandum which Iwill send to the hon.gentle-
man. The papers themselves indicate that certain letters
passed, which, by some miscarriage, have not been appended ;
and tbey also show certain plans and maps, whieh fbrm the
most important point of the return, and which have not
been brought down. We have not yet received either the
map or plan which was ordered the other day, so far as the
on. gentleman's Department is concerned, and which
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specifically was to indicate the lands which had actually
been granted to the Company, and those which they had
applied for and had not been granted, &c. All that has
come down in this case is a map which the Company sends
te the Government indicating their view of the case, but
there is no plan from the Government at all, nothing indi-
cating that this was accepted by the Government. Then
there is nothing in the return at all as to the actual grants
or patents of any of the lands. We have the twenty-four
mile belt, and there is nothing to show that one acre of that
has been granted, or what acres have been granted. There
are the arrangements by which a large quantity south of
the bolt, en bloc, has been allotted, in se far as the odd
secI' ins are concerned, but there is nothing indicating
wheiher the grant has been made, whether the title las
parted from the Crown to the Company, of any of the lands
whatever. Nor is there any correspondence at all indicat-
ing an objection on the part of the Company to any of the
sections along the main line, or indicating even how far they
have rejected, or propose to reject, any sections as not
fairly fit for settlement. There is nothing to show that; so
that for all that appears in this correspondence, the Com-
pany has not received a conveyance, or the Crown been
enabled to part with one single acre in the North-West yet.
I think there must be something indicating these particu-
lars, and I have made a brief note of them for the hon.
gentleman.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The map the hon.
gentleman speaks of is prepared, I believe, if it has not
been brought down.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was laid on the Table
yesterday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I knew it was pre-
pared. I will have it attended to at once. I believe, as a
matter of fact, that no patents have been issued at all, and I
believe also that the Company has not, as yet, made
objections to any of the land on the railway belt.

Mr. BLAKE. A s to the question of patents, I observe, in
one of the letters, that the Company make an allusion to
some land company-not the large land company, but I
think the Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land Company-saying
they find some difficulty in completing their operations to
consequence of claims made by the Indian Department in
some particular lots, and I presume that grant has been
made with that knowledge.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not quite sure
that that grant has beeti issued. I think the Company
treats the odd-numbered sections of the belt as if they had
a statutory title.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMBENTS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) in moving the second reading
of Bill (No. 6) to provide that persons charged with mis-
demeanor shall be competent as witnesses, said: I may
say that this is the Bill I submitted to the House last Ses-
sion. It received the approval of the'hon. the First Minister,
and it was submitted, I think at his suggestion, to a Select
Committee. That Committee reported the Bill with some
trifling amendments, but it was so late in the Session that
it did not pass through the subsequent stages. The Bill
now is precisely the same as was reported by the Committee.
The object is to enable defendants and their wives to be
witnesses in their own behalf in cases of nisdemeanor
only. They are not compelled to give evidence, but they
may give evidence under certain restrictions. They maybe cross-examined, but if the cross-examination goes te the
discredit of the witnesses the Judge has the power torestrict
it with respect to that point. There is another clauee which
provides that if a person is charged with any other offence

than a misdemeanor, and the Judge is of the opinion, at
the close of the evidence for the prosecution, that the only
case made out is one of misdemeanor, then the defendant
can be a witness in his own behalf. I move the second
reading with a view of referring it again te a Select Com-
mittee, and as there are several Bills of a similar nature I
would suggest te the hon. the First Minister the propriety
of referring all those Bills te a Select Committee, with a
view of consolidating them into one. The Committee I
propose are: Mr. McCarthy, Sir Charles Tupper, Mr.
Davies, Mr. Robertson (Hamilton), Mr. Weldon, Mr. Wood
(Brockville) and the mover.

Sir JOHN A. MACDOiALD. I have no objection to the
second reading of the Bill under the condition stated by the
hon. gentleman-that this and cognate Bills, of which there
are several on the paper, should b3 sent te a Select Com-
mittee.

Bill read th9 second time, and referred to a Select
Committee, consisting of Messrs. McCarthy, Davies, Robert-
son (Hamilton), Wood, Weldon, Cameron (Victoria),
Cameron (Huron), Girouard (Jacques .Cartier), Amyot,
Casgrain, and Sir (harles Tupper.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Under the circumstances,
and with the leave of the fouse, I beg te move, in the
absence of Mr. MCCARTHY, the second reading of Bill (No. 2)
te amend an Act respecting Procedure in Criminal Cases,
and othor matters relating te Criminal Law.

Mr. BLAKE. There are several clauses in this Bill which
are open te consideration and discussion, one of them being
that as te jurisdiction. As the hon. gentleman proposes
te refer it te a Committee composed of persons learned in
the law, perbaps it would be better te reserve discussion
until we see in what shape they send back the Bill.

Bil. read the second timo, and referred te tho Selcet
Committee on Bill (No. 6).

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 7), te amend the Criminal Law.and te extend the
provisions of the Act respecting Offences against the Person.
Ho said: I desire te draw the hon. the First Minister's atten-
tion te this Bill. I introduced it last Session, and itreceived
the assent of the hon. the FirstMinister, who delared that ho
believed it was a Bill which ought te pass; but with a view
te making soine amendments and perfectîng the Bill, it was
referred te a Select Committee. The Committee roported,
and on the motion of an hon. gentleman opposite, the Com-
mittee of the whole House rose without reporting the
Bill, and the result was that the Bill was lest. 1
again move the second reading of the Bill. I think the
more the hon. gentleman considers -the question the more
ho will se the absolute necessity of such a Bill passing.
The only ground alleged for tho motion by which the Bill
was defeated, was that it was an insult te the people te pass
such a measure, as such crimes could net possibly be com-
mitted in any Canadian community, and with the support
of Ion. gentlemen opposite who sustainod the mover, and
on whom I make no reflections, the motion prevailed, and
the Bill was accordingly defeated. Since that time four
cases have occurred, one of them I think very near the door
of the hon. gentleman who made the motion, and two or
three others in Ontario, where this very crime intended te
be punished by the Bill was committed. I have the cases
before me now, but I do net care te read them te the louse,
as it is not a subject one cares te discuss very fuly. Be-
lieving the hon. the First Minister entertains the same
opinion now as ho entertained twelve months ago, I beg
te move the second reading of the Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Doos the hon. gentleman
propose te send this Bill te the same Committee ?
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Mr. CAMBRON (Huron.) I have no objéâtion, but the
Bill was considered by a Select Coinmittec last Session and
reported.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
principle of the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I was not on the Select Committee which
considered the Bill last Session, but 1 understand it was very
carefully considered, and it would scem unreasonable to
send it again to a Select Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All right.
Bill read the second time.

SECOND READING.

The following Bill was read the second time: -

Bill (No. 27) to amend an Act te incorporate the Ontario
and Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. Wells.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreod tog and (at 3,'00 o'clock, p.m.) the HIouse
adjourned.

iHOUSE OF COMMONS,
Tii1JRSDAY, lst M1rch, 18-3.

The SPzAiKER took the Chair at Thrce o'clock.

PaAyras.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. BEATY moved that the time for receiving petitions
for Private Bills be extended to Friday, the 9th day of March,
in accordance with the recommendation of the Select
Standing Committee on Standing Orders.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will state the
circumstances which induced the Committee to make the
recommendation. This is the second extension, and by it
the preliminary proceedings on Private Bills may be com-
menced one month after the opening of the Session.

Mr. BEATY. The reason the Committee recommended
the extension of time is that there were eighty-seven Bills
of which the Clerk has received notice and only twenty-
nine, including those reported to-day, have been passed by
the Committee. In view of that fact, it was thought
improper, or at least unadvisable, to shut out all remaining
Bills ot which notice has been given. It was understood,
however, that there is to be no more extension, so far as
the Committee is concerned. Such further extension, if
there is to be any, will have to be made by the flouse
independently of the Committee, as they very reluctantly
made the present recommendation under the circumstances
I have stated.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not intend to oppose the motion, but
it seems to me to furnish additional evidence of the utter
break down of the system which we adopted for the proper
conduct of Private Bills business. It is necessary that we
should take some step, before the Session closes, which will
be, by the public and those interested in Private Bills, a
sufficient groundwork for our rigidly insisting on the
observance of our rules as to Private Bills.
It turns out now that, something like two weeks or more
after the time stipulated by our rules, there are about fifty
Bills of which notice has been given, and for which the
petitions have not yet been presented. For that there is no
excuse except the old excuse-that Parliament has always

Sir JoHN A, MACDONALD.

broken its regulations in the past, and the petitioners
expected that Parliament would do so again. Net only do
the opponents of Bills not receive due notice when they are
presented late, but there is the more important reason that
it is only in the earlier perio d of the Session that Private
Bills receive due attention at the hands of the members ; and
those Bills which do not come before the Private Bills Com-
mittee within the next three or four weeks will not, and
cannot, receive that attention wbich is necessary in order
that the Private Bills legislation of the _House may be per-
fected.

Mr. DESJAR DINS. I desire to call attention to the fact
that two months notice is required for the presentation of a
Private Bill, while the proclamation calling Parliament
together is required to be published only thirty days before
the opening of Parliament. For this reason some of those
who came bore with petitions for Private Bills are late. I
think there ought to be some change; either the proclama-
tion calling Parliament together should be published sooner,
or we should require less time for the notices of Private
Bills.

Mr. 1MITCHE LL. I have listenel to the remarks of the
bon. member for West Durham, and while I admit the
great force contained in them, and the desirability of
adhering to the rules, we must not forget that the rule to
which he refers was passed by a defunet House. There are in
this House ninety odd new members, -of whom I have the
honor to be one, and we are of course unacquainted with
the rules of the House ; we look more at what the practice
bas been than at the rules or regulations, and we know that
in times past that, although rales have been laid down, they
have almost invariably been departed from. While I am
ready to lay down and adhere to a strict rule, I think it
would be rather hard on the young members like myself,
w ho may have supposed that there would be the some relax-
ation of the rales and regulations as before, to tie us down
on this occasion. I would, therefore, ask the Government to
relax the rules for a limited time, with the understanding
that they will thereafter be enforced.

Mr. BLAKE. I stated that I did not propose to object on
this occasion, but I was desirous that before the close of the
Session some arrangements should be made by which the
rules should be observed. I admit that the hon. gentleman
is young in years, but he is old in-

iMr. MITCHELL. Like yourself. It is a pity the hon.
gentleman did not finish his sentence. Perhaps the same
remark will apply to himself- Ail I can say is, that I do
not propose to be made the butt of the hon. gentleman's
criticism, and if he bas commenced that game let him go
on. If he throws down the gauntlet, he will find me ready
to pick it up on any occasion.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I think it would be well if all Private
Bills were placed in the bands of the Government at the
very beginning of the Session, so that the hon. Minister of
Justice might at once form hie opinion upon the legality of
such Bills. In 1874, a Committee of the fouse was ap-
pointed for the purpose of facilitating the business of the
House, and I would suggest that a similar Committee should
be appointed by this louse. Up to this time we have been
three weeks in Session, and we have hardly done more than
if we had been here three or four days. Perhaps I will be
in a position t> move in this matter hereafter.

Motion agreed to.

BILLS INTRODJCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced, and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 35) to incorporate the Federal Life Insuran.ce
Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)
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Bill (No. 36) to amend the Act incorporating the King-
ston and Pembroke Railway Company, and the Act amend.
ing the same.-(Mr. Gaunn.)

Bill (No. 37) to incorporate the Royal Society of Canada.
- (Mr. Tassé.)

Bill (No. 38) to incorporate the Rainy River Improve-
ment Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 39) to amend the Act 45 Victoria, Chapter 124,
respecIing the Board for the management of the Tempor.
alities Fund of the Presbyterian Church of Canada in
connection with the Church of Scotland.-(Mr.. Charlton.)

Bill (No. 40) to incorporate the Acadia Powder Company.
-(Mr. Tupper.)

Bill (No.41) to incorporate the Dominion Railway Trust
and Construction Company of Canada (Limited.)-(Mr.
Smail.)

Bill (No. 42) to empower.the President, Directors and
Company of the Grafton Harbor to change the name of the
said Company to that of the Grafton Harbor Company, to
legalize certain proceedings of said Company, and for other
purposes.- (Mr. Guillet.)

Bill (No. 43) to change the name of the Missionary Society
of the Wesleyan Methodist Church of Canada to that
of the Missionary Society of the Methodist Church of
Canada, to extend their corporate powers, and for further
amcndments to their Act of Incorporation.-(Mr.
McCarthy.)

FRENCH TRANSLATION.

Mr. VANASSE enquired, Whether the Government have
had printed and translated in the French and English ]an-
guage, the appendix annexed to the report of the Select
Committee appointed, last Session, to enquire into the
operation of the National Policy in relation to the agri-
cultural interests of the Dominion; if not, whether tbey
propose to have it so translated shortly ?

Mr. POPE. The Printing Committee alone will have to
deal with this. The report is already printed. The Govern-
ment have no control whatever over the matter.

DISTRIBUTION OF CENSUS RETURNS.

Mr. AMYOT enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to distribute to the parish priests, ministers,
and other pastors of the various parishes of the Dominion,
copies ofthe last Census returns?

Mr. POPE. The distribution, sofar as the first volume is
concernied, has already been made. Each member ofthe House
has received four copies. A largo distribution takes place to
foreigu corporations, scientific institutions and to libraries.
WC could not possibly, by any number we print, supply the
clergy. That is a matter that can only be dealt with by the
House. I would not undertake to deal with it.

KING'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION.

On the Orders of the Day bOing called,
Mr. CAMERO-N (Huron). In pursuance of a notice I

gave to the hon. the First Minister a week ago, I propose sub-
mitting to 1he House a motion with reference t-, the election
in the electoral district of King's County, P.E.I. The facts
connected with the case are very plain, and I think when
the House will have heard them it will have little difficulty
in arriving at a conclusion upon the subject. It is known, i
as I mentioned a week ago, that two members are entitled
to seats for that electoral district in this Parliament. In
the elcection of June last, four candidates sought the
suffrages of the people for that constituency-Mr. MeIntyre, p
who now occupies a seat in this House, Mr. MacDonald, Dr. e
Robertson and Mr. Muttart. A poli took place, upon whieh 0
occasion Mx. Mclntyre polled 2,124 votes; Dr. Robertson, t

la

2,002; A. C. MacDonald, 1,940, and Mr. Muttart, 1,854 votes.
It will thus be seen that Mr. McIntyre had a majority of
184 votes over the third candidate, the person who was
third highest on the list, and that Dr. Robertson polled 62
votes over this third highest candidate; in other words, Mr.
McIntyre and Dr. Robertson were the two candidates who
polled the highest number of votes. Mr. MeIntyre was
declared elected by the returning officer, but Dr. Robertson,
who had the second highest number of votes, was not
declared elected. The returning officer, instead of doing
what I think by law he was bound to do, and
return to this Parliament the two candidates who
had the highest number of votes, made what may be
called a special return with respect to the second seat.
Now, the facts contained in the special return have been
submitted to Parliament, brought down by the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery, and published in the Votes and
Proceedings; and from that special return one can sec the
ground upon which the returning officer failed to declare
elected the person having the second highest number of
votes. The alleged ground is that some seven days after
the election a statement was made to the returning officer
by certain electors that Mr. Robertson, at the time of bis
election, was a member of the Legislative Assembly for the
Island. Now, Sir, in the view I take of this question, it is
wholly unnecessary to consider that point-and, indeed, the
returning officer had no right to consider it- and I respect-
fully submit that this Parliament bas no right to consider it.
The only question the returning officer had to consider by
law was, who had the highest number of votes, and the
returning officer erred in considering any other question,
and in making a special return to Parliament ; and it is
the duty Of Parliament to correct that error, leaving, Of
course, all the parties interested such remedy as the law
gives them. I therefore, do not propose discussing at all
the question of Mr. Robertýon's qualification. As a justifi-
cation for the motion I propose making, I may say that it is
of the very first consequence to us here to know, now that
a new Parliament is assembled, exactly what the duties and
the responsibilities of returning officers are. Especially
it is important for us to know that, in view of
the fact that last Session the Government of this
Dominion saw fit, for reasons best known to themselves,
to change the law that had existed on that subject for some
time-a law that, in my judgment, always worked well.
If returning officers have the power of doing what appears
to have been done in this case, gathering facts outside the
returns submitted to him, if the returning officer bas the
right so to deal with candidates and with electors, then nO
candidate who seeks the suffrages of the people for a seat
in Parliament is ever safe, If the functions of a returning
officer are otherwise th an as I con tend they are-of a purely
ministerial character-then I say the quicker we know
that the better. If returning officers are allowed to exorcise
their judgment and discretion, and to say who is qualified
and who is not, then the sooner we know that the better.
In my judgment, that is ontirely outside the duties of a
returning officer. Now the duties of a returning officer
are plain, and are so clearly laid down by law, that I
do not sec how there can be any doubt on the subject.
These duties are laid down by the Aet 37 Victoria, Chapter
9, Section 59. In so far as the duty of the returning officer is
concerned after the votes have been polled, that duty is all
practically embraced in this section, and reading it by the
ight we now have, reading it according to its clear gram-
matical construction, there cannot be any doubt as to the
uties and powers of a returning officer. That section says :
" The returning officer, at the place, day and hour appointed by his

proclamation, and after having received all the ballot boxes, shall pro
eed to open them in the presence of the election clerk, the candidates
or their representatives if present, and of at least two electors, if the
andidates or their representatives are not present, and to add together
lhe number of votes given for each candidate from the statements con-
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tnined in the several ballot boxes, returned by the deputy returning
officers.'
Now, the duty of the returning officer is clearly to gather
from the statements contained in the ballot boxes trans-
mitted to him by the duputy returning olficers, the votes
polled for each candidate. The law is quite clear-:

'' The candidate who shall, on the summing up of the votes, be found
to have a majority of the votes, be declared elected."
Now, it appears to me that this section is so clear that I can-

-not understand how it can be argued that the returning
officer's duty is other than purely ministerial, it being to
sum up the votes cast for eacl candidate, and, upon the sum-
ming up, to give to the candidate who has the largest num-
ber of votes the seat. That does not appear to have
been done in this case. There is no dispute about
the facte. So far, the facts are manifest from the
returns submitted to Parliament, and from these facts
it appears that Dr. Robertson had a larger number of
votes than Mr. A. C. MacDonald. If that is so, then I submi t
with all deference that it was the duty of the returning
officer to have declared Dr. Robertson entitled to the second
seat. There are other papers before Parliament now-I
think improperly before Parliament-and, of course, one
cannot close ones eyes to -the fact that they are there. The
returning officer has returned certain other documents-
I say improperly returned certain other documents-but
they are there, and what do they show ? They show he
did not return Dr. Robertson because it was alleged by some
one that, at the time of the nomination, Dr. Robertson was a
member of the Local Legislature. I say a returning
officer bas no power and no right to transmit any such
documents as those to the Cierlk of the Crown in Chancery.
The Statute states what be shall do in summing up the
votes, and what be shall de in declaring the persons having
the highest nuraber of votes to be elected. It goes further
and speciffes the documents which lie is bound to send with
his return to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, and
amongst those documents there is no such paper as that
which he las seen fit to send here. The law says:

" The returning officer shall also transmit to the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery, with this return, the original statements of the several
deputy returning officers, roferred to in section fifty-eight of this Act,
together with the voters' lists used in the several polling districts, and
any other lists and documents used or required at such electien, or
which may have been transmitted to him by the deputy returning
officers."
You will sec that the papers which this functionary, who is
responsible to Parliament for the proper discharge of the duty
imposed on him by law, ought to return, and was bound to
return bere-and hc should return nothing else, except
what by law he was called on to return -do not embrace
certain documents sent in by hlm. They do not embrace a
protest signed by some electors seven days after the election
when the people at the polls had exercised their franchise.
But the returning officer has scen fit so to do. I submit,
however, that in dealing with this case we are bound
to deal with it as if those particular papers had not
been here at al. That is the law, and that is the
interpretation given to it, though not quite under the same
law but under a kindred Statute, when the subject was dis-
cussed in Parliament in 1873. On that occasion the late hon.
member for Cardwell-whose opinions on all questions of this
kind were equal, if not superior to those of any other person-
took the ground that the returning officer should not trans.
mit any papers except those provided by law to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery. It was then contended that a
copy of the voters' list was properly so transmitted, and
could be used in discussing the question then before the
House. Mr. John ilyard Cameron said: "The House bas
no right to consider the list of voters, as the Statute in no
way allowed it as evidence. In this respect it was altogether
different from a poll book and could not be accepted by the
House as a fact, without proof thereof. I say that
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the Statute in no way justifies, warrants, or entitles the
returning officer in receiving any such protest seven days
after the election was over; that it in no way entitles,
justifies or warrants the transmission of it to the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery, and although it happens to be here,
having been so transmitted to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, we must deal with the case as ifthe documents in
question were not here. Dealing with it in that light and
aspect, what have we got ? The simple statement of the
returning officer of the electoral district that Mr. McIntyre
and Dr. Robertson were the two candidates having the
highest number of votes, and that being so it was the plain
duty of the returning officer to have declared those gentle-
men elected, reserving, of course, as he was bound to do. the
right on the part of the minority candidate to contest the
return if he thought fit. If he did not sce fit to adopt that
course, any hon. member has the right to bring the matter
before Parliament for consideration. At all events, the
duty of the returning officer, in my opinion, was plain and
simple. It may be said that is all corrcet, but this is not a
question the flouse should deal with, and it should be dis-
posed of by some other court or tribunal. I say this is pecu-
liarly a case for the House to deal with. The returning
officer has not discharged his duty, as I con tend, according to
law, and Parliament should, at the first opportunity, rectify
the wrong done by the returning officer. The course which
I propose to invite the House to adopt is that which has
been pursued in this Parliament for a long series of years,
both before and after Confederation, namely, that when a
returning officer failed to discharge his duty, or did not do
bis duty properly, the louse should seize the earliest
opportuuity to rcutify the wrong done, and give to the
candidate entitled to the seat, the seat. One could go back
over the whole history of Parliaments in Canada-for the
last fifty years at all events -and point to a number of
cases bearing upon the, subject, both before the law was
changed with respect to the trial of controverted elections,
and after the law was changed. At all events, long after the
House saw fit to appoint Select or Special Committees to try
controverted elections, the House, over and over again,
rectified the wrongs perpetrated by returning officers. If
there ever was a period in the history of this country when
it was necessary that that should bo done, now is the time.
We know a good many wrongs are alleged to have been
committed by returning officers during the last Dominion
Elections. We know, from the facts submitted, that a wrong
has been done in this case, and Parliament should not hesi-
tate a moment to rectify that wrong. I will now refer the
House to some cases bearing on the question, in order to
show that I am not asking the House to take a course in
this case which bas not been been followed on any previous
occasion. I desire to refer to a case which took place about
forty years ago in the Parliament of old Canada, and which
was referred to about ten years ago, in discussing a similar
proposition to the one I propose submitting to the House,
but it will bear referring to again. It is .the Beauharnois
election case. Mr. Jacob DeWitt and Mr. Duncombe were
the candidates. It was alleged in that case that some of the
poll books had been stolen and some burnt. A special return
of the facts was made in that case. The majority candidate
was not declared elected by the returning officer; bat wheu the
matter was submitted to Parliament, it at once, without any
reference to a Committee, resolved that the return sbould
be amended. And motion was made that, as it appeared by
reference to the poll books, that Mr. DeWitt had a majority of
the votes, the House rectified the mistake committed and
amended the return. There arc many other cases perhaps
mueh more on a parallel with this one ; but I have refcrred
to this case because it happened to catch my eye when 1 was
examining the precedents in the library. I wili refer to a case
which cccurred some years afterwards in the Parliament of
old Canada, and which is strictly analogous to the one now
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before the louse. Ber in mind, in considering thi
case, that the reason alleged why a certain candidat
was not returned was that he was not qualified to si
in this Parliament. In the Kent case it was a que9
ion of qualification. Under the old law as it the
stood a property qualification was necessary for ever
candidate, and every candidate was liable to b
to be called upon on nomination day for a state
ment of the property upon whioh ho qualified. In th
Kent case one of the candidates was so called upon,a
demand being made by two of the electors for th
property qualification of the candidate. A declaration o
that property qualification was not, as under th
law it should have been, put in during the election-
it was fyled or left with the returning officer three
days after the election. Those facts were within
the cognizance of the returning officer, with whom
the qualification should have been fyled. So, instead of
returning the majority candidate, who had a majority o:
400 votes, he made a special return of the facts
The matter came before the House, the polling books were
brought down, the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
appearod and produced the returns; and it was then moved
that the returns be amonded. And if any person has the
curiosity to examine into the subject-for I am not disposed
to take up the time of the louse by going back over these
old records-and takes the trouble to examine the Journals
of the House for 1848, ho will find there that a motion was
made on this subject to the same effect as the motion
I am about to make. The result of the motion
was, that the majority candidate was put in the
position in which he ought te have been placed by
the returning officer. A series of motions were moved to
bring the matter down to the real point; and then it was
moved by Mr. Richards, and seconded by Mr. Notman,
that the said Mr. Cameron (the majority candidate)'
bas the right to take his seat in this House, as the represen-
tative for the County of Kent, save that ail candidates and
electors had still the right to contest the said election if
they thought proper so to do, in such manner as apper-
tained to law and justice, and according to the usages of
Parliament; and that the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery
attend the House forthwith, and amend the return for the
said County of Kent, by stating that at the said election*
the said Mr. Cameron was duly elected to represent the
said County. The Clerk of the Crown in Chancery attended
accordingly; the return was amended accordingly, and the
majority candidate was placed in the position in Parliament
tO which he was entitled by the voice of the people. Here,
then, was acase in which the qualification of the candidate
was concerned; and yet Parliament at once, though not
without some objection being made-because there were
even then in those days objections offered to that course,
and I dare say the, same thing will occur now-by an over-
whelmiing majority gave the seat to the successful candidate.
In the Oxford case precisely the same thing took place.
There, also, the question of qualification came up, and a
special return was made, although one candidate had ob.
tained a majority of two to one nearly; but after the matter
came before the ouse, Parliament at once followed the
same course, and declared entitled to the seat the person
who had received the highest number of votes. Now, Sir,
that was so-and if it was done in the two cases to which I
have referred-why should it not be done in this case. It
ie true that an amendment was moved in the Oxford case.
It was said that it was a complicated case, and ought to be
referred to a Special Committee-the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections-and a motion was made in amend-
ment to the main motion, that the matter should be
tried under the Controverted Election Act, and not be
disposed of by the ouse at ail. This was voted down

is by a large majority, and the result was that the case was
e diaposed of in the manner which I have just indicated.
it Let me draw your attention, Sir, to another case that took
s- place afterwards, in the year 1852 -the case of Gaspé.
n There the ground on which the returning officer made a
y special return was, that the polling books for the Magdalen
e Islands had not been received by him up to the time within
a- which the writ was returnable. A spocial return of these
e facts was made to the proper quarter. Some months after-
a wards, the polling books were transmitted by the deputy
e returning officers from the Magdalen Islands, to the returning
f officer, and by him they were forwarded to the Clerk of the
e Crown in Chancery, andthen when these facts came before
- Parliament, the House, by Resolution, declared that the
e person who had received the highest number of votes was
n entitled to the seat, and he took the seat accordingly,
* I refer also to the case that took place two or three years
)f subsequently to the case of Gaspé-the Bagot case. This
f was a peculiar case-as you, Sir, will well recollect,
. thoroughly posted as you are in the Parliamentary
e history of this country. It was alleged that the candidate
y who had obtained the seat in Parliament was the returning
d officer himself ; in other words, that the returning officer,
e T. Brodièr, had returned T. Brodièr to Parliament. The

matter came before the House, and it was of course con.
tended that there was no evidence before Parliament to
show that these were the same persons. But, notwith-
standing that fact, the House dealt with the matter, and
dealt with it in the sense and mode in which I propose that
the House shall deal with this case. I refer now to a case
which took place some years afterwards. I wish fairly,
as far as I am able, to present to this House ail cases whieh
have been dealt with by this House and by the old Par.
liament of Canada. The ease to which I now refer is the
County of Essex case, and here the contention was
that the poll-books for some of the polling sub-divisions
were not returned to the returning officer; and that
there were irregularities connected with them, which
made all the votes cast for the candidates at the above
polling sub-divisions void. The matter came before
the House in the way ine hich I propose to bring this,
matter before the House; and after discussion, and after
several objections were raised, it was moved: " That it
appears by the polling books transmitted to the returning
oficer, that Mr. Rankin had the highest number
of votes." It was moved, in amendment: " That the return
being a special one, required investigation, and was pro.
perly investigable by a Committee under the Controverted
Election Act." The amendment was not carried and the
main motion was carried. The return was amended, and
the person who had the highest number of votes was
declared entitled to the seat; and he took the seat accord-
ingly. There is another case which to)k place during the
same year aud the same Session of Parliament-the Lennox
and Addington case. There the ground on which the special
return was made, was that there had been some irregular-
ties in the voting lists for some of the polling sub-
divisions; the returning officer there assumed the duty and
responsibility of practically dealing with the question
himdelf, and he made, as was done in this instance, a special
return. However, when the matter was before the fouse,
the House at once resolved that the candidate who hai the
highest number of votes, A. J. Hooper, ought to have been
returned, and the return was amended accordingly, the
louse atone dealing with the question, and not a Committee.

Another case in the Parliament of Canada occurred some
ten years afterwards -the Peterborough election case. A
motion was then made that the candidate having the
highest number of votes was duly elected, and ought to get
the seat. I believe it was moved in amendment that it be
referred to the Committee on Elections and Privileges. In
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this case, there was not only the question of property quali-
fication, but the fact that one of the candidates was returned
and had taken his seat ; and we must also bear in mind,
in addition, that the decision took place under a law different
to the law which now exists. The law under which I now
move was not in force when the Government of the day saw
fit to take a different course in that ease. There were under
the old law certain duties imposed on the returning offlicer
of a quasi judicial chhracter, which the returning officer had
to discharge; but this is no longer the case their duties
are now purely ministerial. I am told-I do not
know how correctly, but I think I saw it in one of the
ncwspapers--that the Supreme Court held, two or three days
ago, that, under the law as it now stands, returning officers'
functions are confined exclusively to the summing up of
the votes, and declaring that the person who has the
highest number of votes is entitled to the seat-
that, in fact, his duties are purely ministerial. Be that as
it may, I believe that no court would now come to any
other conclusion from the construction of the Statute to
which I have referred. In the Muskoka case, which took
place in the same Session as the Peterborough case, the
question that came up was, that a deputy returning officer
at one of the polling sub-divisions made no return, and at
another sub-division the conduct of the election was wholly
irregular; and possibly bad it been disposed of by the courts
the election would have been declared void. Yet it was
contended, notwithstanding the want of a return from one
of the polling sub-divisions, and the irregularity of the pro
ceedings at another, that the candidate havirg the bighest
number of votes was entitled to the seat. The hon.leader of the
Government assented to the argument of the hon. member
for West Bruce, stating that he had made out so strong a
case that be could not resist it, that the candidate receiving
the largest number of votes was entitled to the seat.
The hon. member for Cardwell took the same ground,
and I believe advised the hon. leader of the House
that that was the proper course to pursue--at all events
he took that course, and Mr. Cockburn took his seat, the
return being amended without reference to a Committee.
I have thus shown you that in all these cases, with the one
exception of the Peterborough case, Parliament disposed
of the matter without any reference to the Election
Committee; that as it appeared on the face of the re-
turns that one of the candidates was entitled to the seat,
Parliament at once rectified the wrong perpetrated upon
that candidate, and gave him the seat, of course reserving
to the opposing candidate, or the public at large, any
rights they might have by the law of the land or the
practice of Parliament. Not only has this been the
practice in the Canadian Parliament, but the same course
bas been pursued by the Imperial Parliament as well. I find
that in one case at least-the Montgomery case-a double
return was made, but Parliament rectified the return with-
out referring it to a Committee for enquiry into the facts.
It May be said that now when we have courts to
dispose of these cases, they should be relegated to the
courts. That argument, however, cannot hold good,
because one can easily conceive of some collusion or fraud
taking place even between the candidate entitled to the seat
and the candidate receiving the next highest number of
votes, by which the rights of the people would be inter-
fered with; and although Parliament has, by the Contro-
verted Elections Act, placed the trial of such elections in the
bands of the courts, still Parliament has not in any sense
divested itself of the power of dealing with these questions
when they bome properly befo-e it. It is laid down by May,
in the last edition of his valuable work, that Parliament
should deal with cases of this kind in the manner I have
just pointed out. May says:

" It was contended, in 1870 in the case of O'Donovan Rossa, that the
House had become entirely divested of the right of determining upon
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the legal disqualfications affecting its own members. This argument,
however, found no favor, it being justly said that it amounted to this :
that even a Peer chosen to sit could not be excludel, and that a
lunatic was to be suffered to continue a member.1

This shows clearly that Parliament has the right and
power ofdealing with these questions, that Parliament has
not divested itself of its authority in that regard; and I
submit that if ever there was a case with which Parliiment
ought to deal, it is the one which is now before the House.
I have shown that in the Kent election ease, which was one
very nearly the same as the present case, Parliament deait
with iteven in the face of a motion to refer it to a
Committee; I have shown that the same course was
pursued in the Bagot case, es well as in the IMuskoka case-
in fact in most of the cases to which I have referred, that
course was taken-not without argument, not without
opposition, but in most cases by a large majority. I have
shown you that, as May points ont, that has also been the
practice of the Imperial Parliament ; I have shown you
the facts of the present case, and I submit to the House if
on the facts before us, this is not a case of all others in
which Parliament should rectify the wrong which bas been
committed upon Mr. Robertson. Of course the decision of
the House in this matter will not be final or conclusive,
for if the other candidate, or any other person, deems himself
to be wronged he has still got redress, and recourse to the
courts or Parliament. The point I wish to impress upon
hon. members is, that injustice to ourselves, as members
of Parliament, in justice to the people who sent us here,
we ougbt to declare that the man to whon the people have
given the highest num ber of votes should be returned and
should occupy his seat in Parliament, and that no returning
officer should have the power of excluding from Parliament
the man who has received the majority of votes. I beg,
therefore, to move the following :-

"lThat it appears by the returns transmitted byMichael McCormack.
Esq., the Returning Officer for the Electoral District of King's County,in
the Island of Prince Edward, at the last election for the said Electoral
District, that P. A, McIntyre, J. E Robertson, A. C. lacDonald, iand E.
B. Muttart were the condidates at the said election-that at the said
election the said P. A. McIntyre polled 2,124 votes-that the said J. E.
Robertson polled 2,002 votes-that the said A. C. MacDonald polled
1,941 votes-and the said E. B, Muttart polled 1,814 votes-that the
said Returning Officer made a return of the said election, in the words
following

"KING's COUNTY DISTRICT, 1
"PROvINcE OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

"I hereby certify that one of the members elected for the Electoral
District of King's County, in pursuance of the within written writ, as
having received the majority of votes lawfully given, is Peter Adolphus
McIntyre, of Souris, in King's County, medical doctor, and I further
certify that James Edwin Robertson, of Montague, in King's County,
medical doctor, a candidate at the election held by virtue of the within
written writ-appears by the returns from the several Depuity Return-
ing Officers, to have the next highest number of votes given at such
election, and it having been represented to me at the summing up of the
votes by certain of the electors of the said electoral district having a
right to vote at such election, as appears by the several papers returned
herewith, and marked respectively with the letters E. F. G H., and
initialed by me, that the said James Edwin Robertson, at the time of his
nomination as a candidate at such, and at the time of the holding such
election, was a member duly elected and returned for the flouse of
Xsembly of the Province of Prince Edward Island for the fourth
Electeral District of King's County, and, by reason thereof, disqualified
to be elected or returned as a member of the House of Commons of
Canada at the said election.

" I do hereby further certify that Augustine Colin MacDonald, of
Montague Bridge, in King's County, merchant, a cardidate at such
election dul,î qualified has the next highest number of votes lawfully
given at sucb election, and I do further make this return of, aud respect-
ing, the said James Edwin Robertson and Augustine Colia M-acDonald
for the information of all whom it may concern.

" Certified, (Signed), MICeaÂR MCOCRMAC,
"' Returning O!ñeer.

" (Signed) R PoPI,
"1Clerk of the Crown in Chancery."

"That the said J. E. Robertsoa,having the second highest number of
votes polled at the said election, ought t have been returned as one of
the members for the said electoral district in this Parliamnpit, and that
he has a right to take his seat in this Hous- -as such member, saving.
however, to all candidates and ethers their rights of contesting the said
election, if they think proper in such manner as may appertain to law
and justice."

92



COMMONS DEBATES.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I think it rather unfor.
tunate that the hon. gentleman who makes this motion did
not give notice of it. I think he bas not treated the House
fairly in not doing se, especially as a week or ten days ago
1 invited him to give notice. The House would then have
been in a position to discuss it. The hon. gentleman chose
to keep it in bis pocket, and, although he says it is so
clear a case, he found it necessary to strengthen bis position
in an able, a learned and an exhaustive argument, in whicb
he quoted many precedents, and which ho alone had the
advantage of seeing. I cannot understand why he did not
give notice. I may say that my present opinion is that the
matter should go to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections. However, after having listened to the argument
of the hon. gentleman, I would suggest that the debate be
adjourned.

Mr. BLIKE. To the bon. gentleman's suggestion that
the debate be adjourned, if it is to enable him to consider
these precedents, there can be no objection at ail. But as to
the House not having been treated fairly, I may say that
the universal mode in which these questions have been
treated bas been as questions of privilege without notice
having been previously given to the House. On two
previus occasions, to which reference has been made, in
1873, I moved the motions myself. One of them the hon.
gentleman proposed to refer te the Committee; he yielded
to the second ; and they were moved without notice.
1 indicated my intention to move a motion, but its preçise
form, or what its object was, I did not indieate. On that
occasioni the hon. gentleman did not make the objection
which he has made to-day. Ten long years have taught
him that such a motion requires more notice than he thought
it did then, and ail these precedents were then discussed
before we reached a conclusion. Although he was then
familiar with them all, I dare say ho is not now ; some of
them nay have escaped him at the moment. We must ail
be wil!ingj that the debate be adjourned on the subject, on
which he has not come t a conclusion, and to which he
wishws te give further research. At the same time, I do not
think it is a subject on which there ought to be delay.
Swould, therefore, ask the hon. gentleman te mention the
date to which ho wisbes the debate to be adjourned.

,Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I would say to>morrow.
The' e can be no objection te to-morrow. I quite admit that
on a question of privilego no notice is required; but as this
mAtter was postponed. f r a week at the suggestion of the
mover, and I invited him to give us notice of what his
motion was to be, I think he ought to have given us notice.
We should have known whother the hon. gentleman in-
tendedI to p:ress his motion on the spot. Hlaviiig asked for
a delay, I think the House had a right te know what the
m ition was. The bon. gentleman said he was prepared te
mnake a motion but whether it was to send the matter to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or bring the
returnirg officer to the bar of the House, or wbat it was, he
g'ave not the slightest intimation. It will be as well te dis-
1 ose of it to-morrow. I, therefore, move the adjouriiment
o1 the deoate.

Motion, te adjourn debate, agreed te.

SECOND READING.
The following Bill was read the second time:-
Bi (No. 4) to amend the Law of Evidence in Criminal

Cases.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

FRAUD IN CONTRACTS INVOLVING
TURE OF PUBLIC MONEY.

EXPENDI-

Mr. CASGRAIN, in moving the second reading of
Bill (No. 5) for thy better prevention of fraud in relation to
contracts involving the expenditure of public monies, said:

I desire, if possible, to remedy certain abuses whieh have
crept into the poli tics of our countiry. There is, as I said
before, a necessity for this measure or legislation of a similar
character. The Government look with great hostility upon
it, I fear. Instead of trying to help this measure which [
think they should have talken into their own hands, they
impeded it when brought up last Session, Ro that it could
not reach ihe stage to which it bas now come. I renew the
application I then made to put this matter into the bands
of the Government, as it is one of public interest, not only
with regard to the different officials dependent on the Gov-
ernment, but also in view of the fact that it is a safeguard
to the Ministers themselves. I do not expect, however,
that the bon. First Minister will bave changed his mind on
this matter, thonglh, during the last Session, he intimated
that some measure of this kind ought to be brought forward.
He then expected, he said, to see a Bill presented in the
English House of Commons and would await that measure
in order to fad in it some guide or principle to embody in
our own law. In proposing this measure I an only repeat
what I said on a similar occa<ion before, and I think that
I may be allowed to quote from our debate on this subject
what I said in moving for the second reading of this Bill. I
thon said :

" I do not know to what extent the legislation I propose will be able
to put a stop to fraude of this kind. These frauda are of a kind that
poison, that creep into the social body ; it is very difficult to reach them
and more difficult to eradicate. Nevertheless, I deemed it my duty to
introduce a Bill which, Ithink, will not only meet with the approba-
tion of this louse, but also the approval of the country. I would bave
wished to see the present Government take up this measure; I think
they would be rendoring a great service to the country by bring'ng
down such a Bill. On the other hand, as on the first reading, I made
the sane proposal which was not accepted, I think I am fulfilling my
duty as a member in introducing the Bil, which has three principal
objecta. Among others, in the first place, te prevent what are called
middlemen or brokers frcm interfering with public contracts. We ail
know and unbappily it ls only too true, that these brokers in order to
lend their influence in aver of individuals exact what we call in French
petites douceurs. I am of opinion that such a business is direct corrup-
tion. That is why, by the firet clause of the Bill, I propose making
these different acts a misdemeanor, punishable as such upon conviction,
before the ordinary Courts. The second object I have in view is to
prevent tenderers in public contracte from withdrawing their
tenders for certain considerations in orìer to help other tenderers,
thus depriving the eountry of a profit, or unduly obliging it
te pay considerable sums that might otherwise be saved. This kind
of fraud is not provided against by our legislation. It is nevertheless
provided against by the legislation of the Province of Quebec. I would
mention in support of this statement, the case of public sales by the
Sherif Ail the bidders are held to be independent one from another ;
to be bound each by his respective bid. When they form a ring to
acquire a property at a low pricer the sale is fraudulent and voided by
the Courts of Justice. This legislation Li based upon sound morality
and upon true reason ; it is made in order te prevent what might b.
called indirect stealing. Ail public contracte tainted with such fraud,
should be declared void, ail such tenderers should be deprived of the
right of obtaining or carrying on any contract with the Government.
I will endeavor to introduce a clause in that direction, if, as I hope,
the Bill comes befo-e the Comrnittee of Whole. I moreover wish to
protect public officers against attempte that might be made te captivate
their kindness as to corrupt them in the execution of their duty, te
punish those who make them eitber offers, gifts or promises of any kinîd,
so as te induce them te declare the secrets of the public Departments.
As these different acte are tainted with fraud it is necessary t > suppress
as far as possible such abuses. I therefore make a misdemeanor of such
cases, and there ie not only a pecuniary penalty attached te these acte,
on conviction, but moreover there is a brand ot iifamy, thtt is to say, an
imprisonment, so that this infamous stain may deter ail those who
might be tempted te corrupt a public officer, or commit any of these
offences. Another clause con templates preventing ail public contractors.
or those wishing te become such, o- those who are entrusted with the
execution of a publie contract, from contribatin< either directly, or
indirectly, to general election funds or for politic tl objecta, from h'avily
subscribing, as examples have been seen, and guarding against a
repetition of what has un appily already occurr,d in the country."

Now that the Oritario and the General Elections are over, I
hope my hon. friend opposite will net see much diffa ulty in
agreeing to this clause of the Bill. I thon continued :

"4I do not think that too severe restrictions eau be established, nor
too exemplary punishment be inflicted upon those who ehould attempt
by ths means to corrupt the electorate so I call such acte misdemeanors
and I want them te be panished as such, and aiso punisbed by a fine or
an imprisoument, at the discretion of the Court. I ds not wish to
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dwell at any length upon the fact that have inddoed me te introduce
this measure."

I do not desire at the present moment to give the names
of the persons or the circumstances upon which I base this
Bill. I know the position I occupy, with respect to a par-
ticular individual, is somewhat disparaging to myself, if I
may use that expression. At any rate in bringing in this
Bill I am aware that I am offending the feelings of some
contractors, and some private individuals against whose
acts the Bill is directed; but I have a public duty to perform
which private feelings cannot be permitted to interfere with.

"I think that it has become absolutely necesmary, and that in these,
our times, this kind of corruption is extending aIl over America. Not
oaly do we need such legislation in this country, but I aiso obserte that
even in the United States, since the introduction of my Bill, a like
measure has been introduced in Congress, in order to protect public
oficies, and to prevent public contractors from unduly influenting these
oicers. With these remareks Mr. Speaker I make my motion.'"

Now, Sir, I hold in my hands a Bill presented to Congress
to prohibit Federal officers and contractors from making
and receiving assessments for contributions for political
purposes. That legislation was needed in the United States
as much as it is needed here ; and I think that this Bill,
imperfect though it may be, and though it cannot reach, in
many instances, the guilty individual, is still urgently
needed, in order that, if possible, euch fraud, when
discovered, may be punished. I would feel very much
obliged to hon. members of this House, on both sides, if they
would help me in carrying this Bill to its fnal stage, and
in making it as perfect ai possible. With these remarks, I
move the second reading.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Ion. gentleman has
made such an appeal for his Bill that I do not know but, as
ho says, now that the Elections are over, that we can
consider the matter, and I am not going to fight him.

Mr. BLAKE. After the stud is stolen you shut the stable
door,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course I made the
rùmark in the same jocular spirit that the hon. gentleman
did. My bon. friend opposite takes everything au srieux ;
he is behind the scenes, ho knows the stable, and he knows
who stole the stud. 1 am afraid my Ion. friend will be
found guilty in many a case of more than petty larceny
in that regard. When this matter was before Parliament
the last time, I siated that - there was thon a
Rill before the British Parliament dealing with the whole
of this subject-a very stringent Bill as it proved
to be. I had a eopy of it at the time-the Attorney
General's Bill-and it was thought it would become law in
England last Session, but in consequence of the obstruction
that arose in the British Parliament it was choked off;
but I believe that the measure wili become law in some
form during the present Session. I believe Mr. Gladstone's
Government is pledgod to carry it the present Session, and
I have no doubt it will be carried unless something unex-
pected prevents it. However, I object to some portion of
this Bill. The fourth clause is too stringent, and, I think,
interferes with the liberty of the subject. I do not see why
a contractor, because he happons to be a contractor, should
not have the same rights as other people. I have no
objection to the econd reading of this Bill on account of
the merits of some portions of it, but on the understanding
that it goes to a Select Committee afterwards, and I sheuld
be very glad to settle the Committee with the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. CASGRAI*T. Of course, I must be ready to -submit
to what I cannot help, because the bon. gentleman's majority
in this House will enable him to deal with the Bill s ho
sees fit. I may say, however, that the Bill, at the sugges-
tion of my hon. friend, has already been submitted to a
Committee, and the hon. Minister of Justice, who is now.

Mr. CASoRAIN.

the Chief Justice of Nova Sebtia, worked at it very hard
along with seven niembers. I think Mr. Speaker was on
the (;ommittee, and after having the benefit of his intelleet,
I do not think it can be improved by passing into other
hands. The Bil was thoroughly diseussed by this Com-
mittee, and I think was made as good as it is likely to be
made by another Committee. However, I would ask, if the
Bill is to go to another Committee, that I shall have an
opportunity of carrying it before the end of the Session. If
my hon. friend will say that we can pass the Bill the present
Session, of course, I am willing to accept with bonne grdce,
the statement hie makes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot weli promise
my hon. friend that the Bill will pass this Session-that is
beyond my power to promise. I do not know what the
Bill may turn ont to be-I may have to vote against it-
but I will give the hon. gentleman the assurance that
after the Committee's report has been received-and there
is plenty of time I fancy to get the report-the hon.
gentleman will have every opportunity of pressing on his
Bill. We will name the Committee to-morrow and I will
consult my hon. friend on its composition.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think perhaps it would be more
regular to refer the Bill at present to Committee of the
Whole House, and when that order is called it can be dis-
charged and the reference made to a Select Committee.

Bill read the second time.

IMPORTATION OF LUMBER INTO MANITOBA.

Mr. ROYAL, in moving for copies of all documents and
correspondence in relation to the abolition of the duties on
lumber imported into the Province of Manitoba, said:
My object in placing this motion in your hands, Mr.
Speaker, is to call the attention of the Government to the
very high prices we have to pay for lumber imported into
the Province of Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
as well as to the urgent desirability of having those duties
either wiped out, or at least very materially reduced. It is
a well known fact in our part ofthe country that Manitoba
depends almost entirely on foreign supplies for lumber, and
that large quantities are daily imported into Manitoba from
the United States. The demand is increasing very rapidly,
so much so that it i6 very diffieult to supply the market
even at the extravagant figures obtained for lumber in our
Province. Lumber must be had by immigrants scattered
over the Province and Territories, in order to build
shanties for themselves as soon as they come into
the country. The large profits of dealers, the very
heavy freight charges we have to pay, and the duty that
is imposed upon lumber, combine to swell to an almost
extravagant figure the price of this necessity. The import
duty on rough lumber is 20 per cent. and'25 per cent. on
dressed lumber, and if you add to that the very heavy
freight charges you will not be surprised to find that
lumber, which could be obtained at from $7 to $35 in Onta-
rio, will realize, in Manitoba, from $17 to $35 and $40 per
thousand feet. Going west we find those prices increase all
the time. In the United States there is a dnty of only 82 per
thousand feet. The duty imposed in this country amounts
to nearly 87.50 per thousand feet on lumber inported from
theUnited States. We have some pineries, but they are not
yet fully developed, and it will take some time and very large
capital to have them developed so as to supply our demands.
Proteution is a very good thing, but there is no ground for
protection there, because we have at present not hing to
protect. If we had forests of large extent, of course we
could protect their development by a protective duty on
lumber; but I believe that for some time, until the Pacifie
Railway is built from ithe western Province to the eastern
Provinosso--. think forsome yemr, lve, six or seven years -
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it would be a judicione policy, if not to wipe out atogether
the duty on lumber imported into Manitoba, at all events,
to materially reduce it, probably to the same anouat as the
American duty. As it is, it strikes directly at the immigrant
-it is a direct charge which the immigrant has to pa&y. I
believe it would be in the interest, not only of the Province
o Manitoba and the North-West Territaries, but also of the
Dominion at large, to make such a change; and the Govern-
ment with the large surplus at its disposai eould reduce that
duty very well. Lastyear the duty oi oeordwood was aboi-
ished. Now settlers on the boundary can get their supply of
wood wherever they can fSd it, and import it into Manitoba
without paying duty. I believe the action which I have
suggested would follow logically that dealing with cord-
wood, and I beg to call the attention of the Government to
this very important matter. With the permission of the
Government I desire to snbmit the motion in the following
form:-

That an Order of the House be isued to the proper officers for copies
of aIl documents and correspoadence in relation to the abolition of the
duties on lumber imperted into the Provinoe of Manitoba; together
with a statement of the quantity of lumber, rough-dressed, imported in
the Province of lKanitoba, and the duty paid thereon, for the years 1880,
1881 and 1882.

Mr. BOWELL. Any correspondence in the possession
of the Government and the Department will be brought
down in answer to the address. When all the papers are
before it, the louse will probably be in a better position to
discuss the question than it jisat the present moment. I
might mention, however, that logs out of which lumber is
manufactured, as the hon. gentleman is aware, are admitted
free, and lumber in certain different states in which it is
imported, is also admitted free-that is lur4ber as it comes
from the woods when it is not manufactured. It is aIso
well known that large quantities of logs have been pur-
chased during the past year in the Western States, in some
portions of Dakota and Minnesota, and floated down the Red
River for the purpose of manufacturing them in the City of
Winnipeg. It will be a question for the louse and my hon.
friend to consider well, when that question comes up for
further consideration, how far that will interfere with what
ought to have been done. I am not aware, however, that the
price of lumber-or I am rather not prepared to say at pre-
sent-is such, when importera into the North-West, as will
ustify the imposition of Aduty of $8 per thousand feet, this
would impiy that the lumber purchased in Minnesota-Min-
neapolis, Ibelieve, is the great lumber mart in the Amer-
ican West-would be at least $40 or $50 a thousand. HEow.
ever, I do not know at present, and not speaking from per-
sonal knowledge, whether those are the prices, which are paid
in Minneapolis. I ar quite satisfied nevertheless, that next
year, my hon. friend will find that there wili bea large quan.
lity of lumber imported from Thunder Bay and along that
portion of the Canadian Pacific iRailway into Manitoba, and
I hope -and we have every reason to believe-that ere
long the rapidity with which the Pacific Railway is being
constructed to the north of Lake Superior, will enable that
country to furnish a laPge quantity .f lumber to the
NOrth-West. This will come from the west and east of
Thunder Bay, and I think there is no doubt that the price,
will be largely reduced in a very short time. 1,owever,
the papers will be brought down at the earliest possible
moment.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman men-
tions a circumetance which, perhaps, renders it important
that the further proposal of the hon. gentlerman who moves
this motion onght to be amended, or at any rate
that we should reach an understanding about it.
The hon. gentleman mentions the fact that log, and alse,
as I understand, raw material, lumber in varions shapes, en-
ters ti North-West free. W. aiso know that a very large
quantity of lnaer entes'. free for the purpose of the 0sa.

dian Pacific Railway, for bridge material. lt would not do
to state the gross quantity of lumber wbieh comes into the
aountry and the duty, because that would not represent the
aocurate state of things, as to the burden imposed on the
people there, inasmuch as a very considerable portion of the
lumber entera at the present time free for the purposes of
"he railway. It would be, therefore, well to divide the return,

se as to show what portion of the lumber imports was free,
and what portion dutiable, with the duty on that which is
d*fiable.

Mr. BOWELL. I did not understand, Mr. Speaker, that
the motion reforred to the lumber which has been imported
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say imported by the Canadian
Pacifie Raiiway Company ; bat I fsay that the lumber which
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company itself import-
lumber, timber, and stuff for bridge material-free, ought
not to be included in the gross imports of lumber inte Man-
itoba and the North-West; for, if so, the amount of duty
given will not represent what is the burden on the people
of the North-West in this particular-the duty which, I am
sorry to hear, Sir, the consumer sometimes pays.

Mr. CHIARLTON. In relation to the lumber question,
and the duty on lumber imported into the North-West,
I would suggest to the Goverunment the propriety
of making the duty specific, rather than ad valorem. The
prices paid for lumber in Manitoba and the North-West are
excessively high, and the duty of 20 per cent. adds very
greatly to the burden of the settler in that country. Now,
the American Government some years ago cbanged their
policy with reference to the duty on this article, and made
it specific, $2 per thousand feet, without reference
to the cost or the value of the lumber, and this would be
the course which I would think it well for our own
Government to adopt in relation to the imposition of a
duty on lumber. The duty of 20 per cent. would amount
to k8 per thousand feet, in many cases, and that is
certainly an enormous tax on those who consume lumber in
the North-West. I submit that the Government ahould
make the duty specific, and a moderate one at that.

Mr. WATSON. As this matter hae been brought
up, I would like to make a few remarks on it. It
le certainly a great hardship to the residents of the
North-West, and of the prairie country, to be compelled
to pay such high prices when they want lumber;
and I am glad that my hon. friend (Mr. Royal) has
brought the question before the House. Some change
should be made, for eertainly the pice of lumber out
there is something enormous. As to a duty of $8 a thousand,
I think that this figure is a litte extrem4; but, at the same
time, the freight and duty often amount to more than the
original cost of the lumber at Minneapolis, where we get
agost of our lumber in the North-West. There are certainly
large tracts of timber limitesand timber lands in the North-
West, which are being developed very rapidly; but they
do not as yet half suppi the demand. Building was
kept back last spring, probably for two months, owing to the
want of building material; the result is that the material
manufactured in the North-West is all used at present in
the green state. It ie almost impossible to get a thousand
feet of dry lumber, the products of the mills in the North-
West. The demand being so great the lumber is
ail used in the green state. I do not think that
the manufacturers of the North-Weet ought to have any
great protection on lumber, for the simple reason that their
timber limits have cost them littie or nothing-$5
a mile, I consider that they bave protection enough. The

ple have to pay too much for their lumber, freights
1ng very high. Nearly all our lumber has to be imported

from thoher side; itis aried for 600or 700 m WG
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railways, and it would be no hardship to the Province of
Ontario if our lumber came in free of duty, while it would
be a great benefit to our North-West. There are several
other things which I do not suppose can be 'just now
discussed, but I might say that, as far as our
Province of Manitoba is coneerned, we have no need at all
of protection. I might say, while I am on my feet, that
all the machinery which we use in that country
comes from Ontario at present, and we have to pay
in Manitoba about $60 more for a self-binder and reaper
than is the case aciross the line in Minnesota, and-about
$5 or $6 more for a breaking plough, the demand being
so great for these articles in the North-West that the
Canadian manufacturers were not able last season to suppiy
the demand. The consumer of course has to pay this duty,
and we feel the burden considerably. I think it would be
a move in the right direction to take the duty off lumber,.
and I do net consider that this would impose any great
hardship on the manufacturers in the North-West, because
at present they cannot supply the demand, while it would
confer a great benefit on the consurners of lumber. It bas
been stated that logs are allowed to enter Manitoba free of
duty, but this does not lessen the price to the consumer in
the least, simply because the demand is greater than the
supply. If we could get lumber from the Stites on paying,
like the Americans, 82 a thousand, it would be
iucli better. This would be a niove in the right direction

as far as the interests of the North-West Territories are
cncerned.

Mr. WRITE (Renfrew). I do not know that this is
the proper time to discuss the question, whether a duty
shoud be placed on lumber or not; but my hon. friend from
North Norfolk has painted in such dismal terms the injuri.
ous effect of the National Policy on the lumber interest of
this country, that I think ho will not be disposed to adopt
views faid down by the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
(Mr. Watson). I may say that the statement made by the
hon, Minister of Customs,tthat within a very short time a
very large portion of the lumber used in the North-West
will be exported from the Georgian Bay and that sec-
tion of the country, so far as the information which
1 have been able to obtain correctly, will be borne out
by the hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook),
who is, as I understand, preparing to export, or bas
already exported a considerable quantity of lumber
from Georgian Bay and that section of the country
toi; the Nortb-West, and I believe is prepared to make
other exports to it during the next summer. A very short
timne must elapse before all the lumber required in the
North-West Territory will be exported from the Province
of Ontarie, and if the National Policy is to be of any
benefit to the people of the Province of Ontario, it will be
thùs obtaised. I am quite sure that my hon. friend from
North Norfolk, who depicted in such disinal terms the
injurions effet of the tional Policy on the lumber
interest, will not be disposed to say that the duty ought to
be abrogated on that particular article.

Motioe agreed to.

DIRECT STEAMS.H1P COMMUNICATION BETWEEN
OANADIAN AND GERMAN PORTS.

Mr. KRANZ, in moving for copies of all correspondence
between any member of this Ulouse or other persons and
the Government, in relation to the establishment of direct
steamship communication between Montreal, Quebec, St.
John, New Brunswick, Halifax, and German seaports,
said : I wish to call the attention of the Government, and
of the hon. members of this lHouse, to the necessity of pro-
curing direct steamboat communication between the various
Canadian ports and Germany. The trade of the United
States with Germany has asmed enormous proportions,

Mir. WsTOON.

while that between Canada and Germany is quite unde-
veloped; and one of the principal reasons is, I believe, the fact
that no direct communication is at present established
between Canada and Germany. The prosent mode of
shipping between the countries, via England and the
United States, is very costly, tedious, and
annoying. I have no doubt that as soon as we have
established direct communication, the enterprising mer-
chants of both countries will find articles which they can
exchange at a profit. In the interest of immigration, it is
most necessary that direct communication between Germany
and Canada shouldbeprocured. At present immigrants com-
ing from Germany ta Canada either go by way of theUnited
States orby way ofkEngland. In order to go by England they
are sent from Bremen or Hamburg in small steamers to
[ull, Lhence by rail to Liverpool, where they get on board

the fine steamers which ply between England and Canada.
Those going by way of New York are placed on board
the Gerrman steamers at Bremen or Hamburg, and go direct
to New York without transshipment, and on arrival in
New York they are taken in hand by active agents
of the various States, or of the railway and land companies.
German immigrants are appreciated in the United States,
and very few are allowed to come to Canada. In the
interests of immigration I believe the Government could do
nothing better than procure the services of one of the Ger-
man steamship companies. If they would run a line of
steamers fortnightly or even monthly direct between Bremen
or Hambrg and the various Canadian ports, I think it
would resut most advantageously, and would be the best
and most expedient act that couId be done to secure Ger-
man imuigration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL). There is, of cou se, no.
objection to the tnotion so far as the correspondence has
been finished or is now in progress. I quite agree with all
tthe hon. gentleman ihas said, in the first place, of the great
value to Canada of German immigration, and also in the
regret that so few settlers of that nationality find their way
to this country. The Government have not lost sight of
this question. They have been anxiously endeavoring to
establish steam communication with Antwerp, Hamburg,
and Bremen. I am glad to say that at this moment
there are before the Go'vernment several communi-
cations -from companies desirous of establishing lines
-one to Antwerp, one to Bremen, and, I think,
one to Hamburg, though I am not quite sure, but
certainly to Antwerp and Bremen. The Government will
do everything they eau to encourage the establishment of
such lines-fortnightly, if possible, and, at all events,
mothly; and they àre quite prepared, when they can get
a solveut eompauy giviug reasonable assurance of estab-
lishing ecfiient lfnés, to gcome to Parliament and ask a
liberal subsidy for that very important enterprise.

Motion agreed to.

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION OF
GERMANS.

Mr. KRANZ, in moving for copies of ail correspondence
between any member of this House or other persons and
tie Government, in relation to the naturalization of
Germans ; also, li relation to German immigration, the
appointment of Emigrant Agents in Germany, and the
affording of reliable information about Canada to intending
emigrants; also, a copy of the Report and all correspond-
once with the German Delegates who visi.ted the North-
West Territories in 1881, said: At no period has it
been more advisable and expedient to attract German
immigration to Canada than the present. The wise fib,
policy of the -prosent Government has furnished empl>y-
ment to the mechanie and the artizan, and the wise rail-
way polIey of the Government and the energetic manner
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in which the Pacifie Railway Company are pushing
forward and finishing their contract, are opening
up millins of acres of ]and which only await
the hands and arms of the settlers to be broken up and
turned te goo>d account in increasing the prosperity of the
country. The German emigrant, before he le)ves his
fatherland, gencrally reflects upon the political status
which he wiil occupy in the country to which ho comes,
and I am very glad that His Excellency and his Govern-
ment have taken stops to afford to the naturalized
subjects of Canada the same privileges, rights and ad-
vantages as th*e enjoyed by natural born subjects.
In roforence to the appointmont of immigration agents in
Germany, I believe it would be a good plan, in case direct
steamship communication is established, to have one or
more good reliable agents in the various seaports ofGermany.
The German people, who are used to the paternal care of
their Government, put more trust ia ûn offieial agent than
they do in an agent of a shipping company, whose interest
it naturally is to find freight and passengers for his line. It
also affords me great ploasuro to state, from correspondence
which I have had with the German delegates who visited
Canada in 1881, that their work bas produced good fruit.
By their means, Canada, especially the North-West, has
boon brought under the notice of the more wealthy cla.ss of
German agriculturists, who had not been reached to such
an extent before, and who could not have been reached in
any better manner than through these delegates, in whom
the German public had confidence, who, on account of their
social standing and their intelligence, wero capable of
giving reliable information regarding this country.

Mr. VA LIN (Translation). I am glad that the hon. gen-
tleman has made the motion, asking for communications be-
tween Gormany and Canadian ports, which may be the
means of bringing here a largo immigration. I know we
want a large number of immigrants, especially to settle our
North-Western Territory. We all know that a large im-
migration will make Çanada prosper, that we cannot and
ought not to object to the naturalization of German subjects.
The Germans in the United States are in great numbers
and very good citizens. Thoy contribute largely to the
prosperity of that country by their knowledge in agricul-
ture and tlir industry. The Germans are very good sub-
jects, and well versed in the agricultural arts. .We have
everything to gain in attracting a large immigration to
this country; but, Mr. Speaker, we should not forget that
in Lower Canada there are numbers of Canadians who
would like to settle in Manitoba. Still, I am yet to hear
that measures have been taken to afford aid to those people
to enable them to settle in that Province. When immi-
grants arrive at Quebec, the agents of the Immigration
Office make enquiries as to whether they have the means to
pay their passage to Manitoba. Whenever the answer is in
the affirmative, they pay for their tickets; but, if other-
wise, free tickets are given to them. Well, Mr. Speaker,
a large number of our fellow countrymen would be pre.
pared to settle on lands in Manitoba and cultivate them,
thus enhancing the prosperity of that vast territory; but
many have not the means to pay their faro, and if they ap-
ply to the Immigration Office for a free ticket to that
Province, the answer is this: "You live in this country,
and hence you are not entitled to this privilege." I be-
liee it is unjust to deny to our own people the means of
establishing themselves in Manitoba; for they would nlot
only find therein profitable settlement for themselves, but
would also have a share in the prosperity of the country.
I consider that all Canadians asking for a free ticket to
Manitoba by railway, are entitled to the same privileges as
foreign immigrants. Why not send to Manitoba honest
Prench-Canadians, Scotchmen or Irishmen who have not
the mens to pay their fare thither ? I hope that with
these few rcmarks, the Government, whose coffers are over-i3

flowing, will help these poor people to settle in Manitoba,
where, through their industry, they will draw from the
land products which will increase the wealth of this coun-
try. We are not opposed to the naturalization of the Ger-
mans; it is a thing which is done in all countries. What
would be the consequence if they were denied the right te
be naturalized ? A country might thus be doprived of the
precious services of men of eminence. Wo have recently
seen a man of Irish extraction at the head of the State in
France, and in England the late Prime Minister was of
foreign origin. It is such men who will help us to build a
great country and increase our resources. However I may
be in favor of foreign immigration, still I claim a fair share
of assistance for Canadians who may be unable to pay their
fare to Manitoba. It is but fair that the Government should
help them, since they contribute, and have for evor se long
contributed, to the resources of this country.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad the hon. gentleman lias
made this motion, and glad also to learn that some progress
has been made after the long number of years during which
we have been attempting to perfect our system of natural-
ization. The condition of our naturalization laws has no
doubt beon one of the obstacles in the way of our getting
German immigration. An hon. gentleman who formerly
represented in this House the county from which the hon.
member comes, brought that question before the Houso
some years ago. There is one thing entiroly within our
own pDwer to which I wish to draw attention. My belief
is, that our domostic plan for accomplishing naturalization
is too vexatious-that it involves too much trouble. Wo
know that there are a great many persons in this country,
who have been hore a good rnany years,who are just as good
and loyal subjects as any we have, who have no intention
of leaving the country, and whose votes at election after
election are rejected because thoy are not naturalized. An
easy solution of this difficulty is this. I would pass a law
to make it the duty of any deputy returning officer, when
objection is made of that kind, to administer the natural-
ization oath, to accept the vote and te return a certificato to
the Clerk of the Peace, within ten days after the election,
that he had done so. As to what the hon. member for
Montmorency (Mr. Valin) says, there is a good deal efforce
in it, but I have understood the hon. Minister of Agriculture
to say that his settled policy is not to promote, by free
passes, the migration of people from oneProvinco to another.

1or us Canadians he doos not believe in free passes, and the
hon. gentleman knows that the Governmeut would not even
give a man a free pass te the Senate.

Mr. HESSON. I have special pleasure in seconding the
motion of my hon. friend from Waterloo. This question has
been brought before the House repeatedly, and I had hoped
that some greater progress would have beon made by this
Government than bas been made in the direction of having it
settled. I have no doubt there are very great obstacles in the
way of promoting what my hon. friend, and I believe every
man of this House, wishes to see accomplished, that is, the
affording of greater facilities to Germans who desire to leavo
thoir fatherland for Canada. Unless we take some such
steps as he proposes, the bulk of the German eMnigration
will continue te go te theUnited States. German immigrants
usually fall into the hands of the agents of American ship-
ping or railway companies, and they seldom reach Canada,
unless they have made up their minds to settle here.
This is a serious matter for our consideration. We have
great tracts of valuable prairie lands waiting for cultiva-
tors, and the experience of every gentleman who bas
had the pleasure of knowing wbat German immi-
grants and settlers are, is that yon cannot find a better
class of citizeas. I say this from my own knowledge,
having lived for the last thirteon or fourteen years among
the German element. There are no paupers among the
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German immigrants. They are all able to take care of
themselves until they reach this country. I do not think
they will ask for free passes from one Province to another,
nor do they want cheaper rates than other people; but
what they require is, that a little paternal attention bc paid
to them in the Old Country before starting. Some one
should be on hand to direct them where to go, and somo
one should be here to receive them on their arrival. Wo
might well afford to have more than one agent in Germany,
whose population is of so migratory a character, and to pay
better than we do. Our agent there is seo indifferently paid
that he cannot afford to give more than a third of his time
for the small remuneration he receives. His allowance is
the small one of $1,000, which certainly does not show any
desire on the part of this Government to promote emigra-
tion from that country. It gives me much pleasure to see
that some progrees is being made in the question of
naturalization, which is one of great interest to the
Germans. On arriving here they find themselves unable to
take their position as citizens, and unable to revisit
their fatherland, if they had not previously received per-
mission to leave its shores. I am glad now they cannot
only come out to Canada, but also revisit the fatherland;
and one of those going home again will be of more use as
an immigration agent than the expenditure of perhaps
thousands of dollars for the purpose of having shipping
agents. I am pleased to endorse Mr. Kranz's remarks. He
and I live in counties largely peopled by Germans, and
know from experience their value as citizens, and how
desirable it is that we should obtain as large as possible an
influx of that element into our unoccupied territory. It is
the duty of this Goverument to see that everything is done
to facilitate immigration from Germany into Canada.

Mr. COCKBURN. I am very glad this question bas
been brought up. I know of a case of great hardship that
occurred last summer in a township where the magistrate,
a continuous resident for sorne fifteen years, and others who
had lived there fifteen or twenty years, were prevented
from voting, although they had voted at previous elec-
tions. The scrutineer read the Statute, and the con-
sequence was these men, being very conscientious, were
afraid to take the oath and vote. I hope the Government
will ses that some provision is made whereby bond fide
residents can benaturalized, and not allow casessof this kind
to occur.

Mr. VALIN said that the hon. leader of the Opposition
had not understood what he had said, and had entirely
reversed the meaning of his remarks.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to; and (at 6 o'elock, p.m.) the House

adjournod.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS,
FaRIDAY, 2nd March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor-General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the message, as follows:-
LORNE.

The Governor-General transmits to the House of Commons, an
approved Minute in Council, appointing the Right Honorable Sir John
A. Macdonald, Minister of the Interior; the Honorable Sir Leonard

Mr. HassoN.

Tilley, Minister of Finance; the Honorable Sir Charles Tupper,
Minister of Railways and Canals, and the Honorable Sir Hector
Langevin, Minister of Public Works, to aet with the Speaker ot the
House of Commons, as Commissioners for the purposes and under the
provisions of the Act 31 Victoria. Chapter 37, intituled : An Act
respecting the Internal Economy of the House of Commons, and for
other purposes.

GOVERNMENT HoUSE;
OTTAWA, lat Maàrch, 1883.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF DEBATES.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) presonted the first report of
the Select Committee appointed to supervise the Official
Report of the Dobates, as follows:-

The attention of the Committee having been called to the fact that
the contractor for the translation of the Debates, and some of hie
assistants, are employés of the House, and receiving remuneration as
such, they recommend that no contractor for the Debates, or any
portion thereof, or any of bis employés, shall be permitted to continue,
or be on the Staff of the House.

BILL' INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced, and read the first
time:-

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate the Grange Trust, Limited.-
(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

PUBLIC LANDS CONSOLIDATION BILL.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD in introducing Bill (No.
45) further to amend and consolidate the several
Acts respecting the Public Lands of the Dominion
therein mentiorned, said: This Bill is substantially the
Bill that was introducod last Session, but which, in conse-
quence of the pressure of other business, did not go through.
IL contains some amendments and additions to the Bill of
last year, and as they are scattered over the whole Bill, I will
not endeavor to explain them now. The Bill is ready for
distribution, and every opportunity will be given hon.
members to examine it.

Mr. BLAKE asked that the amendments b noted on the
Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL[D said ho would give special
instructions to the Law Clerk to see this done.

Bill road the first time.

BANK ACT AMENDMENT.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the House resolvo
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the following
resolution:-

That it is expedient further to amend the Bank Act (34 Victoria, Chap-
ter 5)-by providing for the more regular and earlier transmission of the
certified list of shareholders to Government, and imposing a penalty for
contravention of such provision ; and by imposing penalties-on banks
allowing the amouutt of their notes in circulation to be in excess of that
limited by law-or holding a less amount of their cash reserves in Dom-
inion notes, than is required by law ; on banks neglecting to make up
their monthly returns within the time prescribed by law, or contraven-
ing any provision of Sections 40 or 43 or of the Sections 46 or 51 of the
Bank Act; and by amending the form of the monthly returns and the
provisions respecting parties unlawfully styling themselves banks, or
assuming any designation implying that they are acting as a chartered
bank.

He said: In noving this resolution it may be as well to
state the provisions in the Bill that I propose submitting
on the passage of this resolution. Under the law as it
stands, the list of shareholders must be submitted to Parlia-
ment. There have been several Sessions in which some of
the banks failed to comply with the provisions of the Act.
The attention of the banks was called to the fact
that the returns were not all made sufficiently full, and
last Session the returns were more general than they had
been previously. At the same time it has been considgred ad-
visable that the returns should be forwarded to the Finance

98



COMMONS DEBATES

Minister1and submitted to Parliamont within a reasohable
time and printed. At present the latter course is in the
bands of the Printing Committee, and the returns received
are printed about once in three years. There are many
resons why it is thought dosirable by the .Government
that the returns should be submitted every year and
printed. Great changes often take place in some of
the banks in reference to the stockholders, and it is desir.
able the public sbould be in possession of these changes
every year. It is provided by law that the circulation be
limited, but it is found the circulation of banks, at times,
exceeds the amount limited by their charters. There are
no conditions or provisions in the Act, at present, by which
a penalty is imposed for the violation of such provisions,
and it only romains for Parliament to deal with the viola-
tion by a repeal of the charter, if Parliament thought it of
sufficient importance. In Great Britain, the law is that in
the case of any circulation in excess of what is authorized
by Parliament, the penalty imposed is equal to the excess of
circulation. It is not proposed in this case that the penalty
shall be as severe as that, because there are cases in which
banks having numerous branches, and anxious, for various
reasons, to have their full circulation out, it sometimes
occurs that although the managers and presidents do not
desire it, the circulation exceeds what is allowed by law.
In cases of that kind it is proposed to provide that where
the circulation does not exceed a certain sum, which sum
would not be exceeded where it is a matter that they had
not entire control of-or at least they had control of it in
their anxiety to have the circulation out to the
fullest extent-tho penalty should be limited, and then
the penalty should be increased according to the excess
of the circulation beyond the smaller sums named. At any
rate that should beof a sufficient character to prevent its
being an object for the bank to increase the circulation, and
at the same time be enabled to pay the penalty and
make money out of the operation. The third is imposition
of a penalty where the banks have less than forty per cent.
of Dominion notes in reserve as required by law. It
is proposed to make the penalty light, but sufficient
te ho effectual. In the Act as it stands at present, banks
are compelled to pay to any person who makes application
850 in one or two dollar notes. This was thought desirable
because great difficulty occurred in various parts of the
Dominion in obtaining small notes,and the banks frequently
refused to give them. They wore not bound to do it and it
was not their interest to do it, but in order to provide for
this it was made a condition in the renewal of the charter
that they should furnish $50 of Dominion notes in one or two
dollar bills, and it is proposed to make that $60, includ.
ing $4 bills, as we bave now a circulation of t½at kind.
Then it is proposed to add to the monthly returns the
amount of the reserve fund and the rate per cent. of the
last dividend. The Banking Act requires that no bank
shall pay a dividend in excess of 8 per cent. until they
have a reserve of 20 per cent. There is no provision
in the law at present requiring returns showing what their
last dividend was or what their reserves are. Therefore, it
is not in the power of the Government to know whether
they are acting in accordance with that condition of the
Act. Thon a small sum shall ho irnposed for neglect in
sending in the returns as rcquired by law. At present the
Act requires that the returns shall be forwarded to the hon.
Minister of Finance ten days after the close of the monthly
returns. Soma banks -having extendod their operations to
Manitoba and the North-West, it is found difficult to
obtain these returns in time to send them in within
ton days, and it is proposed to extend the time to twenty
days, and to impose a small penalty if they are not made
within that time. Thon there is a provision in tho law
which was intended to prevent private individuals from
adopting the name of a bank, as lias been donc in various

parts of the Dominion. There is, for instance, "Clarke's
Banking House," "The Farmers' Banking louse," "John-
stone's Bank," "Hay's Banking lIouse," "The Orono
Banking House," "Scott's Banking flouse," "The Mahon
Banking Company," "The Mitchell Banking Com-
pany," "The N. Hayes Loan and Exchange Bank,"
and several others which have used terms that
are calculated to mislead the public. The object is
to prevent any persons from assuming the name of a
bank unless they had a charter from the Parliament of
Canada. Many persons have thus been misled, and it is
now pretty well understood that, in some cases, these corn-
panies have been taking large deposits made by persons
who supposed they were regularly constituted banks, under
the authority of Parliament, and with the security that is
given by the Banking Act. There can be no objections to
John Jones or William Smith calling themselves bankers,
that would be perfectly understood ; but the object is to
prevent them using such terms as will lead the public to
believe that they are a chartered banking company, or
using the name of a chartered bank. For instance,
iii some cases, like the Molson's Bank-of course
that bank took the name, 1 believe, of the originator,
and one of the founders of the institution. In one case
a person has taken his own name-I do not nane it at
present, but I will suppose it is the Jones' Bank. Well,
these are all calculated to mislead parties who may be
induced to make deposits there, from the fact that a higher
rate of interest is offered, the depositors supposing that
they have allthe protection given in the case of a chartered
bank. Then there is a provision in the general Act that
banks are not permitted to make advances on bank stocks,
ships, land@, &c., and a penalty is imposed in such cases.
Next, a new section is introduced by which banks in Prince
Edward Island, British Columbia and Manitoba will be
brought under that provision of the Banking Act which
establishes certain public holidays in the other Provinces,
providing that when a note falls due on that day, it is to
be paid on a certain day, and it is proposed to repeal that
section and make it applicable to all the Provinces except
the Province of Quebec, which was omitted. These are
the provisions contained in the Bill based upon this resolu-
tion. As I stated, it was not contemplated, when this was
framed, to prevent any parties from acting as agents of a
bank, and, therefore, the last six words in this resolution I
propose to strike out. I move the House into Committee on
the resolution.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

([n the Committee.)

Mr». BLAKE. I would ask the hon. gentleman to read
briefly the enactment ho proposes to mke with reference
to private bankers.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The section referring to that
is as follows:-

Section 10 of the Act 43 Victoria, Chapter 22 is hereby amended by
inserting between the word "bank " and the word " without" on the
third Une thereof the words "banking companies shall not use the term
banking company, banking houle, banking association banking institu-
tion, or banking agency or any word or designation whieb would cause
it to seem as if such persons were a company carrying on business as a
chartered bank."

Mr. BLAKE. I remember when this clause was intro-
duced into the Act. It was in the course of the progress of
the Bill through Committee, and on the motion, I think, of
the hon. member now presiding over our deliberations,
and we had some little discussion on it. While there was a
disposition to agree to the prohibition of the use of the term
" banking," which we have generally understood to mean a
chartered bank, there was at that time a disposition,
certainly on the part of the Committee, to go further in the
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way of restriction; and the proposition of the hon. gentle-
man which did go further was altered and limited, as well
as I can remember, to this single word "bank." Whatever
is commonly understood by universal usage to signify an
incorporated institution under the general law, it may be
of course improper to allow private individuals to use; but
the hon. Minister's proposal goes a very long way. Bank-
ing company, banking institution, and banking bouse, are
not terms which are generally supposed to be the proper
mode of describing incorporated banks. A banking bouse
as a commercial house is indicative rather of a private cor-
poration and private actions than of an incorporated com-
pany and corporative action. While Iagree that the public
ought to be protected, to a certain extent, against a state of
things under which a man may appear to ho carrying on
business as a corporation when he is only doing so as an
individual or as member of a firm: on the other band, I am
aware that those private institutions which discharge a
portion of the banking business are of very great use to
the country. There are a great many of them, and they
supply the needs of very many localities where it would be
quite impossible that agencies of incorporated banks could
be established ; and anything which would tend unneces-
sarily to cripple their operations, and interfere with the
facilities of the public to obtain the accommodation which
they wish, should not prevail.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no desire on the
part of the Govern ment to cripple any such firm or organiza-
tion or banking operation. It has been urged by some of
those engaged in such banking business that there should
be no change made. When asked why, the answer given
was because the present condition of things gave them a
status. There is no desire to improperly interfere with
them in any manner, but to provide that the public who
deal with those establishments should know they are not
banks, or banking companies, or associations chartered
under Act of Parliament. When the Bill is introduced
there will be time to consider the various details of it, and if
it is thought desirable to amend it, we will be glad to con-
sider any proposal.

Mr. MACKENZIE. While I do not doubt the power of
the Hlouse to prevent any corporation or individual per-
forming the ordinary functions of a bank, assuming deposits
and issuing bills, and doing such business as banks chartered
by Parliament, I doubt exceedingly whether we have the
power to prevent an individual assuming any designation
or name ho may think proper. I do not know whether the
hori. Minister bas considered that point or not.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have supposed we had
the power, but I will consider the point as the hon.
gentleman bas called my attention to it.

Resolution reported.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY introduced Bill (No. 46)

further to amend the Act ertitled an Act relating to Banks
and Banking and the several Acts amending the same.

Bill read the first time.

CUSTOMS ACTS CONSOLIDATION.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole, to consider the following resolu-
tion:-

That it is expedient to consolidate the various Acts respecting the
Customs, and to amend the same, so as to make the various provisions
consistent, and to remove doubts as to the construction of certain other
provisions, and others necessary for better carrying out the principles
embodied in the said Acts; and among other thingse-

1. To give additional facilities and remedies for the collection of Cus-
toms duti-s, and penalties and forfeitures, and for the prevention of
smuggling and other frauds on the revenue, and for the punishment of
contraventions of the Customs Law.

2. To provide for the granting of a rebate of duty upGn damaged goods
paying specific duties.

Mr. BLAKE.

3 To specify the terms upon which bonds given for the due exporta-
tion of goods may be cancelled.

4 To make provision for the delivery of warehouse goods as sbips'
stores to vessels bound for and engaged in the deep-sea fisheries.

5. To provide for the punishment of persons unlawfully gaining access
to or removing bonded goods in railway cars.

6. To make better provision for arriving at decisions with respect to
seizures or detentions of goods and with respect to penalties and for-
feitures, and to the terms for release of such goods or remission of such
penalties or forfeitures.

Hie said: I do not think it is necessary to enter into
a discussion at the present moment of the various amend-
ments which are suggested in this Bill. As the resolution
indicates, it is proposed to consolidate the Customs laws as
they now appear on the Statute-book in the variety of
amendments which have been passed during the past four
or fiveyears. It is also to give additional facilities for the
collection of revenue, and to place within the power of the
Government the enforcing of the penalties for contra-
vention of the law, an-d also to provide for the granting -of
a rebate of duty upon damaged goods paying specifie
duties. Under the present law provision is made for pay-
ing duties upon the ùctual value of the goods, paying
ad valorem duty when damaged, either coming into the
country or in transitu to the port to which they are sent.
There has been no provision made for making a rebate
on the value of goods paying a specific duty, excepting,
however, the amendment of hast year, with refer-
ence to the duties paid on grain when damaged
make its provisions apply to ail classes of goods paying
by water. The proposition of the amendment is to
specific as well as ad valoren duty, wbieh may have been
damaged, cither on voyage or on railways, after they. have
arrived in the country. 1 think that the House will at once
see that this is an equitable provision, and should be applied
to all classes of goods importel into Canada. The 3rd
clause specifies the terms on which bonds given for exported
goods may be cancelle]. At present goods which are
ex-warehoused-say, for instance, Newfoundland or St.
Pierre-have the bonds cancelled on the production of a
certificate, as the law says, of any respectable person
living on these Islands, or in the country to which the
goods may be sent. There is no doubt that frauds
to a very great extent have been perpotrated under this
provision. We provide for the making of the certificate
upon which the cancellation of these bonds shall be made
by an officer of Customs, or by some other official in the
place to which the goods were exported. This is also
in the interest of legitimate trade, and will prevent, to
a very great extent, the frauds which in the past have been
perpetrated under the law. The 4th clause makes pro-
vision for the ex-warehousing of goods and ships'
stores for vessels engaged in the deep-sea fisheries.
Under the 69th clause of the Customs Act as it now stands
on the Statute-book, these rebates can only be made for ves-
sels of a certain size. That clause was relaxed by my predeces-
sor in order to meet some cases which came under his notice;
and we have also found it necessary, in the interest of those
engaged in this great industry of the Maritime Provinces,
to make still further concessions, so we thought it
better, that the clause should be amended so as to make it
applicable to ail vessels, no matter of what size or of what
tonnage, provided that they were engaged legitimately in
the business of fishing; and aiso, to provide that in case
of any violation of this extension of the law by reland-
ing goods, the parties offending shall be punished
severely. I am under the impression the flouse
will recognize the correctness of this principle ; for
there is no reason why smaller vessels sbhould
not have the same privileges, provided that the
regulations b so carried out as to prevent the reland-
ing of the goods, and their entry into consumution.
Under the present law there is no provision made for
punishing persons unlawfully engaged in getting
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access to bonded railway cars. As to the provisions for
bonding goods in warehouse, the la.v is quite ample;
but there is great, doubt whether it applies, as it now
stands, to bonded railway cars passing through the country.
We have had no little difficulty in this respect, and it was
thought better, in order that there might be no misunder-
standing of the law on this point,.to make this change.
The 6th provision makes better provision for arriving at a
decision with respect to the seizures of smuggled goods, and
of enforcing any decision which may be given.
I am not a lawyer, but I know that in many cases some
legal gentlemen have advised persons, whose goods were
seized and penalties imposed, that while under the law
the goods could be retained, and forfeited, and sold,
there was no provision in the law for the collection of any
penalty which might be imposed either by a court or by
the Department; provision is made, in cases of this kind,
not only for the imposition, but for the collection of fines by
legal process. There are a number of other amendments
by which, I think, when the Bill is before the House,
the members will see that the law is, to a very great
extent, simplified, and a large quantity-if I may use
that expression-of words to express one idea in
the old law, which appears to have been copied from
laws previously in existence, for, perhapq, balf a
century, aie struck out, making thie meaning as plain
as possible so as to proteoct the revenue, and to enable the
Department to administer the law casier and better than
has been the case in the past, and in the general interest of
the trade. I shahl usk the Ilouse, when this question is
before them-as it affects the whole trade of the country-
to consider it very carefully; and when we arrive at the
different clauses, I trust, I shall be enabled to give
such explanations as the House may require or desire.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In tho Committee.)

Mr. BURPEE (St. John).
Minister of Customs whether
the old sections of the law
for the purposes of comparison

I would like to ask the
when the Bill is introduced
will be placed in the margin

Mr. BOWELL. Ail the amendments proposed are con-
tained in this Bill.

Mr. BURPEE. If I understood right, this is a consoli-
dation of the Customs law, and the changes made might be
noted in the margin. The hon. gentleman speaks of
requiring certificates of officers of Customs, wvhat will be
doue where there are no Customs officers, which is the
case in many inland places.

Mr. BOWELL. I intende3, and think I did
say, that a certificate must be given either by
sorne Customs official, or by some other official. The
Holiuse will see, that to base the cancellaiion of a bond upon
a certificate purporting to be signed by some respect-
able porson, is no protection to the revenue whatever. My
hon. friend's experience in the management of the Customs
Department proved this at least, that it was impossible
for him or any of his officers to tell whether these
certificates were bond ide or not, particularly when
coming from St. Pierre or from the different out-
ports of Newfoundland. It is impossible for anyone to
say, whether these certificates were bond fide or not, and
in order to protect the revenue, it is absolutely ncessary
to make some provision, soý as to have certificates from
Borne person in an official position. I admit that, to a
certain extent, it is a restriction upon that particular class
of trade; but when the privilege is given to a merchant
to ex-warebouse his goods fre of duty after they have
been in bond perhaps for months, and sometimes for

years, he should be asked at least to produce such a cer-
tificate of their landing in a foreign port as would be
acceptable to the Customs. With reference to placing
the amended sections in the margin, the changes are so
voluminous in their character,-the Bill containing some
248 clauses-that the hon. gentleman will sec that this is
almost impossible; and as we have changed at least the
larger number of the clauses, it will bc almost impossible
to act on the suggestion made by the hon. gentleman who
has just spoken.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I know we had great diffi-
culty in that iespect, and I quite agree with theb hon. Min-
ister of Customs when he says it is neeessary, as far as pos-
sible, to have a certificate given by an officerof the Customs.
At that time I remember we had correspondence with the
Customs officers of Newfoundland and witlh the officer at
Halifax, and we had recommendations fi om the officers
there to such persons as were thought capable of signing a
certificate, and these came in turn to the officer at Halifax.
I quite agree that if the hon. Minister can get an official of
the Government it is better to do so than to bave anyone
else perform the service.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I sec the hon. Minister of
Customs provides in the second clause for the granting of a
rebate upon damaged gools paying specific duties. Will
he be kind enough to tell us how ho is to determine
the question of damage-how it is to be ascertained, and
with whom the final determination of the rebate rests ? Is
-it with the hon. Minister himself or with the Department
of Customs, or how ?

Mr. BOWELL. The law, as it stands, makes provi-
sion for arriving at the amount of the damage donc to any
goods paying an ad valorem duty. We propose to word the
clause so as to make the saine principle applicable to goods
paying specific duties; that is, if the goods are appraised for
acertain amount, and it is found that they were damaged say
to the extent of 50 per cent., thon the specific duty would
be reduced in proportion. Provision is also made that the
appraisal of the goods shall be made either by the appraisers
at the port, or by merchants appointed especially for the
purpose. For the information of the bon. member for
St. John (3Mr. Burpee), I may say that it bas been
under contemplation-and we propose to enter into
negotiation with the British Governmont with that
object-to appoint, at our recommendation, what might
be termel a Consul at St. Pierre. We know that great
frauds have been perpetrated by goods Leing ex-ware.
housed and then brought back on certificates which may or
may not have been manufactured, so far as I know. If we
have an officer of our own we would insist on the certificates
of that officer in all cases before allowing the bonds to be
cancelled. I think the hon. gentleman had the same ques-
tion under consideration when he was in the Department,
but it was not successfilly decided at thattiin; but I hope
we will soon be able to settle it satisfactorily.

Mr. BLAKE. I hope that when the Bill is printed the
hon. gentleman will take care that there is an indication on
the margin of such clauses as remain unaltered, and that on
the margin of those claues which arc altered, reference
will be made to the clauses of the Acts which are amended.
Wo would then be able to understand when we were deal-
ingwith an unamended clause of the original Act.

Mr. BOWELL. I will ascertain how far the marginal
notes have been printed, and if not too late will act upon
the suggestion.

Mr. BLAKE. The same arrangement was made with
the Dominion Lands Act.

Mr. BOWELL. I think, however, the notes would
require to be more numerous in this case.
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Mr. BLAKE. No, I think not. The hon. gentleman bas

said, and said rightly, this Bill is one cf great interest
to the whole commercial community, and that being the
case I hope it will be got through the printing department
as fast as possible, so as to have it gencrally circulated be-
fore it is passed.

Mr. BOWELL. I have been promised it on Tuesday for
circulation, but of course if the hon. gentleman's suggestion
about the marginal notes is carried ont, it will require some
days more to have the Bill printed.

Resolution reported.
Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (No. 34) to anend and

consolidate the Acts respecting the Customs.
Bill read the first time.

k1ING'S COUNTY (P.E.T.) ELECTION.

On the Orders of the Day being called,
Mr. BLAKE. I observe that the Order for resuming

the debate on the motion of the hon. nember for West
Huron, does not appear on the papers.

Mr. SPEAKER. It bas always been the practice that
when a debate takes place on a motion which does not
appear on the paper, and the debate is adjourned, the order
for the resumption of the debate does not appear on
the paper as itstili remainsa question of privilege. If the
debate had been ordered to be resumed at a particular
time, then it would have appearel on the Order paper, but
not otherwise. That was the practice followed in 1880, on
motion regarding the. Lennox election; the debate was
adjourned, but the Order did not appear on the paper.

Mr. BLAKE. In consequence of its being a quesfion
of privilege ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. Thon it bas precodence.
Mr. BLAKE. I believe an arrangement was made that

the debate should not b resumed till Tuesday, to wichc, of
course, my hon. friend the member for West Huron will-
ingly assented.

Mr. SPEAKER. It can either be made an Order for
Tuesday, or still remain a matter of priviloge.

Mr. BLAKE. Better have it remain a matter of privilege
on the understanding that it comes on Tuesday.

MONEY REQUIRED FOR TIIE PUBLIC SERVICE.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, in moving the third reading of
Bill (No. 21) to authorize the rasing by way of loan
of certain sums of money required for the Public Service,
said: A question was asked by the hon. leader of the Oppo.
sition the other day, with reference to the agreement made,
but I nd it was laid before the flouse last Session,

Mr. BLAKE. Yes, I saw it. I would like the hon. gentle-
man- to state what is the total amount of sinking fund
applicable to this particular loan which is proposed
to be redeemed. la his former statement he gave us
only, as I understood, the figures of the amount of this par-
ticular loan which had been purchased out of the sinking
fund and the loan; but of course it was not necessary that
the whole sinking fund should b applied in these par-
ticular securities, and it may be that a portion of the sink-
ing fund is in other securities. I would like to know how
much we are going to issue afresh and how mueh in con-r
sequence of the reservation in the Bill, wbich authorizes
only the difforence between the sinking fund and the whole
amount of the 5 per cent. loan. I have another sugges-
tion which seems to me to deserve some consideration. The
Bill says, "such additional sum or sums of money to b
raised by way of loan," and reference is made to 35 Victoria r
and to 38 Victoria. Upon referring to 38 Victoria, which,

Mr. BOW ELL.

among other things, authorizes the issue of stock, instead
of debentures, I find what appears to me to be an error-
perhaps a clerical error but still an important one. The
Act says:

The Governor in Council may authorize the creation, issue and sale
of Dominion stock, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per centum per
annum, under the same provisions under which he may authorize the
creation, issue and sale ot' such stock bearing interest at the rate of 5
per centum per annum ; and wherever in the Act, 35 Vie., Chap. 6, cited
in the titie of this A et, the words 'Five per cent. Dominion stock,' or
the words 'Five per cent. stock' occur, the words 'Four per cent.
Dominion stock, or ' or 'Four per cent. stock, or' shall be understood
as inserted before them respectively. and the provisions of the said Actshall apply equally to Dominion stock bearing either rate of intereet."
But when I turn to 35 Victoria, I find that 6 per cent., and
not 5 per cent., stock is mentioned, and consequently there
does not seem to be any authority to issue 4 per cent. stock
at aIl, because that authority depends on an Act authorizing
what was supposed to b the issue of 5 per cent. stock, but
which is in reality, as the Act is printed, 6 per cent. I
would suggest to the bon. gentleman, that in the other
Chamber be should take the necessary steps-if my inter-
pretation of the Act be correct-to insert an amending
clause making it clear that ho bas power to issue 4 per cent.
stock, which I do not think ho has now.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am not aware ; I did not
examine the Act carefully. I think the only difference was
that the subsequent Act had reference to 5 per cents instead
of6 percents. Itjust became a question whether it was noces-
sary to have legislation in order to exchange these partica-
lar loans. I Lwas thought possible that we might have
power under the Act; but on the whole we thought it
botter to corne and ask for the authority without reference
to the Act. I think there are about £400,000 of 5 per
cent. securities held as security for other loans, in addition
to tho sinking fund of this particular loan. Iowever, I
will look into the matter, and, if there is anythingin the
hon. gentleman's suggestion we will have the Bill amended
in the other House.

Mr. BLAKE. Perbaps the hon. gentleman will take a
future opportunity to inform the House how much of the
sinking fund belongs to this particular loan.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will do so.
Bill read the third time.

PREVENTION OF FRAUD IN RELATION TO
PUBLIC CONTRACTS.

On the Order for the House to go into Committee on Bill
(No. 5) for the botter prevention of fraud in relation to
contracts involving the expenditure of public moneys, being
read,

Mr. CASGRAIN. According to the agreement we came
to yesterday, I move that this order be discharged, and that
the Bill be referred to a Select Committee, composed of the
following gentlemen, whose names have been given to me
by the leader of the Government: Messrs. Amyot, Cameron,
(Huron), Casgrain, Costigan, Girouard (Jacques Cartier),
Kilvert, _Rykert, Tupper (Pictou), and Weldon. Of course
since I had te agree to send the Bill te a Select Committee,
I cannot help accepting the names given to me, but I must
remark that there is too great a preponderance of the sup-
porters of the Government upon it. I thought that a Com-
mittee, consisting of four Government supporters and three
members of the Opposition, might have been satisfactory.
However, I will accept the Committee, as theb hon. gentle-
man is all powerful at present.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will not quarrel
aboutthe numbers. It is not a political question. The
House has adopted the principle, and a Committee will
report upon it.

Order dischargcd, and Bill referred te a Select Committee.
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TRIALS BEFORE COUNTY JUDGES.

Mr. ]ROBERTSON (Hamilton) moved the second reading
of Bill (No. 11) to amend the law in reference to tiial of

cases before the County Judges' Criminal Court.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think the hon. gentleman

ought to give some explanation of the principle of the Bill,
and the necessity of introducing it into Parliamient. If, how-
ever, ho proposes to refer it to a Select Committee, where it

can be carefully considered, I for one will not object to the

second reading. I think changes of this kind should not be

made hastily, and I trust the hon. First Mmiister will se

that it is roferred to a Select Committee.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I have no objection to
the Bill being referred to a Select Committee, but I do not
think thatis necessary. The object of the B'il[ is to extend
the law in the direction indicated by the Act. At present,
a person in Ontario or Quebec, charged with a crime triable
bèTore the Sessions, may, if ho is committed to gaol, choose
to be tried summarily, bofore the County Judges Crimi-
nal Court in Ontario or beforo a Judge of the Province of
Quebec. There are many cases, in which persons are not
committed to gaol for trial, but are bound over, and I sub-
mit that they aiso should have the right to be tried sum-
marily if they choose. If lthe evidence against an accused
person is very strong, the chancee are in ninety-nine
cases out of every hundred, that ho will bo committed to gaol ;
but if the evidence against him is slight the magistrate
binds him over to answer the charge before the next
court of competent jurisdiction, in which case he cannot
have a speedy trial unless ho ehooses to surrender him-
self in dischargoeof his bail ard -o into close custody.
Now J submit that that is a case in which a person should
have the right to say: I will waive the right to be tried by
jury, and would prefer being brought before a County
Judge out of Session without a jury. That is the object of
this Bill. It merely extends the law as it now is to cases
where persons are bound over, and not committed for trial.
I do not sec, myself, there can be any objection at all to it. I
have had numerous communications from not orily County
Judges, but from Crown Attorneys in Ontario, and they all
approve of this proposed amendment. I have no objections
whatever to refer the Bill to a Special Committee, but really it
appears to me the principle is so well understood from our
experience in the.working of the law, as it now stands, that
there is no reason why it should not b extended.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If my hon. friend
will send his Bill to a Special Committee, I have
no objection to the second reading ; otherwise I have. I
have rather a strong opinion against the ext,,nsion of the
principle of allowing persons to choose their own courts,
and get rid of the publicity which ought to fol.ow
crime, and publicity is one of the preventatives of
crime. I am strongly against the extension of the princi-
ple which would enable the party who has committed a
crime, to avoid public shame, and cover up his crime as
much as possible by getting a summary judgment against
him ln a private way. J will not oppose the second rcad-
ing if my hon. friend will send the Bill to a Special Com-
mittee.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no doubt whatever that what the
hon. gentleman bas said is true, that a pablic trial is a de-
terant. There is no doubt also that publicity in the trial
itself is an important element in the thoroughness of the
trial and the justice of the result. Things are donc in a
more solemn manner under the publie gaze than in many
of these County Court trials, whore a man is brought up
early in the morning and tried, perhaps in the Justice's
room, accompanied by a policeman and with a counsel on
each side. Everything is slurred over, and the expedition
with which the trial takes place, favors especially the old

criminal. He goes in under an alias, and it is very much
botter for him to get a speedy trial and plead gui lty, rather
than wait for the Assizes, bocause he gets only the mitigated
penalty that applies to the first offence, when, if there were
delay and further efforts made to ascertain bis identity, ho
would get a much sevorer penalty. This has been the case
very frequently. We have seen mon convicted on the first
offence, who, had their record been known, would have
been convicted upon the second or third offence and sent for
a long term of years to a penitentiary, both in the interests
of society and in their own interests, as a lasthope for them-
selves for roform. I throw out the same suggestion to the
hon. gentleman oppo-ite, as important for the consideration
of thoso entrusted with the criminal law, that something
should be done to give a greater moasure of publicity and
solemnity to trials, as was embraced in the measure I took
the liberty of moving, with but scant success, two or three
years ago in this House, with the view of giving facilities
for the identification of men once convicted, so that they
might in future roceive the increased penalty that the inter-
ests of society and thomselves deraanded.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). It appears to mec evi-
dont, while 1 agree to a very great extent with the argu-
monts made use of by the right hon. leader of the House and
the bon. memiber for Wost Durham, that their remarks
are more applicable to the man who is charged
with a crime and is committed for trial, than to
the individual I seek to reach by my Bill. As I said before,
the presumption in the first place is that a man is innocent
until provon guilty, and in the second place when the
magistrate, after having hoard the case in the preliminary
examination, finds that the evidence is so weak,
that ho does not feel justified in committing the prisoner
to jail and refusing bail, thero is no reason for refus-
ing the speedy trial, provided for in my Bill. I
agree with alrnost every word that bas been said
with reference to the desirability of giving those trials
more publicity. I bolieve it is very desirable that something
should be done in the direction of making these speedy
trials as pu blie as possi ble. I know from experience scoes of
people who were hardened criminals,generally speaking, who
would choose to be tried in the quiet way in which they are
tried before the Judges of the Criminal Courts, rather than
be tried before a jury, on account of publicity. it appears
to me that is a roason why the law, as it now stands, should
be amended in the diioction suggested, by making these
trials more public or else abolishing them altogether. The
motive I have is that we may reach the parties who are not
so likely to be guilty, as the parties who are committed.
However, if the Bill is referred to a Special Committee, I
hope to show to that Committee, and through it to the
House, that, in consequence of the law standing as it is,
there is good roason for this Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We are pretty well agroed
as to the necessity of having more publicity to these trials,
and that summary trials of this kind are not to be
encouragod. The more we consider the question, the more
wo sec the importance of publicity as a deterant to crime.
I woult suggest, therefore, that the hon. gentleman should
read bis Bill a second time, and allow it to stand for a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Monday; and that between now and
then a carefully selected Special Committee should bo
named, to wbich would be referrel not only this Bill, but
the consideration of the whole question of summary trials.

Bill read the second time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

Mr. MULOCK, in moving the second reading of Bill (No.
15) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879, eaid :
The object of the Bill is to prevent, what is now going on
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in Ontario to a large extent, the practical amalgamation of
railways. Whilst we know that railways, without special
power, are not entitled to lease other roads or to be leased,
or amalgamate with other railways, still by the Consolida-
ted Railway Act they can, at least, for twenty-one years,
part completely with their independent character. In the
Province of Ontario we have seen this power exercised in
a way which was certainly not i'tie interest of the country
nor in good faith with the people, who were served by the
railways. We have seen railways incorporated and aided
by the public on the supposition and on the distinct repre-
sentation to the people, that they were to be competing
lines, and to have an independent existence. With that
understanding large sums of money have at various times
been voted by the people as bonuses to such railways. In
illustration of this statement, I may refer to at least
one railway. The Hamilton and North-Western Rail-
way was brought into practical existence on the repre-
sentation to the people that they would have for all
time a competing lino. No sooner, however, was it
nearily constructed than it entered into a pooling
ing arraneinent under the provisions of the Consolidated
Railway Act, whereby it has pooled with the North-
crn Railway for a pe i>d of twenty-one years, thercby
defeating the very object which tlic people had in view in
voting a largo suin of money to its aid. Now, I do not
propose to prevent pooling if such pooling is clearly in the
interest cl the publie, but there are two parties te be
considered, the proprietors of the railways and the publie.
The franchise coning as it does froin the people through
Parliament, they have a right te ho hoard before such fran-
chise is detroyed. Much more have they this right in
cases where public monies have been given in aid of railways.
Therefore, I suggest that the consent of the Government
of the day shall be necessary, and without it no amalga-
mating arrangement shall be valid. At present in
amalgamations that take place only the proprietors' consent
is required and the public have no voice in it. My propo-
sition is that the Gov rnment shall consider all such
schemes before they take place, and only sanction them
when they are not opposed to the publie interest.

Sir JOHN A. MACDGNA L D. I supp>se the hon. gen-
tleman proposes to refer the Bill to the 8tanding Commit-
tee on Railways.

Mr. MULOCK1. I suppose that would be the proper
course to adopt.

Bill read the secon d time.

INMIGRATION AND NATURA LIZATION OF
GERU1ANS.

The Order boing- called for resuming the adjourned
debate on the motion of Mr. KRANZ, for copies of all cor-
respondence between any member of this House or other
persons and the Government, in relation to the naturaliza-
tion of Germans; also, in relat on to Georman immigration,
the appointment of Emigrant Agents in Germany, and the
affording of reliable information about Canada to intending
emigrants; also, a copy of the Report and all correspon-
dence with the German delogates who visited the North-
West Territories in 1881; and the question being put,

Motion agreed te.

NATURALIZATION ACT OF CANADA, 1881.

Mr. WELDON enquire, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to issue a proclamation putting in force
the Naturalization Act of Canada, 1881, and when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that the pro.
el-amation has not yet been isnued, because correspondence
has been going on with the Imperial Government, and we

Mr. Mun-ocK.

expect shortly an answer to the last communication long
since sent to the Imperial Government on the subject.

ELECTORS RETURNED BY THE CENSUS OF 1881.

Mr. FISIIER, in mbving for a statement from the iecords
of the Census of 1881, showing the number of males over
twenty-one years of age, in each Electoral Division return-
ing a Momber to this House, as constituted at the time of
the General Election of June last, said: In making this
motion it may be proper for me to explain why I ask that
the time at which these figures would be placed in our
hands by the ordinary issue of the volumes of the Census
should be anticipated. By referring to the Census of 1871, 1
find that the figures corresponding to those I now ask for are
in the second volume of the Census of that year, and I sup-
pose they will appear in the second volume of the present
Census. I also observe a statement in the newspapers,
which I believe to be correct, that the issue of the second
volume will be postponed tilt after the completion of the
third, and, therefore, I suppose that wo can hardly get the
figures before the end of this Session of Parliamont. The
Government bas proposed to introduce legislation in regard
to the franchise at this Session of Parliament, and I believe
that these figures are essentially important for the due con-
sideration of that question. My object in asking for those
figures now is in order to establish a comparison with
returus asked for a few days ago, and ordered by tbis House,
at the request of the bon. member for West Durham.
I think it is of intercst to this louse and the country at large
that the proportion of adult males in cach constituency of
the Dominion to those of the voters in each constituency,
should be known before discussing any question in regard
to the franchise; and it is especially desirab!e to inow
what proportions exist between the urban and rural con-
stituencies. I do not ask for any detailed statement, but
simply one figure for each constituency in the Dominion, and
1 trust that the Government will be able to afford the
deired information.

Mr. POPE. I would say to my hon. friend that what ho
asks for is utterly impossible this Session. He is quite
right in his reference to the newspapers. The first volume
contained the population by religion, origin and birth-placo
of all the electoral districts, cities and towns, and that tho
hon. gentleman has already before him. It was thought by
the Department that it would be more satisfactory to the
country and to the House * that the third volume should be
next issued, that volume containing property, shipping,
lands, animals and their products, and products of the field,
the farm, the forest, fisheries, mineral products and indus-
tries. That volume will be out during the present Session;
but I may say to the hon. gentleman that it will be utterly
impossible to get out the second volume for the next three
or four months. The second volume will be issued pro-
bably by October next, which will complote the Census.
We could not facilitate its issue very much, or get it out
very much earlier than that. I hope, therefore, the hon.
gentleman will withdraw the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. Minister bas totally misunder.
stood the object of the motion. Tho motion was net that
the hon. gentleman should bring down the second volume
of the Census. The motion is simply for a statement of one
set of figures for each constituency, which figures are to
appear in the third volume.

Mr. POPE. I did not misundcrstand it.
Mr. BLAKE. Thon, I cannot say what the hon.'gentlo-

man did; but he did net accurately state what the motion
was. It was not to bring down the second volume of the
Census, but only to bring down one set of figures. It may
be, of course, that the tabulation of those portions of the
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Census are in such a condition that the hon. gentleman

cannot bring down the figures asked for. If so, the hon.

gentleman's answer is so far complete; but I want it to be

distinctly understood that the request is simply to ascei tain

what is the number of adult males in each constituency,
and that simple piece of information cannot be obtained

during the Session. If it cannot be obtained, it is much to

be rogretted that, without informing the House, as to the

intention of the Department ita course should have been

altered. The hon. gentleman may be quite right in his

opinion that the subjects contained in the third volume are

more interesting than those in the second, but it is a pity
that when he was about to alter the regular course, lie did
not take the House into his confidence last Session, and
announce that he was about to place the cart before the
horse, and issue the third volume before the second.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no question
of placing the cart before the horse. All the hon. gentle-
man proposes to do is to issue the third volume before the
second, and it is quite clear that the information to be given
in the third volume is more important than that in the
other volume, I do not really sec that a return of the
number of males over twenty-one years in each electoral
district, or the casual proportion between adult males and
infant males in any given electoral district can in any
way effect the general principle which must govern any
Franchise Bill for the whole Dominion.

Mr. POPE. The hon. momber has placed in my mouth
words which I did not utter. I did not say that the motion
was for the second volume of the Census; but what I did
say was, that the information asked for cannot be brought
down during this Session, and that it is useless to ask for
it, because it cannot be brought down sooncr than such
time as the second volume is issue].

Motion withdrawn.

TIIE MA1RITIMS COU R)T.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron), in moving for a return
of all correspondence between the Judgo or any of the
Judges of lthe Maritime Court of the Province of' Ontario
and the Government, respecting the rules, practice and
procedure of said Court, and the simplification thereof;1
and the fees and charges now taxable in said Court;(
also, copies of any amended rules, or proposed,
amended rules, to the 1st of January, 1882, said:
I wish to draw the attention of the Minister of the2
Marine Dopartment to the fact that in May, 1879, aN
return was brought down lin answer to an address from 2
this Ibouse, showing the number of cases disposed of by the(
Maritime Courts of the Province of Ontario, the expensesc
connected with the trial of those cases. This return, t
however, was very imperfect, and a good deal of the infor-v
mation sought for was not submitted to Parliament at all. t
During the last Session of last Parliament, I moved-on the
20th February-for full information on this subjoect; but,
no return las been brought down, of which I am aware, in c
answer to that address. I thought it desirable, and I think v
others who take some interest in this Court, which was I
established a few years ago, were auxious to get informa, a
tion which I sought to get by that return. I b
should like to know the reason, why it has not been r
brought down. It is not a voluminous return. it
cannot take much time. The information is important ii
tO get, in view of the fact that some members of the louse I
propose some amendments to the Bill or Statute creating o
the Maritime Court for our Province. Now, it is well known ti
that the law, when Aiwas first passed, was an experiment. r
How far that experiment has worked satisfactorily, is a t]
problem that can only b solved by getting this in4fori-

14

ation. I pointed out, when I made that motion, that the
object of the law was to give sailors a speedy and inexpensive
remedy for the collection of their wages. I pointed out that
instead of it beir'g a simple and inexpensive mode, it was,
on the contrary, a very expensive mode. It was a tedious
mode. The rules by which the rights of sailors and other
litigants are protected, are exceedingly cumbersome.
I pointed ont that these rules were sometbing like
300 in number; that the Statute itself was net a very
short one; that each of these rules had the force of a
statutory enactment, and that altogether it was a very
expensive and a very tedious process by which parties, who
sought to acquire their rights through the jurisdiction of
the Maritime Court, were put to. I pointed out this, that
in one case where the amount involved was some $350,
the expenses were over 81,000. I pointed out that in
another case where the amount involved was $200, the
expenses taxed to the plaintiff were $354 and odd, and the
expenses of the defendant were somewhere about the same
sum, in all, some $700, to recover a claim of about $201.
I pointed out in onother case, which involved some $110,
that the costs were some $300, and that the counsel foees
allowed by the Judge to the solicitor for the plaintiff, were
8110, in a short, simple little case involving altogether
the amount of 8110. I pointed out that this state of things
should not exist, and se far as I understood froi
the short discussion which then took place on the subject,
it was admittod on all hands that the law required simplifi-
cation; that the rules ought to be simplified; and that the
costs ought to be reduced to a very considerable extent.
Now, what I wish to know, by the present motion, is
whether or not the Government have taken any stop in that
direction; whether the rules have been simplified; whother
the costs have been roduced, and whether a new tariff of
fees has been established; or whether the Government have
taken any stops whatever with the view of remedying what
I believe to bo a gross outrage, to use no milder term. It
was, Ithink, Sir, understood last Session, that some attempt
would be made to simplify these rules, with the view
at all events of enabling sailors to recover claims,
where their claims were for small sums, in a cheap and in-
expensive way, and in some short and summary way as
well. Now, I may mention to the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries that, in our Courts in the Province of Ontario,
claims up to 8200 can be recovered in a very expeditious
mode, and at very little expense, by Division Court process.
There is no reason in the world why some process of tho
same kind should not be applied to the Maritime Court,
where the amount concerned is a small sum. Now, there is
another point to which I wish to direct the attention of the
Government. There is no appoal now from the judgment
of one of the Judges of the Maritime Court, except
to the Supreme Court. Now, I say that is a grievous
wrong too. I have no ground of complaint against
he Judges of the Maritime Court, as a general rule;
but we know that some cases come before the Judges
of this Court, with respect to vessels, in which there are
omplicated points of law and of fact-questions with
which they have not been accustomed to deal in the
Division Court, and in the County Court; and it does
ppear to me that where a man thinks he is aggrieved
by the adjudication of the County Court, ho should have
edress, by an appeal to the Court of Appeal, in our own
Province, without being driven to the necessity of appeal-
ng to the Supreme Court of the Dominion of Canada. Now,
trust, that these points have been engaging the attention

f the Government, or will speedily engage the attention of
Ie Government, that they will direct their attention to
emedying as far as possible the wrongs we complain of in
his respect.
hIfgtion agreed te.
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MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed
to:-

Return of the advertisement for construction of the
breakwater at Port Lorne, N.S., and the several tenders
therefor; the party to whom the contract was awarded,
and the amount of such contract.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the number of causes tried at each of the County
Courts of the Counties of King's and Albert, since the first
of June, A.D. 1882; with the amount of verdicts and
judgments entered thereon.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of all tenders submitted for the construction of
the freight sheds and warehouses at the Intercolonial Rail-
way Depot, St. John, N.B., for the foundations, brickwork,
masonry, and other work connected therewith ; the names
of the several contractors, and the amount of each contract;
the number and names of the Superintendents and Over-
seers of the work, and the amont paid for their services.-
(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the several amounts paid for damages for lands
taken on Mill and Pond streets, in St. John,New Brunswick,
for the Intercolonial Railway; the names of the Arbitrators
appointed to appraise the land and the compensation paid
to thom; the several awards made by them and the evi-
dence upoD which the same were founded, and the several
parties to whom the amount of such awards was paid.-
(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the advertisement for the contract of the
building of a steamer to replace the Glendon, the several
tenders therefor, to whom the contract was awarded, and
the amount of such contract.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the tenders for the re-building of the lighthouse
at Quaco, New Brunswick, and to whom the contract w as
awarded, and the amount of such contract.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Copies of all correspondence, Orders in Council, and
other documents respecting a grant for the winter service
performed on the St. Lawrence, between Murray Bay and
Rivière Ouelle, by the steamer Fulger; also, a statement of
the sums paid, or to be paid, by the Dominion Government
for that purpose.-(Mr. Blondeau.)

STATE OF PUBLIC BUSINESS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the House adjourns I would like
to ask the hon. gentleman at what period it is proposed
to bring down the more important measures mentioned
in the Speech from the Throne, and particularly
the Franchise Bill and the License Bill; also
at what time we may expect the financial statement. I
am quite aware that hon. gentlemen have been very mach
engaged in the affaira of Ontario and New Brunswick for
some time back, and I am also aware that the affairs of
Manitoba and Prince Edward Island are also engaging their
attention; but I hope that, before very long, we may expect
them to devote some attention to the affairs of Canada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Unlike the hon. gentle.
man, if we do pay attention to these other affairs, we do
not do so to the exclusion of everything else. I ray say,
however, that we will bring down these measures very
soon.

Mr. BLAKE. How soon ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very soon indeed.
Motion agreed to; and (at 5:30 o'clock p.m.) the bouse

adjourned.

Mr. CAMERoN (Huron).

HOUSE OF COMMONs,
MOiDAY, 5th Marcb, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Thrce o'clock.

PRaYERS.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduccd, and rend
the first time:-

Bill (No. 47) to revise and amend certain Acts respecting
The Union Assurance Company of Canada, and to change
the name of the Company to the Crown Assurance
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 48) to incorporate the Wood Mountain,
Qu'Appelle and Prince Albert Railway Company.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Dominion Phos-
phate and Mining Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria,
Ont.)

Bill (No. 50) to amend an Act respecting the Credit
Valley Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 51) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Chignecto Marine Transport Railway Company, Limited.
-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the Brant County Bank of
Canada.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

BILL I1N COMiIITTEE.

The following Bill was consiulercl in Committoo and
reported:

Bill(No. 16) to incorporate the Central Bank of Canada.
-(Mr. Smal.)

SECON )READINGS.

The following Bills wereicad a second timo:
Bill (No. 29) to incorporate tho Bank of London iin

Canada.-(Mr. Dawson.)
Bill (No. 36) to amend the Act incorporating the

Kingston and Pembroke lailavy, and the Act amending
the same.-(Mr. Gunn.)

Bill (No. 42) to amend and continno in forec the Act
incorporating the Grafton Harbor Company, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Guillet.)

REPORT.

Tho following Report was laid on the TaLe : -
Report of the Postmaster Gencral for the fiscal year

ending 30th June, 1882.

MONEY ORDER ARRANGEMENTS WITII EUROPE.

Mr. COURSOL enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to effect any arrangement with the
various nations forming the Postal Union, with the object
of placing at the disposal of the public, post office money
orders on France, Belgium, Italy and Germany, with the
view of promoting trade, and assisting those immigrants
who are desirous of sending money to those countries, and
receiving it from them?

Mr. CARLING. I beg to say that correspondence is
now going on with the ditferent countries mentioned with
the object of carrying out the view put forward by the hon.
gentleman.

LETTER POSTAGE.

Mr. AUGER enquired Whether it is the intention of
the Government to introduce, during the present Sessror,
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a measure reducing the postage on letters to two cents, in
view of the adoption of a like measure in the United States ?

Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention of the Govern-
ment to bring down, during the present Session, a measure
to reduce postage rates.

CABLE FROM BARRINGTON. TO CAPE SABLE
ISLAND.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne) enquired, Do the Gov-
ernment propose to extend the telegraph line from Barring-
ton to Cape Sable Island Lighthouse this year, and have any
arrangements been made for the manufacture of the
necessary cable?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Arrangements had been
made to obtain a cable, but on the way.to Canada the cable
was lost. A new cable has therefore been ordered.

FOG-WHISTLE AT SIIELBURNE HARBOR, N.S.

Mr. ROBEBTSON (Shelburne) enquired, Whether it is
the intention of the Government to proceed during the
present year, with the erection of a fog-whistle at the
entrance of Shelburne Harbor, Nova Scotia,- for which pro-
vision was made in the Estimates during the last Session;
and if so, is it to be one similar to those erected at Sambro
and Yarmouth ?

Mr. McLELAN. A fog-whistle will be placed there as
soon as the spring opens. It will not be the same as that
erected at Sambro. A delay occurred last year on account
of the maker not being able to get it placed in position
during the season of navigation.

CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS.

M1r. KILVERT enquired, Is it the intention of the
GTovernment to cause an examination, under the Civil
Service Act, to be held in the Province of Ontario at an
early day; and if so, when ?

Sir -HECTOR LANGEVIN. The present intention of
the Government is to have an examination in June; but
aun amendment Bill will come down soon and perhaps
some change will be made in the time of holding the
examination.

RIAILWAY CROSSING AT ST. PETER'S ROAD, P.E.I

Mr. DAVIES enquiredWhether the attention of the hon.
Minister of Railways has been called to the dangerous state
of the railway crossing on the St. Peter's Road, Prince
Edward Island, and to the serious accident which occurred
there last winter, and whother ho intends having a bridge
built over that crossing, or having other means adopted for
the protection of the travelling public at that place.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This question, I think, ls noV
l conformity with the rules of the House. I object to the

b:atoments of opinion here made.
Mr. SPEAKER. In questions to be put no argument or

opinion is to be offered, nor any fact stated except so far as
may be necessary to explain the same. As perhaps there t
may be two opinions as to whether the crossing is
"dangerous" and the accident was " serious," I think those
two words should be omitted.

Sir CHARLES TUP PER. If the hon. gentlemen will renew
his question in that shape, I will answer it to-morrow. r

TUHE CASE OF JULIE BOISVERT. '
Mr. COURSOL enquired, Has the Government definitely a

considered and decided on the petition of the citizens of 1
Montreal for the release of Jul je Boisvert, now confined in
the penitentiary ? e

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may mention, for the
information of my hon. friend, that enquiries have been
made and reports obtained from the medical officer of the
penitentiary, from the warden, and from the Chief Justice
who tried the case; and, after considering all the reports,
the hon. Minister of Justice has not thought fit, within the
limits of his duty, to recommend the release.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE moved for -
(1.) Copies of the official memorandum of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-

way Company, dated December 12th, 1882, describing its position and
prospects.

(2.) 0f the advertisement published thereafter by the Company
asking for subscriptions for its increased Capitai Stock.

(3.) Of all memoranda issued in connection therewith.
(4.) Statement showin gthe amount of the subscribed stock of the

Company prior to the aut orization for the increase of its CapitalStock
from $25,000,000 to $100,000,000, and of the amounts paid up on such
subscribed stock with the date of each payment in cash, and also the
amounts (in any), satisfied by the acquisition of property or otherwise,
specifying in such case, the consideration therefor and the amount of
stock given and the date.

(5.) -tatements of the amounts paid out of the capital for interest un
such CapitalStock, and the rate of such payment.

(6.) Statements of the facts as to the acquisition by the Company of
Ve Canada-Centra Railway, and of the Montreal, Ottawa, and Ucci-
dental Raiiway with dates.

(7.) Statements of the facts as to the acquisition by the Company of
any interest in the Credit Valley Railway and the Ontario and Quebec
Railway.

(8.) Statement of the various matters required to be returned under
the Consolidated Railway Act,1879, and amendments thereto, separately
as te

1. The line of Railway provided for by the contract with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and

2. The branches and extensions built or acquired by the Company.
(9.) Statement of the total sum expended up to the lst of February,

1883, by the Company under their contract,-
1. For works of construction on the line contracted to be built by

the Company as specified in the contract.
2. For rolling stock for the line of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as

specified in the said contract.
3. For works of construction on extensions and branches not em-

braced in the Railway specified by the contract.
4. For rolling stock for ai1 extensions and branches not embraced in

Vhe Railway specified by the centract. And et he receipts of
the Cernpany up te the sanie date, on account of-

1. Cash subsiy.
2. Land grant bonds.
3. Bonusemi.
4. Lanud sales or transactions not embraced in the operations.con-

nected with land grant bonds.
5. Number of acres of land subsidy.
6. Amounts of bonuses agreed for though not paid.

He said: The motion of which I have given notice and in
which I propose that the House should ask for several items of
information, with respect to the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
is directed to the investigation of one of the questions which
we regarded as a very serions one at the period when the
contract was entered into, and which I think subsequent
events have indicated to be quite as serious as was then
apprehended. I refer to that measure of control over the
monopoly that was given, and which, it was asserted,
would be obtained by the Government reserving the power
to regulate the tolls, provided they return a profit to
the Company of not lss than 10 per cent.; and the
information asked for-I say directly that the investiga-
tion into the practical working, as far as our experience up
to this time-shows what will be the effect of this clause,
not so much at all with reference to the rates which have
been authorized; not so much at all with reference to the
earnings that have been obtained ; not so much at all with
eference to the profits on the working of the ine, which

have been realized by the Company; but the question is
based on the capital, upon which the calculations have to Le
made, in order to regulate the tolls to be charged, and to
ascertain the powers which are given with reference to the
.0 per cent. that can be collected under the Act. The
general law, Sir, very wisely provides certain powers to be
exercised between the Government and these corporations,
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with reference to the tolls, that can be levied by railway
companies; and there are for this two reasonp, I presume:
1st, because these companies have received valuable public
franchises, and it is consequently fitting that they should
be, in a certain measure, undor public control, owing
to their responsibility to the public due to the
granting of such franchises ; and 2nd, because
all railways are, to a certain extent, monopolies.
Between way stations-non-competitive points-they are
practically nonopolies, being free from the restraints caused
by competition. These two objections I presume, induced
Parliament to confer on the Government the power to re-
tain certain powers necessary to secure the due regulation
of the profits by these companies from the prosecution of
their enterprises. These objections, of course, apply with
infinitely greater force to the great railway with which
this motion deals: 1st, because that railway was to be
constructed largely-it was admitted and as many con-
tended-at the public cost, Dot at the private cost of
those who were about to receive the charter; and 2nd,
because many special privileges and advantages were sought
for; and, while it was actually a statutory monopoly, the
nature of the lino rendered it for a long period of time an
actual monopoly over a considerable part of the country
through which it ran. Obviously something more-and it
was reasonable that something more should be demanded
than was insisted upon in ordinary cases. Well, a safe-
guard was suggested to provent the dangers apprehended
from the exercise of a monopoly, and the only safeguard
which was suggested was the power taken by the Govern-
ment for the regulation of the toils. When the
original contract was presented it was contended that
this power was entirely illusory; but under the circum-
stances it is well to refer to the record, and see exactly
what it was that we contended, while the debate was
going on, was the effect of the proposition which the
Government laid beforo the House. I said on the 15th of
.December :

" So that while the Governor in Council bas, as applied to other rail-
ways, an absolute power to reduce the tarif of tolls at any time, the
Governor in Council, as to this railway, cannot reduce any tarif of
tolls unless to a point at which they will produce not less then ten per
cent. per annum profit on the capital actually expended in the con-
struction of the railway. And is it because it is not the Syndicate's
money-is it because it is our money-on which the ten per cent. is to
be paid, that they are to be secured, while private capital is exposed to
a lower dividend ? Why is it that they are not to be subject to the
Order in Coulncil to as full an extent as all other railway companies are
subject? Why is it that thie power of the Governor in Council is
limited to this ten per cent. ? Now, let us diseuse this ten per cent. a
little. The hon. gentleman ventured the suggestion the other day that
this was on the Company's own private capital, but he will not find
that suggestion borne out. I shall be very much pleased if the hon.
gentleman is able to obtain a declaration from the members of the
Syndicate, that what is intended is, that they are to get not less than ten
per cent.of the money they themselves put into the railway. That nothing
that comes from the country-that the Thunder Bay branch, for
instance, is not included-that the railway in British Columbia or
the Pembina branch is not included-that the proceeds fron the sale of
lands is not included-that only that, which, atter the public resources
are exbausted, they take out of their own pockets, is to bear this ten per
cent. If the hon. gentleman will say so, he will remove a large part
of my objections to this contract. But he cannot say so; it is not the
agreement ; it je not the contract; it is not the law. If this contract
passes in this shape, the capital, no matter from what source-though
it represents the money we have put in, and the money we are going to
put in, and the proceeds of the land we give-is the capital spent on
the whole of that undertaking, called, by the Act the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, which is entitled to bear ten per cent. And if you say that I
under-estimate the cost of the road ; if you tell me, so as to make out
that tbey have got a worse bargain, that the road is going to cost
them $120,000,000, then they eau take $12,0:0,000 a year in tolls, and
that without expending even for a brief space more tnan $5,000,000 of
their own capital. They are first of all to take enough of the profit out
of the middle and paying part to work that part, and then they are to
take prafit enough te work the British Columbia end and the Laké
Superior end, and after they bave taken enough to pay the working
expenses of the wbole line, after having taxed the farmers of the North-
West with enough money to pay the working expenses of the whole,
they are then, after al, to set the profit at what rate they please to put
it. Call the cost of the road $90,000,000, that is 9,000,000 direct
profit. Call it $120,000,000, that in $12,000,000 a year before you can

Mr, BLÂKE.

reduce tolla once estabiished. It is contemplated they shall get ten per
cent. interest. You make a provision that their rate of profit shall not
be less than ten per cent. in effect so far asyou can make that provision.
Besides, you will fix these tolls, in the first instance, with reference to
the larger running expenditure that will exist and smaller returns that
may at firet exist. The Syndicate will reasonably say, fix a toll at a
rate which will make the railroad pay or help to pay under existing
conditions. Yeu fix it, and once fixed yen can never alter it until the
day arrives at which the Company is getting $9,00,000, or $12,000,000
a year profit, after paying all the expenses of the road. Nor is that all.
The bon. gentleman bas taken the Union Pacifie as his standard, and
there may be a construction company, there may be a Canada Credit
Mobilier, there may be arrangements which would easily swell the
nominal capital account to the $150,000,000, so that it may appear that
the $150,000,000 bad been expended on the construction of this rail-
way, though it may have cost only $90,000,000 to construct it. The
hon. gentleman bas himself told us how men are deceived. He, the
man who is chiefly responsible tor the making of this contract, wbo
eubmitted it te Parliament, who inserted this clause that the Union
Pacifie should be the standard, actually did believe that the Union
Pacifie did cost the $130,000,C00 he mentioned. I have shown you it
coat nothing like that sûm, that the amount was a nominal one made
up by fraud, by all the devices that can be resorted to in such cases.
If the hon. gentleman did not know that the cost of the Union Pacifie
built as it was, as I have said, was much less .hen the nominal cost,
how will his friendly eyes ever open to the conception that it is possible
a similar result may be reached in the case of the Canadian Pacific
Railway."

Once again, Sir, at a much later stage in the debate-on the
18th of January--referring to a very recent report of the
New York Board of Trade and Commerce, and reading an
extract from that report, which is as follows :-

"An illustration of the workings of this policy is found in the pre-
sent situation of the New York Central and Hudson River Railway.
The earnings for the past year. were nearly 12 per cent. net upon its
grossly inflted capital, besides adding largely to equipment, which
was charged to operating expenses. It is now reported in Wall street
that a further inflation of its capital is to be made under the guise of a
consolidation with the Lake Shore road. In 1867 and 1868, $47,000,000
of watered stock were added to the capital of the New York Central
and Hudson River Railway, upon which regular 8 per cent. dividende
have since been paid, and these dividende upon that water, with the
interest thereon, compouuded annually for 13 years, now amount to
over $75,000,000, while the stock itself is quoted in the market at $150
per share. In other words, if instead of watering the stock cf these
roads in 1867 and 1868, Mr. Vanderbilt had rèduced the rates for trans-
portation to a point which would have yielded 8 per cent. net upon the
then outstanding capital, the public would at the present time have
been $75,000,000 better off, and $47,000,000 of stock, which cost only
the paper and ink with which it was printed, and which is now quoted
at $150 per share, would not now be in existence and form a pretext
for further taxing the industry and commerce of this State and country
for all time to come."

Well, at a later stage in the debate, Mr. McDougall, thon
member for Halton, reiterated these difficulties which had
occurred to many minds, as to the true construction of the
contract, and stated his own opinon to be that which had
before been expressed in various quarters of this louse:
that as the contract stood it was the whole capital which was
spent in the construction of the railway-namely, from
whatever source it came-that was to bear the dividend ;
but on that occasion, the hon. First Minister, much lAter on,
announced to the House formally, that the Government and
the Syndicate adopted a different view, and that the business
was to be rectified; and declared that the Consolidated
Railway Act was to be amended in the course of the then
Session, in such a manner as to secure the country against
such a construction, and to provide for this construction,
namely, that the 10 per cent. profit was to be only paid
upon the amount actually investcd by the Syndicate in
the building of the road. That, I understand to be the
substance of the hon. gentleman's declaration. Now, of
course, we met that question, so far as it was possible to
meet it by declarations, ard at a subsequent stage, however,
before we reached the Consolidated Railway Amendments
Act, I took leave to point out, on the 3lst of January, when
the hon. the Minister of Railways was carrying the Bill
based on the contract, through the House, that:

" There was a very important omission in the Bill which he thought
could be remedied consistent with its provisions, viz.: that specific and
detailed accounts of the operations connected with the varions depart-
ments of the Pacifie Railway should be submitted to Parliam&nt. No
doubt Parliament possessed the power, with respect to this corporation,

108



COMMONS DEBATES.

as t a &DYcompetition at this time or at any time, te demand various
accotantsy udstatements. Experience on the other side of the line had

shWu that this was exceedingly important with reference te the

question of calculating what was the capital of the Company and what
were the tolle. The utmost difficulty was experienced in obtaining a
statenent as to what was the actual cost of the Union Pacific, particu-
larl with respect te this question of tolls, and three or four
commissions were appointed te ascertain the facts. A clause should be

inserted in the present B11 compelling the Pacifie Railway Company to
bring down, within fifteen days of the opening of each Session, a
detaîled account, showing what the receipts were from the Government
snbsidy; 2nd, profits from land sales ; 3rd, from other sales; what the
ex niture was on capital account, on construction, and aiso on
administration of the land."

Thebon. Minister met that suggestion by saying that ho
would not amend the Bill for that purpose, but would intro-
duce into the amendment of the Consolidated Railway Bill
clauses of a general character, and perhaps some containing
a specific reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railway which
would meet the object; and so it was that the contract was
finally passed upon by this Hou-e. Well, Sir, at a later
date, of course, te Consolidated Railway Amendment Act
came in, and it was to me very disappointing. I made
some observations upon it, which, in view of what bas since
taken place, show, I think, that the objections which we
took to the course and policy of the Government in that
regard were entirely well founded. That debate took place
on the 10th of Maich, 1881, when I said this:

" The hon. gentleman whom I asked to explain the clause dealing
with this subject contented himself with simply reading it again.
I could have read for myself, and dii so. I think the hon. gentleman
might have pointed out what the operation of the clause would be with
regard te the Canadian Pacifie Railway. According to my own
understanding of the powes given te the Canadian Pacific Railway, it
seems to me this clause wuuld not operate satisfactorily. or aceomplish
what was suggested during the debate on this subject, about really to
be accomplished. It will be remembered it was generally avowed that
the resources which the Company was about to obtain from the public,
including its borrowing powers upon the lands, would be adequate-its
borrowing powers and cash subsidies which, by a slight actual payment
on the capital stock and work, were estimated 'at a certain value. It
will be remembered that calculations were gone into, indeed not
disputed by the other side. seriously, which indicaiei that somewhere
about $5,0u0,000 was, perhaps, the outside of the actual cashin the way
of share capital which would be acquired by this railway company. The
statement made from the Ministerial benches was that this power to levy
tolla or rates, or rather the limitation of this power of the Governor in
Council and Parliament to reduce the tolls, in the case in which those
tolla should be exceeding ten per cent. of the capital, was to apply to
the actual paid up capital of the Company. Nothing was said at that
time of the interest for the period during which dividends should not
be paid. Not a word was said to Parliament of that important addition
te the mass on which interest profits are to be paid at the rate of ten
per cent. It is a new introduction altogether. But more than that, the
discussion being based upon the view that but a small amount of share
capital would be realy required, we are now face te face with a plain
scheme which makes it the direct interest of the Canadian Pacific
Railway to adopt those modes of action which it was suggested during
the course of the debate might be adopted in order to render nugatory any
restrictions a to its profits based upon the amount of its capital account.
We ail know that the greater part of the interest rate of railways in the
United States, of the capital account, is very much larger than the real,
genuine expenditure upon those railways represents, that the capital
accounthlas been>swollen by stocks isued, not at par, but by bonds
sold at great discounts in many instances, by watered stocks and frau-
dulent bond issues. We ail know that the capital account, as it stands,
is something wholly different fron what the real cost of the railway
was. Take the statements which are made by lion. gentlemen hero and
in England, very much to the detriment of railway entreprise in
Canada, with reference te the capital account of our great railway-t
the several construction accounts-to the subsequent swelhing of the
capital account, or to ail those iLngs which indicate an original swell-
Ing Of the capital account, te a point far beyond the genuiine cost of
the work-take off this fund created not many years ago, when there
was an issue of ordinary stock to something lîke £10,000OO0 sterling,
at 20 per cent. on which but £2,000,000 was realized by the company ;
and, for this, the £10,000,000 sterling emitted, besides bas been added
to the capital stock of tne Grand Trunk Railway. That debt was
created-not for the purpose of renewing construction, but for steel-
railling the road. But, at any rate if that were to be added tothe
capital account, although the renewal of its rails ought te have been
provided for out of crdinary revenue-the only thing properly, on the
most liberal construction, that ought to have been added te the capital
account was the difference between the cost of the steel and iron. But
the whole £10,000,000 were added te that account for only £2,000,000
cash, which makes of the clause atotally illusorysbbowing as to what the
real capital account cf the Grand Trunk Railway is; and the same
results to a very notable ext ent have been seen with reference to some
other railroads in the United States. • • # Another

important illustration in the same sense is given us in the capital
account of the Central and Union Pacific Railways ; for a recent report
cf the authorities of the United States indicates that while the apparent
cost of those roads was something over $300,000,000, the actual cost at
present prices would be about $75,000,000. The practiral resuls of all
this is, that it is easy to swell the capital account ; and when yourefiect
that in the case of the Canadian Pacific Railway the provisions are such
that there is no security for the capital stock representing money
actually paid to the apparent value of that stock, it will be observed
that every facility is afforded for the undue increase of the capital
account. In virtue Of the provisions of the charter it is competent for
the Company to dispose of the capital stock at such prices as the
directors may choose to affix to it, and for a consideration such as they
may choose to take for it. It is therefore competent to them, for example,
to arrange a construction company which may be paid partly in
securities of the railway company, partly in cash, and partly in its
capital stock-iis construction company being composed p-actically
of the corporators of the Company. That l what took place
as we know, with regard to the nion Pacifie when the crédit
mobilier was constructed, and large blocks of the stock of the
Union Pacifie were handed over to those contractors-who were
really the Company itself-at nominal rates. Well, you give an in-
dncement to the railway company to enter upon this plan; while under
other circumstances there would have been no inducement to the
swelling of the capital stock beyond reasonable limits. Your present
proposal is a direct inducement to them to enter into these courses,
because you tell tbem that they may make returns free from the power
of the Government, and they will offer rates up to ten per cent. on the
capital stock and the interest thereon, and therefore you tell them that
the larger they swell the capital stock so much the greater will be their
power to obtain dividends on-tbe enterprise uncontrolled by the Govern-
ment. The natural result wiil be that they will make such financial
arrangements in such a way as will give them that freedom, such as
shall insure the emission-I do not say for money, but for a smali con-
sideration-to themselves probably of the whole block of this capital
stock. And we do not provide that, unless for the years in which they
receive a dividend upon it, interest shall be added to the amount so
created for ten years during the construction, and on this aggregate
they mayb ave ten per cent. profit uncontrolled. 0f course, it is easily
managed. It may be said they will not abstain from dividing profits in
order to secure this result: but during these ten years there will be a
very easy application of aIl the profits they will make from the running
of the completed portions of the road. They will be engaged in con-
struction during the whole of that time, and instead of dividing the
profits, they may use the profits on the completed portions in their
hands, and facilitate the work of construction of the remainder. Again,
they may make a division as acon as they acquire, from time to time,
large portions of the lands, and that would not. be a dividend on
capital stock. On the whole, it is tolerably clear that they
may, without any practical inconvenience, make arrangements
by which, without their being really represented by
money, or at ail events money to the extent of more than four or five
millions, the whole shares of the $25,000,000 capital stock may be
omitted, and a charge made of the interest of the capital stock so
omitted, amounting altogether to about $40,000,000, on which they
might obtain divi dends, uncontrolled by the Governmet, up to the
extent of 10 per cent. That is practically the result which may be
achieved under this clause. I quite agree that that is a better result
than what was to be looked for under the Bill lately before Parliament.
Bnt it is not the result which we were told would be secured. I believe,
if the expectations of the Syndicate are largely carried out ; if tho
calculations ofthe Government are largely verified, it would be unne-
cessary to expend more than $5,000,000 of money in the shape of capital
stock, and thpy will have a nominal capital by the time the road is
complcted of $15,000,000, with $L5,000,(00 interest, or in all $40,000,000,
bearing dividends within the meaning of this clause, and there will be
no efficient control over the rates in future."

Now to that position the lion. First Miniser made an
answer, and this is his answer:

i We have been treated by the hon. gentleman to a very elaborate
argument upon what appears to be really a small matter. The defini-
tion of the word capital in the fist section of the Bill is not the general
interpretation of the word capital in Acts of Parliament generally, but
is simpîly the meaning of the word capital in the Railway Act of 1879, se
fur as regards the collection of the toile. It may be remembered that
when we were discussing the Canadian Pacific Railway, the argument
was use 1 that they might raise large sums of money on the
lands they were to receive, they might eteal that money, issue
bonds to any extent, throw the road on the public or on the bond-
holders, and that the 15 per cent was too large and they would
have a monopoly of rates. There was no use arguing that the
Government had a check, because ne tolle or rates could be imposed
except under approval of an Order in Council. There was no confi-
dence in the Syndicate, because it was a monopoly, and no confi-
dence in the Government because it was the Government.
The Act of 1879, to which this clause relates, provides that
the Parliament of Canada may, from time te time, reduce the
tolla on railways, but not without the consent of the Company
unless their profits were over 15 per cent of the capital actually
expended. No matter how the road had been built, whether
by bonds or paid up shares, 15 per cent must be the profits on the capital
expended before the toils could be reduced. That rate was now

1883. 109



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCII 5,
diminished to 10 per cent., and it was proposed that subsidies should
not be counted. It seems to me that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company have gone up a great deal more than was ever askedor
expected from any other railway company; yet hon. gentlemen opposite
were not satisfied. If it is watered or bogns stock, it is not capital
expended on the road. There is nothing in the objection taken by the
hon. member for West Durham, and the hon. gentleman appears to have
raised it just for the purpose of making it."

And so the matter ended; and now we are able to ascertain
to some extent what the probable results of that ending are.
We pointed out at that time that by the calculations laid
before us, the Company, probably, would not only have the
road for nothing, but at a large profit; and, as I stated in
the debate on the Address, their official memorandum of the
12th of December last, and the subseauent documents which
have been issued to the public, establish that proposition
conclusively. I have given these figures already, but hon.
gentlemen opposite declined to enter into any discussion of
them. I shall briefly repeat them, because I do not think
they can be too thoroughly impressed upon the minds of
hon. members. The Company's calculation is that they
will do all the work bargained for and fully equip the road,
and besides buy or build 684 miles of branch lines and equip
the same, and besides, pay interest on their capital at a real
average rate of 8ý per cent.-really on the following sums:
$25,000,000 of cash subsidy; the proceeds of $20,000,000
of land grant bonds already emitted and almost wholly
provided for; $90,000,000 of stock at sixty, producing
$54,000,00; making a total of $99,000,000. I estimate
that the branches and extensions, amounting to 684 miles,
will cost about 89,000,000, subject to liens for $5,500,000,
stated to exist in the prospectus. This of course is an esti-
mate of my own merely. It is not confirmed by any state-
ment emitted by the Company, but is based on such infor-
mation as I have been able to obtain as to the cost of the
work. That would reduce the cost of the whole work
stipulated for tQ some 890,000,000. The assets which the
Company are to receive from the public are as
follows: Cash subsidy $25,000,000; proceeds from the
sale of 6,254,000 acres, already sold, about $17,500,000;
and the balance of the land grant, assuming it to realize the
same average rate as the land already sold, 849,500,000;
making a total of 892,000,000, apart from town sites, muni-
cipal bonuses, lots in the mile beit, and any special available
lands, such as timber and coal lands, which would produce
say $8,000,000 more; and apart also froin the value of the
Government works, which are stated by the Company in
this document of the 12th of December to be worth
835,000,000; bringing their total assets received from the
public up to $135,000,000, and giving them a profit-as be-
tween their expenditure and the value they are to receive
in cash, lands and works-of from $37,000,000 to $42,000,000,
say $40,000,000. So that, after all the information they
have obtained as to the cost of works and their practical
experience as to the value of the lands, their own statement
now is that the railway is to cost them nothing, but that
they are to have it with practically a margin of Govern-
ment works. It is also important to observe in this connec-
tion, that the effect of our contentions was that it was very
wrong to distribute the subsidy in the mode in which it was
distributed. We declared that an inordinate proportion
was assigned to the prairie section, and that that section
ought to have been reserved and allocated to the more diffi-
cult portions of the work; and then again some proof of the
truth of our proposition is afforded by the prospectus of the
12th of December. The ascertained profits from the work
on the prairie section, as far as one can gather them, are
these: A cash subsidy of $10,000 a mile, for about 600 miles,
86,000,000; and 7,500,000 acres of land, which sold at an
average of $2.63 an acre, 820,000,000, aggregating
$26,100,000; while so far as we have been able to gather,
the cost of the prairie section is $7,000,000 leaving a
profit of say $19,000,000, apart from certain specialtios, to
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which I have already referred, and which would add
considerably to that profit. But, you may say, that profit
is not yet realized. lt is true, it is not realized in cash, yet
sales have already been made, and the value of the land has
been ascertained, and it is upon the ascertained profit
derived from the sale of the lands along the 600 miles of
railway already built, that I have been calculating these
results. Yet, what have* been the actual receipts of the
Company in cash upon construction thus far? It is true,
the arrangements under which they have issued their land
grant bonds are such, that until the Treasury receives
enough from the Company in respect of land sales to meet
the whole $20,000,0OO of bonds, a certain smaller proportion
is payable out, and therefore the Company may have
received only a proportion of what they will ultimately
receive; but what have they actually received ? So far as
I can make out, it is as follows: subsidy payments,
$6,425,000 ; the nroceeds of land grant bonds,
$5,628,000; interest on the deposit of land grant
bonds, about $80,00.0; advances on rails not yet
upon the track, $1,145,000; and rails and fastenings
received from the Government, $280,000; making an
aggregate in money and rails of $13,558,000, which has
been received from the Government of this country since
the contract went into operation, and which added to the
original capital of the Company-amounting to $5,000,000,
which is said to have been all paid up-makes $18,500,000
available for the work which they have done. And yet the
papers brought down to the House show conclusively that
the Company have been very anxious to get more; that
from day to day, the very instant anything was due the re-
quest was made by them for the amount; that the amount
they owed to the Government on account of the construc-
tion of the first 100 miles was in part refunded to them in
order to enable them to carry on their work-though the
advance has been since repaid; that the $1,000,000 they
deposited as security has been handed back to them, and
the bonds or debentures of another railway taken in ex-
change, in order to give them more cash; so that all the
indications are, notwitstanding the very large receipt of
over $13,500,000 from the public, and $5,000,000 of
their own capital, that they wanted money. Now,
we contended that the unlimited power of building
branches and extensions was inconvenient and might prove
dangerous. What I have already said shows to you that
such was the case, because it is quite out of the question
that the funds-the $18,500,000 I have mentioned-have
been watered for the contracted line. The prairie railway
has cost, perhaps, about $7,000,000, the other expenditure
on the main lino and equipment about $3,000,000, and a
very large margin remains entirely unaccounted for as far
as the stipulated line is concerned. But we eau easily
account for the expenditure of that money, because the
Company has been going very extensively, apparently, into
other works, and those resources which we gave to the
Company in order that the railway might be built, have
been, as I suppose, very largely applied to these extensions
and branches and other operations to which I am about to
refer. There are 135 miles built of branches in the prairie;
thero is a very considerable amount of work done on a
branch to Algoma Mills; there is the Canada Central Rail-
way which has been acquired; there is a portion of the
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental which has
been acquired; there are, as appears from the
papers brought down, interests in connection with
thq Credit Valley Railway Company and the Ontario
and Quebec Railway Company-because we find the
Canadian Pacific Railway is the holder of some $1,615,-
000 of the stock debentures of the Credit Valley
Company, which it hands over to the Government as
security in lieu of the $1,000,000, and we find, among-
the papers brought down, a proposal of guarantee by the
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Canadian Pacific Railway, upon the completion of the
Ontario and Quebec works, for the Credit Valley debentures
-thus indicating there is a connection, of some description,
between the Canadian Pacifia Railway and the two corpora-
tions to which I have referred. There is the Hamilton and

North-Western and there is also the St. Lawrence and
Ottawa road in which they have obtained an interest, though
now, it is said, not a controlling interest. They have
engaged in this way the credit and resources of the
corporation to a considerable extent under the large and
dangerous powers given to them by the Government of en.
gaging in outside operations not necessarily connected with
the great undertaking they stipulated to periform for what
we agreed to give them. There are other dangers involved,
of course, in that class of operations. The hon. First Minister
said the othor day, when I pointed ort the result which
bad flowed from the contract, as proved by the prospectus,
and showed the Company made out they would obtain the
railway without any expenditure ultimately in their own
account, that I gave a very flourishing account and that
be would give my speech to the Company to be circulated
widely, because on the London stock market, the Canada
Pacifie Railway securities were not considered so highly as
I rated them. The hon. gentleman was quite right in his
observation in reference to the London stock market. The
reason is to be found in the diverting by the Company of
the resources given them for a particular purpose to other,
if not alien, purposes. The public accounts and the resuit
of the recent proposal to place $10,000,000 upon the stock
market proved the truth of the hon. gentleman's observa-
tion. Of that $10,000,000, $3,600,000 was taken in Amster-
dam; $4,000,000 in New York, and $800,000 in London,
leaving a balance not taken of abo:ut $1,200,000. Why
was $800,000 only taken in London ? Why was it in
New York and Amsterdam the loan was taken ? It was
because the course pursued is one which lias aroused the
hostility of the other great railway corporation which
this country possesses-the Grand Trunk Railway Company.
Of course, competitive operations through the eastern part
of Ontario-even between this city and the boundary-
inevitably produces that hostility, and we all know
what power a hostile railway company has. Of
course, competition may be very good, but not that
which is acquired at the expense of the publie, with
tlhe funds of the public that should be devoted to the
construction of the Pacifie Railway itself. Then there is
the direct and important bearing which the free construc-
tion or acquisition of branches and extensions lias upon the
question of tolls. Can it be supposed that all these branches
and extensions are in themselves to be vastly profitable?
Can it be supposed for instance, that it is an extremely
profitable operation to take freight from Montreal away up
to Ottawa, thence to Brockville and lay it down at Chicago
in competition with other roads ? It is not. These lines
will not give enormous dividends. You may say we have
no interests in the dividends. We have the deepest interest
in them, according to the construction of tbese papers indi-
cating the interpretation the Canadian Pacifie Railway
places on its contracting rights. Why ? Because accord-
ing to the reading of the contract indicated by these re-
turns, they bulk the whole enterprise, extensions, branches
and all. They give us but one return of expenses and re-
ceipts. They take the Eastern and Western divisions-
separated though they are by 1,000 miles of territory and
bulk them together. If that is the course to be taken, if
branches and all are to be mixed up in the question whether
the railway is earning a profit, and whether the 10 per
cent. clause is applicable, we have the deepest interest in
the question ; because if these branches earn but 5 per
cent., the Company will have the right to raise the rates so
as to make the earning up to 10 per cent. As to this cap-
ital stock, the original amount was $5,000,000, and is said

to have been paid up in cash. But the statements that are
made, perhaps not correctly, are that that stock was, by
some means or orther, swollen to $15,000,000 upon the
occasion of the recent determination to increase the
capital stock of the whole Company to $100,000,000. We
have no information as to how that increase took place.
Some part of it, no doubt, is applicable to the pur-
chase or acquisition of branches or extensions to which
I have referred; but a very large proportion is probably for
what the committee of the New York Exchange called
" Water." It is quite clear that if the proprietors were
determined to issue some V70,000,000 or $80,000,000 of stock
at 60 per cent., the first step they would take would be to issue
enough stock for themselves to put themselves on an equal
footing with the new takers at a discount. Therefore,if 89,000,-
000 were paid up in cash, it would require an addition of
$6,000,000 to put them on a par with the new takers at60 per
cent. The $90,000,000 they now announce they require to
finish the road, taken at 60 per cent., makes a real capital
of $54,000,000. But as I have pointed out, to meet that
$54,000,000 there are about 18,000,000 of acres of landia great
part of which may perhaps not be sold at the early time which
is now laid for the co mpletion of the railway, but which
will, at the price indicated, be sufficient to meet that capital
stock altogether. But by these papers it appears to be
intended that dividends shall be paid on the whole 890,000,-
000 of stock. Once again, with reference to the interest on
the capital, the Consolidated Railway Act provides that a
railway company may pay interest at any rate not exceeding
6 per cent. upon the paid up calls of its stock during construc-
tion. This Company announces that it is about to pay 5 per
cent. only, and 5 per cent. only on what? 5 per cent. on the
paid up stock, that is, the stock issuod at 60, which is equal
to 8 per cent. on the actual money paid on that stock ;
so that, contrary to the provisions of the Consolidated
Railway Act, as I understand it, an arrangement is
being made under the powers of issuing paid up stock
for less than par by which a larger sum than the Rail-
way Act contemplated is for payment of dividends or
interest during the construction of the road. Now, I main-
tain that it was not intended, that it was not reprosented
to the country nor to Parliament, that those results would
flow, and although many of us feared them, none of usm
thought that they would be so extensive as they now
appear to be. The capital was 825,000,000 and I pointed
out that it might not represent a real 825,000,000, but
a very much smaller sum, and that to that smaller sum
might be added a larger sum for interest, and so a capital
of $40,000,000 might b aggregated. But the Company
assumes it has power under the general Act to increase
its capital stock indefinitely ; more, it assumes what I think
is of doubtful legality, that it has power with reference to
that increase of stock to treat it as it may treat its original
stock, as paid up stock, and thus to create stock for any
amount which may represent as little as it pleases of actual
value ; and the result is that instead of a possible maxi-
mum of $40,000,000 there is now a maximum of $100,000,000
or a minimum of $90,000,000 of capital to be issued upon
the dividends and paid up stock. Now then with reference
to the branches and extensions, suppose one of these were
to be valuod to the Company at what they actually pai:
for it in money, 5 per cent., bit suppose it iB paid for by
the issues of this watered stock at 60, it would produce
upon the capital so fictitiously created only 3 per cent., and
the difference, as the case might be of 5 or 7 par cent.,
would fail to be made out of that portion of the road
which can practicably be controlledt by virtue of the
monoply, and thus make the burden upon the North-West
trade very much heavier than it was contemplated it
should be, even at the time the contract was made. I
say then, that we have a direct interest in the settlement
of these questions-in the ascertainment first of all of this
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question, has the Canadian Pacific iRailway Company, when
it comes to deal with the question of tolls and profits, the
right to build what branches it pleases, the right to acquire
what extensions it pleases, the right to add the capital whieh
it devotes to those brtnches and extensions to the original
capital, and the right to demand 10 per cent. on all before
the toll shall be regulatedi? Second, has it Ibe right in
reference to its original capital, or with reference to its
inereased capital, the capital which is now authorizel to
raise it up to $100,000,000, the right to issue stock at 60
and receive from the publie only 60 per cent., and to
demand dividends upon the par value of that stock ? Third,
has it a right, by the contrivance to which I have referred
to, to obtain 84 per cent. instead of 6, the maximum
stipulated for by the General Railway Act, in the way of
interest on capital during the period of construction ? On
all these points, the indications are from the action of the
Company, from the mode in which it has kept its accounts,
from the mode in which it emitted its capital and made its
returns-the indications are, I say, that it asserts these
rights; and if it can lawfully assert these rights, and if
there is no remedy or redress, it is quite clear that, that
which the late hon. member for Halton (Mr. McDougall)
pointed out when he discussed this subject at the stage
of the debate to which I refer, that not in our time,
nor in our children's time, would it be likely that that
local effect would cone into operation at all-would be
but too true. Because it is clear that dividends upon
a vast mass of capital in excess of what was required,
or in excess of what was really used, dividends upon a vast
mass of capital not at ail required for the purposes of the
road, and some large portion of which is devoted to extrin-
sic and other objeets, will be required to be paid, and paid
out of the fertile lands of the North-West by virtue of the
monopoly. These are considerations, as it seems to me, of
the utmost gravity. I have thought fit to state tbem thus
early in the Session, in order that they might have that
attention which, perhaps, at a later period they would not
attract. It seems to me we are entitled, under these circum-
stances, to get further information, to get all that information
which may enable us fully to consider and form a calm and
careful judgment of what the interests of the country require
upon this most important topic.

Sir CHARLES T UPPER. If I do not rise for the pur-
pose of making an answer to the elaborate speech which the
hon. mover of this motion bas just made to the House, it
is iot from any want of respect to the hon. gentleman, nor
for the arguments he bas used. But as 1 passed over a
somewhat similar statement on the discussion on the
Address, so I propose to pass over this now. The course I
have pursued in relation to the discussion of this question, as
the louse knows, is one that I think commended itself to
the judgment of both sides of the House as saving a great
deal of time, and that was to avoid having a great number
of discussions on the saie subjec t, and I propose to follow
that practically on the present occasion; and when I make
the annual statement, which I will take the opportunity of
doing when the Estimates come up, as to the position of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and when we have the papers for
which the hon. gentleman bas moved before us, it will give
me great pleasure to enter as fully, as may be found neces-
t ary, into the question in such a manner as to state fully
and fairly the whole of this question to the House. But
there is another reason which impels me to allow the hon.
gentleman's statements to go to the country unim-
paired by any criticism that I might feel it my duty
to offer, when it became necessary to deal with
this question. I regard the progress and prosperity of thei
Canadian Pacifia Railway as vital to the progress and pros-
perity of Canada, and I beliove anything that conduces to1
increase the success of the Canadian Pacific Railway, will1
conduce to increase the prosperity of the country itself. Il
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listened with a good deal of pleasure to the statements made
by the hon. gentleman, which are calculated to be of great
value to the Canadian Pacific Railway. The hon. gentle-
man has directed your attention, Mr. Speaker, to the fact
that those hostile to that great work, have succeeded in
shutting the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, down to
the present hour, practically out of tho great money market
of the world. If there is one place in the wide world where
projects of this character are weighed and estimated, if there
is one place where capitalists are found prepared to venture
their money upon ail projects and enterprises, that give a
fair and reasonable prospect of return, it is to be found in
London, the centre of the money market of the world; and
yet the hon. gentleman, notwithstanding the statement he
has made of the enormous profits this Company are to
derive, is obliged to admit that the enemies of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, and of the construction of a
Canadian Pacifie Railway, have been able, down to the
present hour, to exclude that great Company from the
great money centre of the world. That fact itself would
incline me to allow all the remarks the hon. gentleman
has made to go without any criticism or remark calcu-
lated to impair, in the slightest degree, their effect or
operation. The hon. gentleman knows that those who
have succeded in shutting that great enterprise, so
vital to the progress and prosperity of our country, out of
the money market of London, have not only acted in a
hostile manner to the Company, but they have also taken
hostile action against Canada itself; and there was nothing
that could interfere with the progress of this country,
nothing that could impair public confidence, the confidence
of the world, in the position of Canadia, than the enemies of
that Company and of that great enterprise, the Canadian
Pacific Railway, have hesitated to resort to in endeavoring
to accomplish their object. I am, therefore, glad that at
last the hon. gentleman is prepared to make those speeches
to the House, because they carry great weight here, and they
will carry great weight outside, and everybody who attaches
importance to his utterances will use those stalements for
the purpose of meeting and combating the efforts made ta
discredit the Company and its position. I shall have
great pleasure in bringing down the papers so far as
they are in the possession of the Government; and as re.
gards those not in the possession of the Government, but in
the possession of the Canadian Pacifie iRailway, application
will be made to the Company to furnish them. I may
say that a day or two ago I reccived a communication from
the Secretary of the Conpany to the effect that they would
be very glad to furnish all information in their power in
regard to the progr ess of the work, not simply down to tho
period which the Iaw requires, but down to the latest period
in their possession, down to the end of the year. As I have
already said, we vill bring down all the papers in our
possession, and will endeavor to obtain ail those not in our
possession, in so far as possible.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to hear from the hon. gentleman
that we are to obtain the information, ard that the Com-
pany does not object to give the fullest information, because
we ouglit to have had it before now. The House last Ses-
sion passed a resolution in regard to this subject, and I
mentioned to the bon, gentleman privately that the obtain-
ing of information resem bled the operation of drawing teeth,
in which it was distinctly set forth that the information
required by the Consolidated Railway Act should not be
submitted morely down to the end of the year, 30th June,
but should be brought down to the latest practicable date.
The return which has been brought down is, therefore, very
seriously defective. Now that we have learned that the
Company does not object to give that later information, I
hope we wili get it, because it is clear that in the case of a
Company which has done so much between 30th June and
the close of the year, the state of t4ings is very much alter-
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ed;and the latest information is of the greatest value. With ment, covering the entire operations of the year down to
regard to the statement respecting further information, the presenttime, has boon already laid upon the Table of
the hon. gentleman took the precaution, at my suggestion, the louse.
to add to the Consolidated Railway Amendment Act a clause Motion agreed to.
specially requiring all railway companies to furnish any
further information the Governor General in Council might INTER-PROVINCIAL TRADE.
at any time require ; and so it is perfectly easy for
the hon. gentleman, in the exercise of his duty as a Mr. PAINT moved that a Select Committeo bo ap-
responsible adviser of lis Excellency, to obtain from pointed to take into consideration, and report how inter-
the Company, by the passing of an Order in Couneil, provincial trade may be best pronoted, the earnings and
any further information that might be required. No- enlarged traffic of the Intercolonial Railway be further in-
body regrets more than myself, in the interest of the creased by products from Ontario to Quebec, east to the
publie, the hostility shown to the Canadian Pacifie Rail- Maritime Provinces and Newfoundland, and by returning
way, and to which the hon. gentleman has referred. It freight. He said: Mr. Speaker, a Committee for the con-
is deeply to be deplored that it exists, for no doubt it has sideration of inter-provincial trade I consider of great
an injurious effect, and if any words of mine would tend to importance to the people of this Dominion. Our railway
mitigate the hostility and place the two great corporations system, the Intercolonial, and the systen of canals, along
in a somewhat different relation to that which they occupy with our lakes and rivers, where it is possible, should be
at this time, I would be delighted, and would feel I had utilized in this respect to their utmost extent. The great
done a very good day's work for my country. But what I impetus given to the industries of the Dominion, through
have pointed out to the louse, and what I desire to point the effects of the National Policy, forces us to look out for
out particularly to the hon. gentleman is, that we objected and to seek enlarged channels for our trado to flow in. This
seriously to the Canadian Pacific iailway as contracted for, great Dominion, this heritage of ours, should be cultivated
being complicated by unlimited power being given to it to and made productive to its utmost extent. It is true, Sir,
build branches, extensions, etc.; that the possession of such we are more united and friendly-and I now refer to
power was likely to produce dangerous and inconvenient re- our several Provinces-than we wcre in 18G7, when wo
sults, and it has produced those dangerous and incon-venient were confederated; our boundaries since that time have
resuits. I do not care how good a thing the contract may been greatly enlarged and our stakes more firmly driven.
be, it is possible to spoil its goodness. If the policy does not But if ever we are to become one in trade and commerce,
concentrate the energies of those concerned in the enter- and united in those respects, it will be necessary, where it
prise upon the enterprise itself, if its means and is possible, that our several Provinces should use the com-
resources, those obtained from the public as well as private modities and productions which they furnish among them-
resources, are to be expended, as they have been very selves. I trust, Sir, that this Comrnittee will be enabled to
largely expended, on other and outside operations, then you develop a favorable scheme, which will tend to the develop-
will find difficulties arise. If you add to that the fact that mentof the benefits already conferred by the National Policy
such operations, from the point of view of other corpora- still farther, and set trade free, which is ut present bound
tions, tend to produce hostility, because those corporations and fettered. The flour and other prodii(cs of the industries
claim that what they call their territory is being interfered of Ontario must find an outlet to the Provinces by the sea,
with, the same sort of feeling which existed between the by the most direct and cheapest route, aud likewise tho
Northern Pacifie and the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- coal, the fish, and the oil of tho Lower Provinces, should, in
toba Railways in the States of Minnesota and Dakota, may like manner, be returned by the most direct possible course
tend to impair the conditions of the contract in another to the Upper Provinces. I may say, Sir, that in Nova
important respect. It bas, indeed, donc so, because the Scotia, in New Brunswick and in Prince Edward Island,
companies have, by the hostility shown, excluded the Cana- we have a tonnage of the value of $25,000,000.
dian Pacifie Railway from the London money market. We have some thirty coail mines costing $15,000,000 to put
These are very important considerations, and their impor- into successful operation. Tho p-oducts of the fisheries in
tance is largely due to the fact that the contract was so the whole of the Dominion last year, amounted to
framed as to permit the Company to branch out into exten- $14,000,000, of which $7,000,00) were tho result of tho
sion lines, and thus produce these results. fisheries of Nova Scotia, which have iner-ased $900,00U

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I must remind the hon. during the past year over 1881. This, Sir, I bog to subnit
gentleman that the process of tooth extraction is quite as to the business men of Ontario as part of our stoek-in-trade
painful to the party operated upon as to the dentist. The in the Lower Provinces; and I trust that they will not
hon. gentleman, however, thinks lie is very much to be regard with indifference-at all events they should not do
commiserated with because ho bas made these representa- so-any effort that is being made for the development an<d
tiens. My attention was drawn by him a few days ago to enlargement of this trade; and that we nay rely on their
a number of blanks that occirred in the return which was advice and their assistance. I rely upon the Comrnittee,
brought down by the Government. I have since gone over eliciting much valuable information, that will assume
the paper, and I certainly do not agree with the hon. gen- practical results at the opening of navigation. I feel
tieman; I think the information was almost entirely sup- certain, Sir, that our able and encrgetic hon. Minister
plied. The hon. gentleman referred especially to the ofiRailways and Canals will regard this attenpt with favor,
questions of bonuses. No bonuses have been paid, but and will lend it all the aid in his power. I may say, Sir,
all bonuses by any parties are embraced, so that that must that the volume of inter-provincial trado last year was
have been quite overlooked. The information, as I equal to the bulk of 3,000,000 barrels, or amounted to that
have already said, is only required by the amended capacity; that means, in other words, that it would furnish
Act to be furnished down to a certain date. That full cargoes for seventy-five of the Allan steamships. This I
bas been furnished down to the date required, but the beli'eve, Sir, is capable of being further enlarged. Referring
Company have, in response to my application intimating to our coal and shipping interests wbich were, only a few
the desire of the Government to give the fullest infor- years ago, in a languishing and dying condition, but which
mation, stated that they will bring that information down through the wise policy of our able and hon. Finance Min ister,
to the latest practical period. My hon. friend ought not to who discriminated in the Tariff in favor of ship-building
have omitted noticing the fact, that in the report sub- material, and also by the imposition of 50 cents per ton on
Imitted by the Secretary of the Company, a very full state- foreign coai, I maysay that these industries, along with many
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others, very numerous, owing to the National Policy, in this
extended Dominion, were invigorated and brought to life.
Sir, I may here refer to thebounty, which was wisely given
for the encouragement of the fisheries generally, but more
especially of the deep-sea fisheries ; and the result of which
will be a large addition to tho fisbing fleet of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick, possibly 5,000 tons. The Nova
Scotia fleet numbetred 640 vessels, averaging from 40
to 50 tons, and somo of those which are now being
built this winter, shortly to be launched, will be as
large as 120 tons, and these vessels go to the Grand
Banks of Newfoundland, where they romain for three
or four months during the fishing season. I may
say, Sir, that Nova Scotia having fisheries to the value
of $7,000,000 will be more largely benefitted than any
of the other Provinces, that Province alone having no
less than 30,000 fishermen. I look with pride and admira-
tion upon the men, who, in 1878, told the country that if
reinstated in power they would inaugurate the National
Policy. The people believed them; they were returned to
power, and they had the fortitude,the tact, and the f orce to put
that Policy into operation. From 1878 to 1882, the Opposition
had been telling the electors of the Dominion, at every
point, that if the country had an opportunity of pronoune-
ing upon ihe Government they would ho hurled from their
places and the Opposition reinstated. The Ministry of the
day, led by the right hon. Premier, accepted the challenge
and went to the polls, and the result was that the Government
were returned to power with between seventy and eighty of a
majority. The Ministry received instructions from the elec-
tors o tbis country to continue to build up the surplus whieh
they had accumulated, to maintain the credit of this great
Dominion, to raise it, if possible, to a higher pitch than ever
before, and to maintain British connection unimpaired, by
discriminating in favor of British goods as against foreign.
The electors felt assured that if this were done they might rely
u,>on the protection of the old flag, and the support of the in-
vincible army and navy of Great Britain. It gave me satis-
faction, when I sat in the gallery of this House twelve or
thirteen months ago, to hear the remarks of the Minister of
Public Works, which woull have been an effective answer to
fifty pamphlets such as a writer by the name of Edgar has
issued. lic said there was some restlessness, some distur bance
respecting independence and nationality, but when the hon.
gentleman rose in his place be said that Le Lad botter be
quiet for a while ; that he had been born under the British
fiag, and that ho expectel to die under it, and that we
should hesita'e before taking such a stop as was proposed,
until we had at least 30,000,000 or 40,000,000 people.
Such a remark spoko volumes, coming as it did from a
gentleman repiesenting a certain nationality. It went to
prove that they were loyal to the British flag and would
suppoit the present Ministry. -I am happy to say that the
National Policy, however it may ho sneered at, Las con-
ferrod benefit on the county which i have the honor to
represent. It is truc, Sir, that we cannot reap the full
benefit of that policy, as -we have no manufhetures there,
but we bave the shipping and the carrying trade, and we
have improved freights. We have experienced benefits in
that direction sinco the coal mines were put in a state of
activity; ard the best indication of these benefits i the state
of the county bat k. There were usuallydeposits in this bank
to the extent of $130,000, but in 1831, the additional deposits
amounted to $23,000, and in 1882 to $43,000, not a very large
sum, but stili a balance on the right side of the ledger.
There are, however, some simall grievances which I tLiink
I should bring to the notice of this B¯ouse, with a view
of improving, if possible, inter-provincial feeling and
inter-provincial trade. One matter to which I wi-h to
refer, is the coast-line tclegraph. This means of com-
munication is lacking along the southern coast of Cape
Breton west to Louisburg, Forchu, St. Esprit, Larche-

Mr. PAINT.

veque, Grand River, L'Ardoise, and St. Peter's, where
vessels pass every day during the twelve months, and
where a sum of $10,000 would supply the defect. No
less than $700,000 has been spent in the telegraph commu-
nication of the North-West ; $300,000 along the coast of the
Gulf of the St. Lawrence, and $8100,000 in the Province of
British Columbia. Yet I heard the hon. member from
British Columbia say the other day that he would be very
thankful to receive some of the crumbs which fell feom the
master's table. I would not wish tIo lessen the amount
which that Province receives, but 1 think they have received
some cuts from the very best joints on the table. I have
heard some sneers from the Opposition side of the House,
and it may not be improper for me to trace a certain mis-
sionary tour taken through the lower Provinces some
months after 1 was in the field. That tour extended to my
own county. It was taken by the hon. leader of the
Opposition, and the accomplishîed gentleman who occupies
a seat at his side-the hon. member for East Quebec-and we
can trace their journey withgreat interest. It commenced
in .Restigouche, a county whihl was iepresonted by a
Reformer; they passed through, and that county was lost.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Won.
Mr. PAINT. They came to Gloucester, and that county

was lost. They passed through Chathamr, and the able
hon. first Minister of Marine was returned by acclamation.
They then proceeded to St. John, where the Minister of
Finance had a majority of ,ine in 1878, but in 1882 his
majority was 139. They passed through Moncton, in the
County of Westmoreland, and the resuit was that a chieftain
fel at that place and the county is represented by a supporter
of the Government. They then went to Yarmouth, and a
gentleman who sits close beside me represents the county
in place of the Reformer who formierly rcpresented it.
They proceeded to King's County, the garden of Nova
Scotia, and in it, too, a supporter of the Opposition
was displaced by a valiant supporter of the National
Policy. They then came to Hants, of which Windsor is
the principal town, and that conty was lost. I may
relate rather an interesting circumstance that occurret
there. There had been a cotton company in Windsor,
which, for months, was unable o rise the amount of its
capital stock; it was nbout halif subscriibed when these
gentlemen held their meeting, and whon, for the purpose
of decrying the National Policy, they rep! esonted to the
electors the enormous profits that wore being realized by
the cotton manufacturers of the West, the stok was sub-
scribed at once. At present the company is in full opera-
tion, and has sold its products for a long time ahead ut
profitable prices. They then visited Ilalifax, and the result
was the election of the two respecol andl hon. repre-
sentatives who s:t near the centre of tis Chamber.
They visited Pictou, and the result is that two supporters of
the Government Lave come from there. They thon visited
Cape Breton, eighty miles cant, and held a meeting in Inver-
ness. Well, Sir, in that county 20,000 descendants of
the sons of the heather reside, with a smaller number
of French settlers, and hey returned the hon. member
for Inverness, in place of a Reformér who held the sent
for some time previous, with 800 majority. Thon they
came to St. Peter's, the contre of the county I represent.
The electors came from the country iound in large numberr.
There are 7,000 French speaking people in thatcounty, ani
the hon. member from Quebec was able to discuss political
questions to their satisfaction. Wcll, Sir, I never flinche I
from the position I took that the National Poliey was
my platform out and out, that I would Fink or swim, win
or lose on that, and I succeeded in being returned, not-
withstanding the manner in which those hon. gentlemen
held up the benefits of Free Trade. I Lave also iumch
pleasure in tendering to bon. members my best wishes for
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their happiness. They may rest assured that on ail occasions
I wil-make it a duty to act towards them with the consider-
ation and respect which good breeding requires.

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish to call the attention of the
House to the fact that notice bas not been given of the
names of this Committee, and they can only be agreed to
now by the consent of the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There can be no objec.
tion, I think, to this motion. The Committee will be a very
valuable one, and if they address themselves to thé subject
with the same earnestness that my hon. friend does, will
make a most valuable report. I do not suppose that my
hon. friend opposite will object to the names.

Mr. BL AKE. I consider it very objectionable that notice
sbould not be given of the names of this Committee. Some-
times the engagements of hon.gentlemen, who would other-
wise be very valuable members of a Committee, are such that
they cannot take part in it. It is impossible to judge at the
moment who are the fittest persons; therefore, I think, we
ought to adhere to the reasonable rule that notice shall be
given.

Mr. PAINT. I may state that I have seen personally all
the gentlemen nominated, and they have consented to serve
on the Committee.

before in the history of Nova Scotia were such pricos ob-
tained in the United States and the West Indies for the
products of our fisherie-. That condition of things was
entirely due to the failure of the Norwegian fisheries and
the partial failure of the Newfoundland fishories. The hon.
gentleman also pointed out that a very largo amount of'
money is now finding its way into the savings banks of the
county ho represents. I am surprised that so much money
should go there to draw 4 per cent., if it could be more pro-
fitably invested in the shipping and fishing industries. lHe
has furthermore commented on the result of the elections
in the Province of Nova Scotia. I may rornind bim that
several counties formerly representod by Conservatives
were carried by Liberals. I may tell him that the hon.
gentlemen who represent Halifax were barely elected,
although four years ago they had a majority of several
hundreds. He will also find, if ho looks at the returns, that
a larger proportion of tbe people of Nova Scotia are opposed
to the National Policy than before. I am glad the Govein-
ment have decided to appoint this Committeo, and I hope
it will do somo good in promoting trado betwe<n the
Provinces.

Motion, with naimes of Committee omitted, agired to.

SURVEY OF RAILWAY BETWEEN IIARMONY STA-
TION AND ELMIRA.

Mr. BLAKxE. That answers any question as to thse j r.McINTYIEin movingforaroturnofa]lreportspapor.
hon. members, but not as to others. Some hon. members and documents bearing upon the survey made in May and
may wish to serve upon, and may be very desirable mem- Jane last, o a proposed branch lino of railway between Har-
bers of that Committee, whose names are not there. I sec mony Station on the Prince Edward Island Railway to
ne reason for departig from the rule, e pcially e oearly Elmira, East l>oint of Prince Edward Island, together with a
i the Session. statement of the cost of said survey, said : Mr. Speaker, t

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion nay stand as a notice. wish to offer a few words in explanation of the motion
Mr. LANDERKIN. I cannot underslard the necessity which I have just made. In 1879 a large petition was sent

of this Committee. If, as the hon. mover of the motion to the hon. Minister of IRailways and Canals, from that sec-
bas told us, the National Policy bas donc so much to tion of Prince Edward Ibland to which this motion refers,
develop the trade of this Province, what is the necessity asking for the survey and construction of a short branch
of a Committee to enquire for means of developing it? It lino cf railway, leading from Ilarmony on the Prince
appears that the National Policy bas been a failure, and Edward kland Railway, to a place called Elmiia, a very
that this is a vote of non-confidence in the Administration short distance from the East Point of the Island. 1 may
and thoir policy. remark that the cause which gave risc to the petition is the

fact that the main post road leading from the East Point to
Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). I am glad the Govern- Souris, the nearest and ordinary place of market for this

ment bave consented to the appointment of this Committee section of the country, is so very hilly that in the fail of the
as it is of vast importance to the people of the Maritime year the farmers find it next to impossible to have their
Provinces, and I hope it will endeavor to lay before the produce marketed in time to command the highest prices.
Government a plan by which our inter-provincial trade may They are, therefore, compelled to wait for sleigh roads, but

Ibe more greatly developed. There are some points, how- by this time navigation is fast closing and the markets are
ever, in the speech of the hon. member for Richmond which down fiat as to prices. These people, therefore, labor un Icir
I cannot allow to pass unchallenged. le has seen fit to very great disadvantages. Well, for the next thrce sea-
take up some subjects foreign to the question of inter-pro- sons after the presentation of the petition, nothing was
vincial trade, and ho makes some statements with regard to heard from the members at that time representing the
the National Policy which are not borne out by the facts. county, in regard to it. At last, towards the end of the
lie says the effect of the Tariff, in imposing a duty on goods Session of 1862, just on the ove of a Dominion Election,
used in the manufacture of ships, bas been to cause a those gentlemen were struck with a sudden inspiration, ard
development of that important industry. It is simply it was communicated to the hon. Minister of Railways and
nonsense for any hon. gentleman to make any such Canals, in the shape of a letter written by the mortal hands
statement as that. Our ships are princicipally engaged of our two representatives. The Minister was doubtless
in foreign trade, over whieh this Tarif has no effect urged that a survey should now be had, as the Elections
whatever. The truth is, the ship-building industry is were coming on, and it would, no doubt, have the effect of
not in as prosperous a condition as it was eight or ten assisting the Government candidates. The following is
years ago, for the simple reason that wooden ships are the reply of the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals:-
going ont of date and steamers are taking their place. The rOTTAWA, 9th May, 1882.hon, gentleman also says that the granting of the bounty of a y DEÂa sias,-ln rep]y te your letter, asking that a Railway be

,000 to the fishermen bas resulted in a large develop- constructed from Harmony to East Point, ( have to say that duing
ment of that important industry. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Recess I wilîlave a careful surrey made, and the result reported, with
8150,000 voted last year has not yet been paid to the fisher- aview to arriving at a decision upon the matter,
mon, and if it had been paid it would have been too small a 9 Yours faithfully,
pittance to have caused the prosperity of the fishing indus- (signeB. aAr canthllsTUPPER.

try. The success of that industry during the past yearwas ;A, . McDonaldM.P.,due, as it will be this year, to other causes entirely. Never fi Iouse of Gommons, Ottawa.
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Well, Sir, the survey was made during the heat of the
Dominion campaign. For three or four weeks previons to
Election day surveyors, chainmen, &c., could be found in all
this section of the country. Their arduous labors were
betimes intermitted by a little fishing and other equally
aniusing pastimes, such pastimes in fact as are usually
required by those who are overworked. Sometimos the
pleasant hours were whiled away by a little canvassing,
and wherever friends of the party and others were found
to be inclined to kick over the political traces, they were
brought in again by the most lavish promises of position on
the line even in advance of its survey or construction.
As soon as the Elections were over the surveyors dis-
appeared as if by magic, and it is even unknown to this
day what bas become of them. This was the last heard of
the celebrated survey. However I have been reminded by
my friends in that section of the country to make enquiry
about the matter and hence my excuse for bringing it to the
attention of the House. The people gave their votes to the
Government candidates and have consequently performed
their share of the bargain, and now they ask the Govern-
nient to perform their share of tie agreement; and I think
it is a very reasonable request. I have little doubt that
when the report comes down, it will be found to be favor-
able in every particular, as there are no engineering
difficulties whatever to be met with in the centre of the
country, the land being as lovel as a prairie. I have every
hope, therefore, that when the Estimates are brought on
to the Table of the House, they will contain a sum sufficient
to construet this much nided work.

Motion agrecd to.

FRAUD IN AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZERS.

Mr. MASSUE noved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole on a resolution declaring it
expedient to pass a Bill to prevent fraud in the manufac-
ture and sale of agricultural fcrtilizers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think that the
House is in possession of the facts to enable them to diseuss
this Bill intelligently. They do not know to what extent
fraud has been practised in the manufacture and sale of
agricultural fertilizers, and they have no means of knowing.
1 think, therefore, that my hon. friend had better consent to
refer this important matter to a Committee.

Motion withdrawn.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed
to :-.

Papers, reports of engineers, petitions and correspondence
relating to the building of a breakwater at New iarbor,
Guysborough County, Nova Scotia.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Papers, reports of engineers, petitions and correspondence
relating to the building of a breakwater at Indian Harbor,
Guysborough County, Nova Scotia.-(Mr. Kirk.)

Copies of the Appendix to Report of Select Committee
appointed last Session to enquire into the effects of the
National Policy upon the agricultural interests of the
Dominion.-(Mr. Vanasse.) Referred to Printing Com.
mittee.

Statement for the fiscal years 1873-4, 1874-5, 1877-8,
and 1878-9, as to persons employed in any of the Depart-
ments whose remuneration was charged to Publie Works in
connection with which they were employed; giving, 1st,
the name ; 2nd, the date of first employment; 3rd, the re-
muneration ; 4th, the nature of the service; 5th, the works
to which the remuneration was charged, with the amount
charged to each work.-(MIr. Bergeron.)

Mr. McINTYRE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (ai G o'clock p. M.) the louso
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUEsDAY, 6th March, 1883,

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'elock.

PRAYERS.

CANADIAN PACJFIC RAILWAY CONTRACTS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER laid before the liouse-copies
of contracts for the Canadian Pacifie Railway, in terrms of
Section 19 of the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter 14, as follows:-

Articles of Agreement entered into between John
McDonald and lier Majesty the Queen, represented by the
Minister of Railways and Canals of the Dominion of Oana-
da,-to construct six combined Passenger and Freight
buildings on 42nd contract, Canadian Pacifie Railway.
(Contract No. 97.)

Also,-Between Colin Nichol Black and the Minister of
Railways and Canals, &c., &c.,-for the supply of 30,000
tamarac fies, 8'- 0 x 7" x 6" at 25 cents each, for the
Canadian Pacific Railway. (Contract No. 98.)

Also,-Between Guest & Co. and Her Majesty the
Queen, &c., &c.,-for the supply of steel rails, and steel fish
plates for the Canadian Pacifie Railway. (Contract No.
96.)

Also,-Between Horton & Son and lier Majesty the
Queen, &c., .,-for the supply of 72 tons of iron bolts and
nuts for the Canadian Pacitie Railway. (Contract No. 94.)

And also,-Betweei Bayliss, Jones & Bayliss and lier
Majesty the Queen, &c, &c.,- to supply bolts, nuts and
spikes for the Canadian Pacifie Railway. (Contract No. 95.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced, and read the first
time:-

Bill (No. 53) to declare the meaning and effect of certain
provisions of the Act incorporating the London and Ontario
Investment Company, Limited.- (Mr. bay.)

KING'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Beforo the Orders of the Day
are called, I would like to enquire of the Government
whether they propose procceding with the motion that I
made some days ago, and which was allowed te stand over
till to-day.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have been requested to ask
the hon. gentleman to be kind enough to allow the motion
to stand for a few minutes, until the hon. the First Minister
shall be here.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT.

louse resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No. 7) to
amend the Criminal Law, and to extend the provisions of
the Act respecting Offences against the person.-(Mr.
Cameron, Huron.)

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CAMERON. The Committee will observe that the
Bill, as introduced, contains four clauses: the first, to pro-
vide for cases of parent and child; second, of brother and
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sister; third, of grand-parent and grand-child; and fourtb,
of uncle and niece.

On the fourth clause,
Mr. DESJARDINS. I desire to invite the attention of

the Committee to the point as to whether such a Bill is

necessary. I have not heard that the morality of the com-
munity since last year has been of such a nature as to justify
the enactment of such a law. Our duty here is to provide
for the protection of public morality when it is attacked ;
but I do not know that we should, by such a piece of legis-
lation, cast a blot on the reputation and character of the
population, if we have not facts to justify the adoption of
such a law. I do not know, but perhaps in the vicinity of the
constituency which has elected my hon. friend, facts may
have come to light which would justify him in coming be-
fore the House and asking for such legislation. For my
own part, I do not know, nor have I gathcred from news-
papers or public evidence, that the character or morality of
the people is such as to justify the addition of this Bill to
our laws. It seems to me that we should first enquire as to
the necessity of the Bill, and afterwards consider whether,
in the event of the Bill becoming law, it should not prove a
dend letter, as is the case with many of the criminal laws of
England. Unless I am shown that I am laboring under a
fahe impression, I beg to move that the Committeo now
rise.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I think the bon. member for
Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) is too late in raising his
objection. The principle of the Billihas been approved by
the hon. leader of the Government, and by the House. It
bas received a second reading; it las been referred to the
Committee of the Whole, and three clauses have already
been assented to. If any argument, however, were wanting
for supporting the Bill, I have only to go to the Province
of Quebec, near the hon. gentleman's own doors, to obtain
it. I fnd that since last Session, when the hon. gentleman
and his friends voted down the BilI, a gross outrage bas
taken place in the adjoining county to that in which the
hon. gentleman lives, and the law could not touch the
parties because there was no Act covering the case either
in the Dominion or Province. Perhaps if I band the hon.
gentleman a copy of a Montreal newspaper containing the
report of the case he will change bis mind as to the
necessity of the present Bill. I do not care to read that
particular article to the House, as it would not prove
odifying; but I band it to the hon. gentleman, and he will
be convinced as to the necessity of the Bill. I have cut
out from newspapers since last Session f&ur cases which
have taken place, some in Quebec and some in Ontario-
not one of them in my own county, I am glad to say, but
elsewhere in the Province, and if elsewhere, the law should
reach them. My lon. friend should not oppose the Bill on
the ground that we should not legislate in advance of the
commission of such crimes, because such crimes have been
committed in the Province of Quebec, and because, if that
argument were to bold good, we should never legislate in
criminal matters unless some violent and scandalous case
had occurred; but we should legislate to prevent the
commission of those crimes. The hon. gentleman says we
should legislate in respect to known wrongs. Hle is a
newspaper publisher and proprietor, and he should know, if
he reads the public prints, that those crimes are not
unknown, but that many have taken place in bis own
Province and in Ontario. Does he not recollect that within
a decade a man was executed in 3Montreal for murdering
the fruits of illicit cornection ? And he will see by the
pIper I have placed in bis hands that, since last Session,
cases of the character dealt with in the Bill have taken
place within bis own Province.

Mr. AMYOT. I think if nature and religion cannot pro-
vide against those offences, legislation will not prevent

tbem, but only bring about now scandals. I object to
the placing on the Statute-book of Acts dealing with these
descriptions of crime, which simply excite the curiosity of
young people, do not prevent the crime itself, but are
rather suggestive of crime ; and weshould protest against
enacting such legislation which is a dishonor to the
Dominion at large.

Mr. DAVIES. It is a pity that this Bill should be thro'wn
out for a cause of the kind given by the hon. gentleman.
Cases of this nature occur in all the Provinces; and these
criminals have not been punished because we have no such
law as this on the Statute-book, and it seems unreasonable
to throw it out on Ilte ground stated by the hon. gentleman
who has just sat down. There have been cases which have
happened during theJlast year or two, known to several lion.
gentlemen in this House, where the criminals have cscaped
because such a law as this to punish them did not exist.
It is no reflection on any class in the comnunity or on any
individual. it is morely like every other law which is
passed ; there happons to be a lacune on the Statute-book in
this particular relation, and this Bill is intended to ti1 it ulp.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I gave my general
assent, as far as my assent is worth anything, to the principle
of the Bill on its second reading. Now we are in Con-
mitteo on it, and I still an strongly of opinion that the first
threce clauses should be adopted, but the fourth not; and for a
very good reason : for we all know that within the linits
of the British Empire, many marriages, such as there
mentioned, have been recognised by law, and are not con-
sidered incestuous in any way. I think that the hon.
gentleman should assent to the olision of this clause.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Mr. Chairmaîn, I think that
the third clause ought to bec struck out. Though 1 nade
provision that it should not apply to such cases as had
occurred in the past, we know that such marriages have
taken place in our own Provinces and elsewbere; and I
will allow that clause to be struck out, first, second and
third to be passed.

Mr. BLAKE. I amn very glad to hoar the observation or
the bon. the First Minister; and I hope that it will receive
the favorable consideration of the oluse. We ail agree, sir,
that we occupy a disgraceful position with reference to tl)is
question just now; but I do not agreo at all with the hon.
gentleman who spoke, when ho says that the reason for
this disgrace is, that sueh a law should be proposed. The
prosent disgraceful condition of things lies in the fact that
such criminals go unpunished, and that there is no law to
punish them. We know that in England there is a law on
this subject; but the system there is diflerent. These are
offences against the law of God, and they are oftfences
which shock our consciences, and they should be offences
against the law of man in this country; and that is what
this Bill proposes to make them.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Question, question.
Mr. CAMERON. Let us understand the effect of this

motion; if the motion is carried the Bill is killed.
The CHAIRMAN. I decide that the motion is lost.
Mr. DESJARDINS. I demand a division to which I am

entitled.
Motion (Mr. Desjardins) that Committce do now risc,

negatived on a division.
Mr. IVES. I rise to a point of order. You are proposing,

Mr. Chairman, a Bill of five or six clauses; but there is no
such Bill before the House at all. The Bill must be printed
as reported by the Select Committee, before this House can
consider it.

Mr. CAMERON. The bon. ~gentleman will see that
this is precisely the same Bill, only it has been divided
into clauses.
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hir. IVES. I do not know anything about that.
Mr. CAMERON. If the hon. gentleman does not knov

anything about it, he should not say anything about it.1
the hon. gentleman reads the Bill, which is in your hands
ho will see it is the same Bill that the Committee reporte
only it is divided into clauses.

Mr. IVES. It is casy to be witty; but it is better tob
in order. The Bill, as amended, before it is passed throug
Committee, according to the Rules of the louse, ought to b
reprinted as alt-ei by the Select Committee to which i
wias referred.

Mr. CAMERON. I do not understand that it referred t
any Select Con mit tee whatever.

Mr. IVES. There is only one clause in the Bill befor
the louse.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon, gentleman who bas charge o
the Bi"1l, when it came before the Committee, propoed that,
insteal of one clause, it should be divided into five clauses
cach clause dealing with a special ofence, and the amend
ment was carried. But the hon. gentleman says it is ou
of order because we bave amended it. What then do w
go into Committee for?

Mr. IVES. I wou'd like to enquire, Mr. Chairman, wha
Bill is passedl? What is the number of the Bill ?

The CIIAIRlXLAN. -Ne. 7.
Mr. IV S. There is only one clause in that Bill.
The CIHATiRMAN. It has beon amended in Committee
Mr1. BLAKE. It is not like one of the laws of the Medes

and Persians, which altereth not.
BiH reportcd, Commitlce te sit agiun'

COUNTY JUDGES CRIM[NAL COURT CASES.

Mr. ROBEIRTSON (Hamilton) in moving that the Order
for the House to go into Committee of the Whole on Bil
(No. 11) to amend tho law in reference te trial of cases
before the County Judges Criminal Court, be discharged,
and that the Buit b referred te a Special Committee,
'omposed of Messrs. Robertson (lamilton), Brecken

McCarthy, Rykert, Fleming, Amyot, Hall, Baker
(Missisquoi), Ives, Ouimet, Coursol, and Wood (Brook.
ville), with piwer te consider and report te the louse upon
the present system of spcedy and summary trials in certain
cases of persons charged with felonies and misdemeanors,
said : lanmoving this motion, I shall do n more than
draw attention to the fact that the suggestion bas been
thrown out that the Bill should bo referred to a Special
Committee. I think it is proper that the Committee should
consider and report as to the systen now in force with re-
forence to summary or speedy tri:l. I certainly cannot say
more than has been Faid by the hon. the leader of the House,
and the hon. leader of the Opposition, with reference to the
desirability of making the tr-al of criminals more publie
tbai they bave heretofore been. There is no doubt that
criminals-hardened criminals particularly-will seek to
take advantage of the law as it stands with reference to
speedy trials, knowing, as they do, that the public
enerally are botter engaged than in attending these trials.

Tihe consequence is that when a trial of that kind takes
place tbere are only present those who are personally
iuterested in the trial, and perhaps a friend or two of the

prisoner. This is a state of things 'which really should not
exist. Or.e of the great deterents from crime is the
publicity that is given by exposing the misdoings of those
who are charged with crime. After the present law was
passed with reference to speedy trials, I remember of hear-
ing an eminent counsel in the city of Hamilton remarking
on the fuet during the trial of a hardened prisoner, that in

Mr. CAMERoN (Huron).

ail probability the prisoner would bc sentenced te three
w. menths imprisen ment fer the crime fer 'whicli li was
If charged, and that in three or four or five menths ho would

be bac k again,. and again be sent te prison. Tho hon.
~gentleman spoke of the mater in a jocular way, but his

remarks showed that his idea was that these criminals
)owere returned over and over again for trial; they wero

je sent te prison but came back hardened as ever, and were
)e again breuglit befere the court of justice. I hope the Oom-

Snittee will consider the whole matter, and will ho able te
t report a êoheore by which we can cure what I consider a

very gi-o*nt cvii.
M oýion agi, col to, and Bill referred te a Speciat Committee.

eo DISCIIARGE 0F ]?AST INSOLVENTS.

Mr. BEATY, in meving the second reading of Bill1 (Ne.
8) for the dîscliarge ef past Inselvents, said: I may mention
the features of the IBillimoeofuliy than they were indicated
te the Ilieuse by my former-observatiens. The general

tfeature of the Builis that it shall apply te past insolvents
o only, and that it shall net operate concurrently with any

Bull relating te the distribution of insolvent estates. At
wbatever ture the Act cornes in force, whether immediately

Iupon its passing or -within a lîmîted time thereaftor, al
whe are insolvents at that time will bo the only- persons
who shall ha entitled te, the benefits ef the Aet, and in that
respect tho first clause is made as general as possible. The
Act is net Iimited te traders, but applies te every
trader or persan who is insolvent er unable te pay bis liabi-
lities in futl, and who bas made or f-hail make a voluntary
assignment, or ii subjeet te a compuilsory aqsiznment of all
his estate fer the bonefit cf lis creditors. The saine clause
aise states thiat the Act sha)] net apply te any case of insol-
vency cccurring after the passincg thereof. The Bill is
intcnded te meet the dificulties which merchants complan

r f, tlret 5 many persans recklcssly enter into trade, and afLer
1a year or two b2,come. insolvent, wbenthey immediately seek
3a discliarge upon their givirig over what romains cf their
estate. There aro, cf course, cr ~ persons who will net bo

,admitted te the benefils cf the Act, such as trustees. admin-
,isîrators, exccutlrs, -8 and other persons occupying fiduciary
positions. There are two modes provided feor obtaining a
diseharge. In the flirst, the debtor will bave te, obtain a
majerity cf bis crcditors, rcpresenting three-fourths in
value, te consent; qnd in such cases, application may hc
made te the Court, and if' the debtor is-not guilty of fraud
or fraudulent dealing, he wilt obi ain bis discbarge. Thon,
agrainif a debtor eatinet obtain a major ity in number, or
three-fourths in value cf bis crediters, hoe may, after thc
expiration cf ene year from the date cf a ve!untary aigsign.
ment, or an as-ig(Ynment made under any Act respocting
insolvency, apply by petition te the Court or Judge, and if,
as in the other case, ne fraud or fraudulent action appears,
hoe may obtain bis diseharge by erder cf the Court. These
are the twe modes indicated in the Act by whicb a debtor
can obtain bis discharge. The Adt is, I may say, primarily
intended for insolvent debters, and only so far as they may
bave assets is it intended fer creditors. The other Act,
relating te the quitable distribution cf insolvent estates,
bas relation primarily te creditors, and net te debtors.
I desire Ie keeplI e two clauses d stinet as far as practie.
able, and this Bill is for the purpose ef enahling unfortunate
debtors, who may have beceme sudh by reason of the
emergencies of trade, te obtain a diseharge for past
liability at the expiration of a reasonable time, and giving
thom the opportunity cf again engaging in trade, instead
of beceming deadheads upon the community, aî they must
ho with large tiahilities hanging eover thora.

Mr. BLAKE. I sheuld like te know what the viows ofi2the
Governmont, are upon this rather important measure.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I understand that this
Bill will go to the Committee on Binking and Commerce.
I was going to say that the hon. gentleman has, I presume,
considored fully the question whether we have the power
to legislate respecting the estates of past insolvents. Past
insolvents, I suppose, are men who might come under the
operation of an Insolvency Law, and who are unable to pay
their debts. Is this an Insolvency Law-a Bankruptcy Law ?
Is it not an interference with property and civil rights?
1t occurs to me very strongly-I speak without, perhaps,
having given the matter the consideration which it
deserves - that it is going very far to say that we can deal
with the discharge of liability for debts when the party does
not come within a general Insolvency Law. I hope the hon.
gentleman will consider that well before ho presses this
mensure. It is a very important matter, and it is intendod
to relieve a great many mon, some ofwhom are very desorv-
ing men; and I have not the slightest objection, with this
caution, to the Bill going to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce, whero the question can be considered.

Mr. BLA-KE. This is a proposal, as I understand the
Bill, for the relief of those who have become insolvent
anterior to its passage, and not at all for the benefit of anj
persons who may become insolvent after its passage. We
have an Insolvent Act which was in force up to the close
of the Session of 1830, an-d therefore the persons who are to be
relieved are those who have become insolvent between the
Session of 1880 and the close of this Session of 1883. I
have hoard such accounts, from the hon. gentleman and
others, of the prosperous condition of the country during
these threc years, that I am surprised to lea:n that there
exist a very large number of persons who have during that
lime become insolvent, and who are now a burden ou the
community.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. They are ail fice-tralers,
however.

Mr. BLAKE. No; tLe hon. Minister of Custoins takes
charge of the f ro trars, and wo have not got the roturn
about thein just yet.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. The sherif lias charge of
them.

for that administration of the estate, and those other
ingredients of such a law in favor of the creditor,
which ought to accompany-which ought, indeed, to be
the presiding principle of such legislation with refer-
ence to the discharge of debtorp. I do not offer at this
moment any opinion upon the statement of the hon. leader of
the Government. It is clear that we must mako this out
to be, properly speaking, an Insolvent Law, to bring it
within our jurisdiction. A docision in a recent case
indicates that the Local Legislaturc may go a long way in
the direction of an Insolvent Law, and that we may go a
considerable distance in tho direction of property and civil
rights without passing an Insolvent Law. But there is no
doubt that that must be the turning point of our jurisdiction,
We have no right to adopt any provisions in that direction
except as incidental to an Insolivency Law, the principle of
which, I apprehend, is to provide for the distriLution of the
assets of a debtor; and it may or may not, though it gener-
ally does, provide for the discharge of his liabilities. I do
not propose to enter into the statemcnt of the lion. gentieman,
to-day; nor do I propose to enter into a discussion cf
the details which lie proposes to submit to ihe Comnittee on
Banking and Commerce. There arc, no doubt, a great
portion of those details which might be more aptly dis-
eussed by a Select Committee composed of the legal pro-
fession, while its gencral princi ple and the safbguards to be
secured may more fitly be discussed in a largo Committeo
composedof gentlemen cof ail claises andi ted:Aes concerne(d
in it.

Mr. IVES. It seems to tme that there is a vory imnport.
ant question of principle to be decided on the motion for
the second reading of this Bill. The present Bill goes very
much furtherthan any otherlInsolvent Law which has ever
been in force in Canada, or I think in any othe country.
The first section of this .Bill, as I understand its scope, pur-
ports to be a means of paying the debts of everybody who
may be in the unfortunate position of being unable to meet
them by paying twenty shillings in tho pound. Our lato
Insolvent Act only applied to pòrsons who were in business,
and who were supposed especialy to be in danger of getting
into financial difficulties. But this Act applies not ouly to
traders but to non-traders-to all claîsos of the community

a" upo r% lin 0 nica7%O #%f nhL',UnlLi''# I l ;iz h1 1- f
Mr-. BL AKEI. And I amn told ho is autting somne cf thîem - pacproposes to be a means of obtaining a ivsc: arge iromi

- r .LK. id1în ol oi utigsie o le iability by overybody. It seems to nme a Lis, at least, aIinto insolvency by some process of bis own. But this is a strongvproposition to ask is House to conisont, to a secondrelief wach the hon. gentiemnan proposes te accord to the reading of this Bill t very little diseusion and send it
people who, during tri gloriously prosperous times of the to one of the imiportat ilCoemmittees to bc amended. Surely,past three years, have gone under. Well, Sir, I think whien that Comitteo would attack the first section to begin witha tempoiary law is proposed-a law to deal with particular which furnishes the means to everybody who owesa debtindividua s in the com unity f>r a spacte of time-a fixed to come before a court with the signature of the majority cfand very short space of ume-that theroh bc special his creditors and apply fora discharge from liability. Thatreasons given to the IIouso for such temporary, special, seems to me to be avery disturbing piece of legislation, andpartial legislation-partial in reference to the classes of I think it is not in the interests of the country thatthe pro-
persons who are affected by it, and partial as to the date. vision foir the discharge cf debtors should he extended se

min who, becemes insolent between the two dates is far beyond those of the old Insolvent Act.entitled te the benefit of it, but no oie who may become
insolvont afterwar-dz, Why should the lino bo drawn there? Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think it is Vo ho regretted
If it is right and proper that there should bc a eapacity for that this Bill should be road a second time at all. IL is
obtaining a disebarge up to the close of this Sossion, why quite true that in the Comniittce on Banking and Commerce
is it not equallv reaonable that it mîight be attained at a there would be abundant opportunity for discussing the
later date ? This is another recurring instance of that detail, but I object altogrether to tho principle involved.
pecu!iar tone and temper of which we had an instance The Bill is to relieve all persons, who are unable to pay
Bome time ago. When the Insolvent Act became onerous their debts, from liability, up to the time of its passing.
to the communritv, a kind of facility to obtain discharges We know that, whatever may be thoe general condition of'
under it was grante'J. Although repeated efforts wOro the c untry, there will always be certain persons anxious t:
mado to make the provisions of the Act moro and more escape paymnent of their debts, and others who, from wart
stringent, yct the community robelled against the largo of business capacity or capital, are unable to pay their debty.
number of cases iin which diseharges were granted-and I The effect of this Bill will be te convince those people that
admit there were a great many which should not have been the best thing they can do, in the meantime, is practically
granted; and now for the second time legislation is proposed to become insolvent,because they will have the opportunity,
to reenact those which were the objectionable features i as they believe, under this Bill,of getting their discharge as
of the od law, without, at thé samo time, providing soon as it will have passod, from a judge. I venture to say
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there is no insolvent in Canada to-day who bas not his dis-
charge, or cannot get it from a merchant, unless it be that
class of porsons who have permitted their property to go
into the hands of special creditors to the prejudice of all
others. The complaint made with a great deal of force is
that, under the law as it exists, a merchant can allow a
judgment to go against him by a favored creditor, and in
that way eut off all the others from any recourse against
him. Under this Bill, the creditor in the past will be
deprived of any recourse, and this debtor will, after having
given his property to one creditor, be relieved from all
obligation, discharged from all indebtedness, and be enabled
te go into business and repeat the operation. That would
be most unfortunate. Al experience proves that when a
man fails in business or finds himself in difficulties, and
frankly meets his creditors and endeavors te arrange a
settlement with all on an equal basis, ho bas no difficulty in
getting an extension of time or a release from part of his
indebtedness-practically his discharge. It is only in cases
where the debtor prefers one or two creditors over the
others that ho finds it difficult-very properly so-to make
an arrangement. Under these circumstances, I sincerely
trust the Bill will not go to the Committee, but be discussed
now fully in this House. In that view I move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened to the arguments put
forward by the mover of this Bill and those used against it.
I differ entirely with the views of the bon. gentleman who
last spoke. He has stated as facts that there is no debtor
who, if ho bas not made an undue preference to particular
creditors, will not get a discharge on a proper clear
exposition of his affairs. I have had experience as a business
and as a professional man, and have seen hundreds of
instances of a contrary character. There are more cases of
persecution of unfortunate debtors throughout the country,
than of men, who, on coming squarely up exposing their
condition of their affairs, and showing willingness te do
what is right, get their discharge. The arguments used by
the hon. gentleman might apply forcibly to great centres
where men are engaged in vast operations, and have broad
views of the difficulties and uncertainties of trade. When
a man comes before men of this class and makes a proper
statement of his affairs at a meeting of twenty or twenty-
five creditors, the man among those creditors who, in a
country community would be disposed to persecute the
debtor and insist on the last pound of flesh, would be
ashamed in the larger community to adopt such a course.
The public opinion to be found among business men in
largo centres would force him to consent to a discharge.
But I repeat, having had a groat deal of experience in
county constituencies, that i have known of hundreds of
instances of unfortunate men to whom the exaction of the
full pound of flesh or slavery for a lifetime was the result
of there being no Insolvency Law on the Statute-. You
must not conclude from this that I am an advocate of an
Insolvency Law such as we have had. I am not. It was a
law passed for the purpose of official assignees, and did net
give due protection te the creditor or debtor. During my
five years of public life in the New Brunswick Legislature,
I recollect when we could not agree on a Bankruptcy Law,
and the disasters of trade placed one-fourth of the whole
community in a state of partial insolvency, the Legislature
came to their relief and passed an Act to accomplisi what,
I presume, my bon. friend claims this Bill will accompish
-wipe out the past, and lot mon start again and not romain
slaves for ever at the mercy of a tyrannical creditor. I have
not studied the full details of this Bill, but bave only
glanced over some of the clauses. I think it should go to
the Committee for the purpose of having it carefully con-
sidered, with the object of giving relief to unfortunate
debtors who have been unfortunate in the past, and have
not the opportunity of getting relief in any other way.

Mr. WriTE (Cardwell).

What is the object of keeping mon in slavery for a lifetime
-mon who have been so unfortunate as to have failed in
business ? They may not have been dishonest and are
fairly entitled te get the benefit of an Insolvency Act.
While we may not be ablo to get that legislation which
some men desire, which the great commercial community
desire, still we can have that vhich will at all events wipe
off that stigma of slavery upon those poor men who are so
unfortunate as to be unable to pay their debts. I shall sup-
port the motion to send this Bill to a Committee, and should
e glad, in the Committee, if I have te be there, to give

what aid I can ; and when it comes back to this House, to
stand up and endeavor te get the Bill through, which, with-
out doing any injustice te the creditor, will relieve the
unfortunate debtors, thouands of whom are in this country
to-day.

Mr. WHITE (eTorth Renfrew). There might ho con-
siderable force in the argument of the hon. gentleman if
the limit of misfortunes were fixed at the present date, if
for the future we had an assurance that no further misfor-
tunes in trade would occur. But it seems to me a mon-
strous proposition that an Act should be passed that doclares
that ail those who have become insolvent during the last
thrceyears should obtain disebarge from thoir liabilities to
their creditors; but that for the future ail persons who may
be subjected to the same misfortunes as those during the
last three years have met with, should be prohibited from
receiving relief from their creditors. I say this Bill is one
that ought not to pass this louse, and if any legislation on
the question of insolvency is to be proposed to this House,
it ought to be a Bill having a scope as great at ail events as
the Insolvency Laws which were repealed in 1880. I do not
think from the complexion of this House-which is such as
that of the last liouse-that an Insolvency Bill could be
passed. But if any insolventlegislation isto be proposed to
this House, I think it ought not to assume the form of tbis
Bill, a form which would relieve debtors vho have become in-
solvent during the last three years, and prohibit ail unfor-
tunates from obtaining that relief in future.

Mr. CAMERON (North Victoria). If we have a
second reading of this Bill, it seems to me we can only do
so upon the ground that a general whitewashing Act, such
as that which the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) has described, is a necessity, and is proper legisla-
tion at the present time. I confess that my knowledge of
affairs, at any rate in Ontario, does not'iead me to any sucli
conclusion. I do not think there is any general demand
for an Act of this kind. I do not think there are many cases
in which people are situated in that unfortunate position
which my hon. friend has described-ground down by hard-
hearted creditors. My experience rather accords with that
of the hon. gentleman who spoke last, which is, that
wherever a debtor was fairly and honestly entitled to his
discharge ho has not had any difficulty in obtaining it, and
that those cases in which debtors have not obtained a dis-
charge are, so far as my observation extends, cases in which
they did net doserve to obtain it. Before we pass legislation
of this kind, in which, as the hon. member for Renfrow (Mr.
White) pointed out, we would declare to a certain class that
all they had to do was to come forward and obtain their dis-
charge, utterly irrespective of how their estates had been
administered; whether their creditors have had a fair dis-
tribution of assets, whether they have acted honestly or
dishonestly, we ought to be satisfied that there is a large
class in the community who are fairly and legitimately
entitled to the relief which it is proposed to give them. I
do not think that necessity exists, I do not think there is
that class, and I think we would be holding out a pernicious
temptation and opportunity to dishonest mon to get their
diseharges, wholesale, under legislation of this kind. I thinIg
also that, as a matter of proper legislation, a discharge should
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only be given by Act 'of Parliament, in connection witl
the due administration of the assets. For my part, in th
former ParliamentI opposed the repeal ofthe Insolvent Law
because I thought that the evils that existed with referenc
to it were evils of administration whieh niight beo cui-ed
I thought a general Insolvency Law was a necessity foi
carrying on the commercial operations of the country, anc
that those merchants who made an outery against it, and
at whose instigation it was repealed, had themselves to
blame for their failure to see it properly administered; and
that instead of raising a cry to have it repealed, if they bad
exerted themselves to have it administered properly, tbere
would have been no need to repeal that law. But inasmuch
as Parliament saw fit threo years ago to repeal the
Insolvency Law in toto, t seems to me that what has
occurred since, the great diminution in failures-not as my
hon. friend from West Durham said, such an apparent
increase in the numbcr of failures-that this legislation was
a necessity. I say there is no such increase, but that, on
the contrary, there has been a large diminution in the
number of failures under the improved prosperity which
has resulted from the fiscal administration of the affairs of
the country. I say that there is no widespread necessity
for it. I say that failures have vastly fallen off, and that
in those cases which have unfortunately occurred, as
they always will occur in every commercial community,
wherever the Act was fairly administered the creditors
have shown a readiness to discharge debtors, and I have
no doubt that every honest debtor can got bis discharge
from his creditors without the necessity of a sweeping,
whitewashing Act like this. I hope, therefore, that the
motion to send this Bill to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce will not be pressed at the preàent time, because
doing so would be the adoption of a principle which I thinkl
is a vicions one.

Mr. CASEY. I think the two hon. gentlemen who have
last spoken have put the issue correctly in regard to this
Bill. Of course, the question of a second reading is only
one of principle, and we need not, therefore, go into the
details of it. But I think the principle wo are asked to
pronounce upon is not whether we should have an Insolvency
Law, but whether we should have a whitewashing Bill to
cover a certain period in the past, and either a total lack of
provisions for going into insolvency in the future, or some
other difforent set of provisions for the future. I agree
with those hon. gentlemen that a Bill which proposes to
whitewash all who have become insolvent in the past with.
out making any provision for the proper distribution of
assets in the future, would be a great mistake. The question
is whether we should adopt patchwork legisiation in regard
to insolvency matters. I notice that the hon. member who
brings in this Bill, has another Bill on the paper providing
for the equitable distribution of Insolvent Estates in the
future. Although we are not discussing that Bill now, I
suppose the hon. member thinks that by the second Bill he
will make provision for a similiar execution of justice in
the future, to that which he proposes by this Bill to execute
In regard to past insolvents. But we must take this Bill
by itself, since we do not know whether the other will
become law, and we are not sure but that in giving it its
second reading, we may adopt the principle of whitewash-
ing as regards past insolvents, without making any pro-
vision afterwards for whitewashing future insolvents, or
even for the equitable distribution of their assets. If the
hon. gentleman wishes to deal with the question of insol.
vency I think ho should have put in this Bill a provision
covering future insolvents as wehl, and thon the general
prineiple would have come before us of whother any
Insolvent Law was necessary, or whether the partLicular
Bill before Us was a just and fair Insolvent Act.
At 'presert w. have not such an issue before us, but
we have the question whether it is proper te deal in
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h this piecemeal manner with the whole subject, or
e whether we should reenact the law that was repealed
, three years ago, and extend its provision to every per-
e son in the community-for that is the effect of this Bill. It
. reenacts that law and extends it to the several classes of per-
r sons contained therein, and applies to the time covered by
1 that Act as well as to the time since that Act was repealed.
I 1 think it would be establishing a bad precedent to pass this
Bill to a second reading, and so adopt the principle that it is

I right to deal in this patchwork manner with such
an important question as that of insolvency. I
think, too, it is about time the Government of the day
took some share in the management of this extremely
important trade question. They have every facility for
being informed of the wishes and] will of traders, bankers,
and all classes of commercial men in the country. They
are supposed to have the highest financial talent among
themselves in the special departments in which financial
talent is noeded. They are, therefore, without excuse in
not trying to direct the deliberations of this House on this
important matter. They allowed the old law to be
repealed thrce years ago without taking sides upon it;
they now permit any member who pleases to bring in Bills
and pass them to the second reading without affording an
indication of their views upon the principle at stake. I
think they should not keep themselves in this non-com-
mittal position, and they owe it to the commercial com.
munity to take a lino and carry if, as they certainly could
carry it through the House. I must refer to one remark
made by the hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Cameron),
in regard to the numberof insolvencies that had taken place
since 1880. I did not understand the hon. member for
West Durham (Mr. Blake) to say that insolvencies had so
increased since 1880 as to make the Bill necessary. I
understood him to express surprise that there had been
sufficient insolvencies since that time to make it necessary;
but the hon. member for Victoria stated that the number of
insolvencies had decreased. Now, if the reports of .tho
Wiman Trade Agency are worth anything at al], the num-
ber of insolvencies in Canada considerably increased during
the past year; I have not the figures at hand, but we all
saw the figures published in the newspapers of' New York
and Canada, showing that the number of insolvencies
during the past year had increased. Of course, I do not
vouch for the correctness of those reports, but they are as
likely to be correct as the opinion of any member of the
louse, who bas no spocial means of ascertaining how
many insolvencies-have taken place.

Mr. BEATY. I have not heard yet any good reason why
the principle of the Bil should net be adopted. Many
hon. members seem to misapprehend the purport of the
Bill. lit is not a general whitewashing Bill, but it is to
allow debtors who may have one, two, or three creditors
who will not consent to a discharge, being granted, to come
before a court and demand a discharge when a majority of
the creditors in number and three-fourths in value consent.
It must, however, be on just grounds and according to the
legal principles applicable to cases of this character. There
eau b no doubt that many of those persons who were in
trade before 1830 still have hanging over them their
liabilities, and cannot obtain a discharge, by reason of the
obstinacy of two or three creditors; and it is for the purpose
of meeting a difficulty of that character in relation to
unfortunate debtors that this Bill is proposed. It is not
designed by an Act of Parliament simply, without refer-
once to the creditors or without reforenco to their interest,
to wind up debtors>estates; but it is only in case3 where
persons have already made assignments, and whoso assets
have already been distributed, or whero they may make
assignments of all their estate for the benefit of their
creditors, that if the creditors will not consent to
a discharge, one or two creditors holding out,
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the debtor can ask the court to grant a discharge, points ont thisone faet to me; that ail this tyranny ard
and he ought to get it. The principle of the Bill extraordinary oppression, of which we hear se much in the
is simply whether it is proper under any circumstances fouse occasionally, as exercised on the poor debtor are
to allow a debtor who las not paid bis debts in full sometbing which exists in the imagination, more than in
to obtain a discharge. That is the principle of the Bill; reaity, was to the credit of the business men of this
we do not ask bon. members to adopt the details. If any country, and the change sheets of Dun, Wiman & Ce., of
hon. gentleman has a better proposition to make, if he Bradstreet, und of any other mercantile agency, reveal the
wants the terms enlarged so as to cover three-fourths, two- fat-that over and over again, men, who las been unfor-
thirds, or nine-tenths of the creditors, and if that is the tunate in business, have compromised with their creditors;
judgment of Parliament, I have no objection; but the Bill have had clemency shown ttem by their creditors; have
is founded on the principle that only a proportion of the fallen inte an unfortunate position again in two or three
creditors must agree to the debtor obtaining his discharge. years; have again bee» permitted to go on; and for
What that proportion sbould be, it is for the House to con- the third tine, have received the same amount of
sider; I have placed it at one-half in num ber and three- clemency. I do net believe, that there 18 any considerabie
fourths in value, and I think that is enough, because if a arount of truth in the statementà made on this subjeet, or
majority of the creditors agree it would seem reasonable that that the fact mentioned by some members ests to any
all the rest should agree, especially if three-fourths of the extent as to the grinding oppression of the creditor on the
amount of the indebtedness of the debtor is represented debtor. The first strong point to which I wish to eau the
alho. As to the suggestion of the hon. the First Minister in attention of thc House is tbis-amd 1 think that it is one
ropect to this Parliament having jurisdiction in the matter, which the members of this buse ouglit to weigh carefuhly
it seems to me that this is an Insolvency Bill. It comes at the present timc-I am happy te sny, I do not believe
within the clause in the British North America Act relating that what the hon. members fer West Durham and WestElgin
to insolvency; it bas its basis on the fact that persons are have said is correct; it is the fact, hewever, freinthe
insolvent and are asking relief in consequenre of their information I have gathered from the reports of the mer-
insolvency; and it is in that view I have prepared and cantile ageneies, that there bas been an increase in the
introduced this Bill, which I trust will go to the second number of failures in the ceuntry at the present time
reading and be referred either to the Committee on Banking compared with the past ycar, which was a year of
and Commerce, or, if deemed necessary, to a Special Com- great prosperity. I arnwilling te admit, at the same
mittee for consideration, beyond that which the louse bas ture, that there las been ne such amount of failures iu
just given it. this country as there was a few years ago, during the period

Mr. BOURBEAU (Translation). After having listened of great depression; but if to-day we pass this Billte a
attentively to the speech of the hon. gentleman who hasjust secondarengwgîve a pecura rnotice otepui.
sat down, I feel bound to declare that I am not at all con-Terar e oag ot n t ho may esna
vinced of the necessity for the second reading of this Bill. It ema bed. edo netkew thereurntnesnd
isstill remembered that when the Insolvent Law was yet in ey mor ho ined the ftattee woud d e e
existence, that law did not suit all debtors; for amendmentselief for t esthyage me etbuneremoî'e
were made te it year after year, without, however, giving enomic aitanaemnto ther te fail
satisfaction to either debtors or creditors. Yet, that law raher tha wait a ndattemt te ar istorm
was such as to enable debtors to make a settlement of their anchis pass Ining in atime ntardsta
affaire, owing to the existence of official assignees; and those ancipfe pas ant aths, ota:nIg such a
official assignees were intended to be equally advantageous prin
both to debtors and creditors. It has been stated that in dees net choose te take advantage of this Act, and go into
several cases those official assignees-at least it was so re- inselvency during the ncxt two or three weeks, befere this
ported, even in this House-had induced tradesmen to make Act can go into iperation, will be unable te take shelter
assignuments in their own hands ; and when they did not under its provisions." My own opinion, as te the passing ef
personally advise them to that effect, they did so through this Billte a second reading, is, that the result would bo e
other parties. What was their object in inducing debtors very fruitful ciop of insolvency cases at once; and taking
to make assignments ? It was, Mr. Speaker, to make fees for that view of the case, I ask the flouse te consider, and con-
the official assigpees. In such cases, is it at all likely that a ider weil, before it permits the second reading of this Bil
creditor who is aware à'f such shameful manceuvres willte be taken.
ever consent to grant his debtor a discharge ? No. If it Mr. IIhSSON. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the re-
were in the interest of such debtors that the hon. member marks which have been made by the hon. member for
has presented this Bill, I believe we would not be justified Brant. I think ho is in the right with regard te the
in voting in favor of his motion. For my part, Mr. SpeakerBil. I feel that the very first clause of it is
I would oppose with all my strength the revival of a objectionabie, and of sueh a nature as te cause
law, the abrogation of which gave satisfaction to the public, me t vote against it at this or at any other stage. I have
a law which no longer exista on our Statute-books, and the already objeeted te ai Insolvent Law on principle, and I
repeal of which has been generally approved by the electors shah vote azainst tbjs Bil on principhe, and net only lere,
of the Dominion of Canada. but aise lu Cemmittee if ît should reuch that stage. The

rernarks of the hon.émember for West Elgin, pointed eut te
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not propose now tothis fouse: that there was some necessity for this Bil

discuss the question as to whether we should have an Insol- from the very faet, that it le presentcd by the hon. membo
vent Law at all, or not; but it does seem to me that this for West Toronto for the discharge of insolvents, owing te
Bill must be very objectionable, and that if we adopt it in the circumstance that there las been an increased number
principle, by letting it pass the second stage, consequences ofinsolvents in Canada this, as cempared witlast year.
rather grave in their nature may arise out of it. I do not, If the hon. member hd chosen te be exactiy correct in
myself, consider that there is any considerable class of per- giving this staterent te the fouse, li might have said that
sons in the country who are suffering from want of an Act the number bas been of lute greuter than it was hast
of this kind; and if there were any such considerable class, year-1882-but net greater than ln 1879, or in 1880.
it would be doubtful to my mind whether this would b The fucts are these: Ibelieve that in 1819 the failures in
taking the right course to meet the difficulty. My experi- Canada amounted te $25,OOO,000; but, hast year, uccording
ence as a business man, and all my knowledge in this respect, te Dun, Wiman & Ce., tbey were something under

Mr. BEÂTY.
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$9,000,000, being a fraction over $8,000,000. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman might have been honest
enough to have stated to the House precisely how the
matter stood. It is true that 1882 was a year of great
prosperity, as the hon. member for Brant has pointed ont-
the amount of failures being something like $5,000,000. I
do not consider that any necessity exists for such a Bill at
all. Ido not consider that the number of traders affected
in the way my hon. friend from Toronto has spoken is
large. I fancy that it exists merely in the imagination
of some hon. gentleman. J have ne knowledge of any
in my own county who are asking for such
legislation, I think that the people of Canada have had a
sufficiency of the Insolvent Act; that their experienice was
that the country, under its influence, was becoming demor-
alized in all its trade relations; and that any legislation of
this kind, which is, after all, only intended for a few indi-
viduals who have been, as my hon. friend says, unfortunate
in husiness-is of a dangerous character. I was not pleased
with the reading of the first clause of the Bill; and couse-
quently I did not take the trouble to read the rest of it, for
that very simple reason. It may be said that my view is
not correct. Probably not-I did not read the Bill through;
but the first clause is as follows:~

" This Act shall apply to every trader or person who is insolvent or
unable to pay his liabilities in full, and who has made or shall make a
voluntary assignment, or is subject to a compulsory assignment of ail
his estate for the benefit of his creditors, and whether made under any
Insolvent Act heretofore in force, or now in force or not, and who has
become insolvent or unable to pay his liabilities in full, previous to the
passing of this Act. This Act shall not apply to any case of insolvency
occurring after the passing thereof. '

Now, I do not like the wording of this•'clause at all events.
It not only appears to me to apply to those who have been
unfortunate, but also to all those who may be or may
consider themselves unfortunate as capable of taking advan-
tage of the Act. I will oppose the Bill at this and every
stage in this flouse.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

PUNISHMENT OF ADULTERY AND SEDUCTION.

Mr. CHARLTON, in moving the second reading of Bill
(No. 13) to provide for the punishment of adultery, seduc-
tion and like offences, said: I shallînot enter into a dis-î
cussion of the features of this Bill with any degree of full-
ness, as my right hon. friend the First Minister bas
indicated to me his desire to have the Bill referred to a
Special Committee, and, of course, that is law with me and
with the flouse. I may, however, Sir, be permitted to refert
very briefly to the character of the Bill. I believe thati
the interests of public morality would be promotod by the 1
Passage of a measure of this kind. Ithink, Sir, that thei
offences deait with in this Bill are of a very grave character. i
We provide for the punishment of petty larceny and theft;l
but for the very serious crimes of the character mentioned r
mn this Bill there is no remedy in law as it at present 1
exists. Certainly, a blighted home and a ruined life s
are matters that require on the part of the law b
some remedy against the person who perpetrates this b
wrong. The Bill I introduced last Session on this subject s
was referred to a Special Committee. That Committee, Mr. l
Speaker, gave very serions consideration to the pro- e
visions of the Bill which by it were very much h
changed. The Bill as reported last Session and agreed to c
unianimously by the Committee, was brought down too tlate to be acted upon by the House during that Session. t
I had hoped Sir, that the Bill as reported by that Commit. n
tee would have been allowed to have been placed on its n
merits now before the flouse. Such, however, Sir, C
is not the case. I may state in a few remarks- a
which I will make very brief-that the necessity s
for a Bill of this kind is not now felt for theJ B
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first time; and I beliove that the public sentiment of the
country, as far as I eau judge, is very strongly in favor of
the enactment of a measure such as I now submit to the
louse. I hold in my hands an abstract of laws on this

matter, in twenty-four States of the American Union; the
list is incomplete, however; but in these laws the provisions
against seduction under promise of marriage, and the other
offences mentioned in this Bill, are, in the majority of
cases, much more severe, than are those contained in
the Bill which I have now the honor to present to the
Hlouse. In many of these States such laws have been
on the Statute-book for a good many years. Such a
law was passed by the State of New York in 1848,
and the experience of that State has never pointed to the
necessity of repealing or modifying the law. The Statute
of that State provides for a maximum penalty of five yearb'
imprisonment, and $5,000 fine. The States in which such
a law is in force are: Massachusetts, Ohio, Rhode Island,
New York, New Jersey, Arkansas, Nebraska, Michigan,
Minnesota, Maine, Indiana, Connecticut, Iowa, Kansas,
South Carolina, Alabama, Wisconsin, Oregon, North Caro-
lina, Pennsylvania, Georgia, Illinois, Tennessee and Vir-
ginia; and the United States, wherever it has jurisdiction,
in the District of Columbia, in -the Territories and the High
Seas, also has a law punishing this crime. We find com-
munities containing more than forty millions of people
living under laws of this character, and we find, too, that
in almost every instance where new States have to frame
their constitutions, they place such a law on their Statute-
book.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAILD. I agree with the hon.
gentleman that it is perbaps advisable to refer the Bill to a
Committee rather than diseuss it in the House, as for obvious
reasons there is a measure of restraint upon members in
discussing the several clauses in the House. As the hon.
gentleman stated this Bill was referred to a Committee last
Session, but they were unable to report, and I think the
whole subject might very well be sent to a Special Com-
mittee, where I hope very material amendments will be
made in the Bill and certain provisions introduced to pre-
vent it being made a mensure of blackmailing. That is, I
think, the great danger in measures of this kind; and there
is also the fact that we must draw a lino between what is a
sin and what is a crime. Still we have the example of
many States of the Union which have adopted measures
similar to this, in their general principles, though I have no
doubt they vary in the different States, somo being more
stringent than others. There are portions of the Bill which I
think merit consideration, and which it would be in the
interests of morality to adopt, but I think it would be very
unsafe to pass the Bill in its entirety. I think if the BiIl
were not seriously amended I would be obliged to vote against
t, but at the same time I think there is a sufficient savor
of good in the Bill to allow it to go to a Committee where it
may be calmly considered. The evils against which tho
Bill is directed strike, as we all know, at the very root of
society-at the conjugal relation-and if it were possible
by any means to restrain this class of immorality, it would
be very desirable to do so. At the same time I feel very
trongly that there are vices whieh cannot be reached by
egislation, but that can be reached by education, and
especially religious education, and by the maintenance of a
igh standard of morality among the people. There are two
lauses of the Bill which I think are worthy of considera-
ion, and, therefore, I ask the House to allow the Bill to go
o Committee, and though I cannot sit on the Committee
myself, I shal put myself in communication with the chair-
man and with members on this side who may be upon the
Lommittee, and see if we cannot get such a Bill as will
dvance the cause of morality, without entailing those con-
equences which I fear would follow the adoption of the
àiIl in its prosent shape. The hon, gentleman haR
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stated that there are many States of the Union
which have adopted laws of this kind; but I am
afraid if we read the newspapers of the United States, and
especially those published where these laws are predomi-
nant, we will see unmistakable evidence of the failure of
these laws. In New York, which is one of these States, if
we may judge from the reports which we read in the daily
press, there prevails a very grave state of immorality-
greater indeed, I believe, than before the Bill passed. Still,
there may be some means of prevention, some means of
punish-ment, without offending the common sense of the peo-
ple, and without running counter to the general principle that
there are some offences which must be left to education and
instruction and the self respect of the man and the woman.
I trust the Bill will be allowed to go to the Special Com-
mittee.

Bill read the second. time, and referred to a Select
Committee.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr, McCARTIIY, in moving the second reading of Bill
(No. 14) respecting carriers by land, said: In 1874 this
louse passed a law respecting carriers by water, but I find

no legislation on the subject with which this Billdeals. The
Bill proposes to enforce here in substance the Carriers' Act
of 1830 passed in England, and amended in 1865. That
Bill provides that carriers shall be exempt from all respon-
sibility for articles beyond a certain value, which I have
fixed in the Bill at 850, unless a certain amount be paid to
the carrier as compensation for the additional risk incurred
by him. Upon this additional liability being paid ho is to
be liable at common law. The other portion of the Bill
introduces the provisions of the English Act of 1845 which
is intended to extend the limite of the liabilitiès of carriers.
This provided, in the first place, that carriers shall not be
exempted from responsibility unless the contract shall be
signed by the consignor or his agent. And even a
contract signed by the consignor shall not limit
the liability of the carrier if loss afterwards
happens by neglect or the want of due care
on the pait of the carrier. Most of us are aware that under
the present practice, carriers, either by special contract
with shippers, or by notices which are held to be binding,
have practically introduced a metbod by which they are
wholly irresponsible for the safety of the goods which they
are paid to carry. At common law they are held liable for
all losses, except those caused by the Queen's enemies or
the act of God; but tbey have, in the manner I have indi-
cated, limited their responsibility to so great an extent that
I think legislation on this subject is of the greatest import-
ance. I have considered a suggestion thrown out by an
hon. gentleman as to the competency of this House to deal
with this subject, and I may say that I think it is clearly
within the jurisdict ion of the Parliament of Canada, and not
of any of the Local Legislatures. The question came up
the other day in one of our courts. The Legiqature of
Ontario has introduced the Englisli law with regard to bills
of lading; and the judge-, although it was not neceésary to
the deciding of the case, were unanimously of opinion that
the law of the Province of Ontario on that subject was ultra
vires. I trust that this measure will become law. I believe it
is one not unfair to carriers, and certainly one in the public
interest, and I trust the hon.First Minister will allow it to go
to Committee of the Whole; or, if he thinks proper, to a
Special Committee, although for my part I think this is not
nuecessary.

Mr. AMYOT. It is most important that we should ex.
actly understand and agree upon the limits of the jurisdic-
tion of the Provincial and Federal Goveruments respectively.
Without saying one word against or in favor of the principle
of the Bill, I think we might take this opportunity to decide

Sir .ToN A. MACPONALD.

that question. I think, therefore, that instead of referring
the Bill to the Committee of the WholeHouse, there should
be no objection to referring it to a Special Committee com-
posed of all the practising lawyers in the flouse, who would
consider that question and report upon it to the House. We
have, in the Province of Quebec, a complete set of laws re-
lating to carriers by land or water, and the authoritiescited
on that point by the codifiers are from the French law,
which shows that the regulation of public carriers has always
been considered as forming part of the civil law; and if so,
it undoubtedly belongs to the Local Legislatures. Under the
circumstaices, when the time comes for the Bill to be re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, I shall have
the honor of moving that it be referred to a Committee com-
posed of all the practising lawyers that sit in this louse.

Mr. BLAKE . They will b quite sure to agree.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This measure is a very

important one, and as my hon. friend who spoke last, truly
says, it raises the question, whether it is within the com-
petence of this Parliament to deal with this subject. I hope
the Bill will b allowed to go te the second reading, and
that a future day may be fixed for a Committee of the
Whole House upon it. When that day comes, if the flouse
thinks well, after due consideration, to send it to a Special
Committee; that may be done, and the Order discharged.

Bill read the second time.

PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETIES.

Mr. WILLIAMS, in moving the second reading of
Bill (No. 17) to further amend the Act 37 Victoria, Chapter
50, respecting Permanent Building Societies in Ontario,
said: The object of this Bill is to give building societies a
wider field for investment than is now permitted by the
law. They are now restricted to investing in municipal
debentures or school debentures, ar.d I am sure every hon.
member of this House will admit that there are securities in
the country quite as safe as those to which the law restricts
them. The Bill is a very short one, although, perhaps, in
the opinion of some hon. gentlemen, it goes a little too far. I,
myself, think that it goes, perhaps, too far, and I intend, if the
Bill is rend a second time, te move that it ho referred to the
Committee on Banking and Commerce. when aill parties
interested lu it can have an opportunity of expressing their

Mr. BLAKE. May I ask the hon. gentleman whether
this Bill is brought forward at the instance of any large
number of societies or whether it represents the opinion of
some small proportion of them.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Bill was placed in my hands at
the suggestion of some parties connected with a building
society, but I think it will be put in such a shape that it
will be satisfactory to al the building societies throughout
the country.

Mr. BLAKE. I merely wish to say that while greater
elasticity may bu proper, I hope the louse will be very
cautious about adopting this Bill in its present shape. I
think it is of the utmost consequence to the country that.
we should not relax the provisions of the law as to tho
securities in which building societies may invest. There is
a very large amount of Our domestic capital invested in
these societies, and the safe and prudent investment of that
capitalis of the utmost possible moment. The failure of
one of these societies would be, I believe, feit by them all,
and would affect the safety of the community very much
like the failure of a bank; and, therefore, while the hon.
gentleman may, perhaps, show the Banking Committee that
there are securities in whieh these societies may properly
invest, it should be very reluetant to enlarge the range to
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such an extent as to admit any class of speculative securi-

ties whatever.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I wish fo cal attention ta

the very objectionable manner inwhich his Binis drawn.
The attention of the flouse has already been directed to
this point. The Bill simply says:

Section four of the said Act is hereby amended by adding, after
the word «I ccrporatiofls," in the sixth Une of said section, the words
following, "and oti er Corporations constituted under or in pursuance
of any statutory authority or"

That is the whole Bill. In order to understand that, it is
absolutely necessary to refer to the Act itself. It has been
repeatedly laid down here that if an amendment of that
kind is proposed, the original clause repealed and the clause
re-enacted with the proposed alterations printed in italies
should be shown in the Bill so that every hon. member will
know the effect of these proposed words. I have not been
able to catch the observations of the hon. member for
Durham. I have not the slightest idea of what this pro-
posed alteration will result in. The principle on which
this Bill should 'be drawn, as I have said, is to re-enact
the whole clause printed at length with amendments in
italics and this principle has been repeatedly insisted on by
Committees of the House.

Mr. CASGRA IN. It strikes me that these corporations
are private corpor atzions, and the Bill should come under the
head of Private Bills. I call the attention of the hon. leader
Of the Government to the fact that this is a private rather
than a general Bill.

Bill read the second tiine.

UNPROTECTED APERTURES IN THE ICE OF
NAVIGABLE WATERS.

Mr. ROBERTSON, in moving the second reading of 1Bill
(No. 30) to amend the CriminalLaw and to declare it a m is-
demeanor to leave unguarded and exposed, holes, openings,
&c., in the ice on any navigable water, said : I ask to have
this Bill referred to the Select Committee to which Bill (No.
6) was referred. Its object is to prevent people making
holeS in the ice on navigable waters- inland waters is the
intention of the Act and it may be amended in that respect.
Its purport is to cause fences to be erected so as to prevent
accidents through walking or driving into those holes in
the ice. There is hardly a constituency in the country
that does not suffer at times from the negligence of persons
cutting holes in the ice. Every year, in the constituency I
have the honor to represent, there are serions accidents re-
sulting sometimes in loss of life. This Bill proposes that
persons who make those holes shall protect them by mears
of some sufficient guard or other. 1 think the Bill is very
plain but if it can be amended in any way so as to ib onn
plainer I shall be very glad and will ask that it be referred
to the Special Committee I have named.

Billread the second time, and referred io the Select Com-
mittee to which Bill (No. 6) was referred.

CONSOLTDATED RAILWAY ACT OF 1879.

1r. RIOPEL, in moving the second reading of Bill (No.
32) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879, said :
The object is to facilitate railway companies by making
trafic arrangements under the authority of section 60, of
the Consolidated Ruilway Act. As all our railway lines
have been constructed by private enterprise they
originaly assume mostly an independent character;
but as they multiply and extend to ali parts of
the country, it becomes more advantageous for certain
companies to combine the administration of their roads
in order to inerease the volume of their traffic and to econ-
omize on their working expenses. I am of opinion those
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arrangements are favorable to the public as well as to the
companies, because the cheaper the administration is the
more the rates will tend to be reduced. The second and
third paragraphs of clause 60, afford ample protection to
other companies and the general public against the dang-
ers of monopoly. Moreover, we must encourage investment in
our national undertakings, and the greater the facilities af-
forded railway companies in their operations, the more
competition there will be in the pursuit of those great im-
provements which contribute so mightily to develop the
vast resources of the country. It is therefore desirable,
in order to meet those views, that we should extend to
fifty years the period of twenty-one years granted railway
companies for the purpoees above cited.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. With reference to the ques-
tion raised by the Bill, moved by my hon. friend who pre-
sented his views in so able a manner, it is one of very great
importance. Any hon. member who regards the scope this
would give to the railroad companies intended to be
afected by its operations, will see it is a Bill of very wide
scope indeed, and I think we must be understood as giving
a second reading of the Bill for the purpose of referring it
to the Committee on Railways and Canals, where it will be
fully considered and weighed; but we will not be under-
stood as oommitting ourselves to the principle.

Mr. BLAKE. I will first say that so far as 1 am con-
cerned, I have made up my mind about the principle of the
Bill, and I am entirely opposed to it. I believe it would be
a most unfortunate thing if we were to sanction the propo-
sition that these working arrangements could be made by
the volition of the two railway companies concerned, with-
out any intervention on the part of the public, or any
power of any kind to control thom for a longer period than
that which the law has now allotted, which is twenty-one
years. I think the question is, whether that period should
not be shortened. I think there is no question at all that it
should not be lengthened. Therefore, I desire to be under-
stood, not as not committing myself, but as committing,
myself absoiutely against what is proposed to be done;now
by giving this Bill a second reading.

Mr. RIOPEL. I may be permitted to remark that the prin-
ciple is not only admitted in theGeneral Railway Act, but
almost every private conipauy which has applied for absolute
powers of arna!gamation has been granted such powers both
by the Federai and Local Legislatures. Therefore, this
principle being so generally udmitted, the only question
now is whether it is proper to extend to fifty years the
period of twenty-one which is already granted.

Bill read the second time.

MAIL CARRIAGE BY THE ST. LAWRENCE AND
LAKE CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RAILWAY.

Mr. DUPONT eiquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to have Her Majesty's Mails carried, dur-
ing the current year, between the Village ofFarnham in the
Electoral District of Missisquoi, and the Village of St..
Guillaume in the Electoral District of Drummond and Artha-
baska, by way of the St. Lawrence and Lake Champlain
Junction Railway ?

Mr. CARLING. The matter is under the consideration
of the Government,

RAILWAY CROSSINGS IN PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. DAVIES enquired, Whether the attention ofthe Min-
ister of Railways has been called to the state offthe railway
crossing on the St. Peter's Road, Prince Edward Island, and
to the accident which occurred there last winter, and
whether he intends having a bridge built over that crossming,
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or having other means adopted for the protection of the do so than in making some reference to the history ofthose
travelling public at that place ? institutions which have been organized and carried on in

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would say in answer to the other countries. We know that like every other institution
hon. gentleman that the attention of the Department has tbey have been of slow growth. England boasts, perhaps,
been called to the state of this crossing, which I may say i; of one of the fnest life-saving institutions in the world
not more dangerous than crossings usually are across rail dependent, not upon Government aid, but entirely upon
ways, and I objected to that definition being specially given donations and benevolent assistance. It bad its origin, I
te tiuîs passage. I took exception to theterm "serions believe, in 1824, when Sir William Hillary, influenced by
accident," because in this case it occurredthrough the rock- the difficulties ho had experienced, and the defeats he had
less driving of a pair of horses, as it was shown that the met with in attempting to save life on the coasts of the Isle
,arty had driven in front of the engineagainst allthe notice of Man, determined to arouse the nation on the subject, if i t

that could be given by the railway to prevent such an acci- were in his power. He secured the assistance ofthe member
dent. It was thoroughly investigated, and itwas found that for London, and a meeting was called, which met in the
it was owing entirely tethe recklesF course parsued by ihe London Tavern, and after a few words from Sir William
driver. It is quite impossible to take any moasure to pre- Hillary, a resolution was passed expressing regret at the
vent accidents of tbat kind, but directions have been given condition of affairs, but also expressing the belief that much
in all cases to sec that the bell is sounded and the whistle might be done in saving the lives of fishermen and ship-
blown at every crossing, so that due warning may be given wrecked sailors. The meeting thon adjourned for a month,
not to gioîf the road inifront of the locomotive. and during that time King George the Fourth had become

the patron of the institution, Sir William Wilberforce took
THE ACCIDENT AT THE MONTREAL CUSTOM up the advocacy of the cause, and many others of the English

BOUSE. nobility consented to become vice-patrons. The result was
that at the next meeting a society was organized under the

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), in the absence of Mr. CURRAN, name of" The Royal National Institution for the Preservation
enquired, Whether it is the intention of the Government to of Life from Shipwreck." The first year their receipts amount-
make any provision for the widows of the fate Meharg, ed to £10,000 sterling, and at the end of the yoar they had
engineer, and Cooney, fireman, at the Custom House in the twelve properly equipped life-boats under their control.
City of Montreal, who were killed by the accidental The institution went on very successfully for the nexýt
explosion of the boiler in that institution ? quarter of a century, but it was not until 1850 that the

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The matter has been nation became thoroughly aroused on the subject, after
brought to my notice by the hon. member for Montreal which the progress became more rapid. At that time the
Centre, and the case will be considered when the Estimates late Prince Consort, with bis highly cultivated mind and
are submitted to the Government.lhis intuitive appreciation of all that wa-ý great and good,

lent himself to the cause, and Her Most Gracions Majesty,
LIFE SAVING STATIONS. who had beenpatroness of the institution from the date ùt jie 2

coronation, gave thatyear 100 guineas and fifty poundsayoai-
Mr. PLATT, in moving for copies of correspondence, te the society. Since that time the Prince of Wales, the heir

petitions, reports of surveys, and reports and recommenda. apparent to the Throne, and thoDuke cf Edinburgh, have
tions of Inspectors, and others, relative to the establish- presided at the annual meetings of the association. ln
ment, location, character of apparatus to be used, and mode 1853 a change cf name was adopted, lu consequencof ama'-
of management of Life-Saving Stations at dangerous points gamation with another society which had been foroed
on coast of Lake Ontario or other waters, together with some years proviens, and was known as the Royal Institution
such other reports upon the construction and operation of foi the Saving cf Shipwrecked Mariners and Fishermen.
Lifc-Saving Stations in other countries, as may bo in the The new]y cembined association thon assumod the name of
possession of the Government, said: In drawing the atten- the Royal lifeboat Institution, and since that trne it bas
tion of theI louse to a subject, which, in my humble opinion, been known by that name. lu 1856 Captain Fi:zgorald'
is of the greatest importance, it is but fair to state that thecf the Royal Navy, gave £10,000 towards its funds. In tho
motion 1 have the honor to make is not for the purpose of same year the Merchants Shipping Act was passed, and tho
eliciting information upon which to base any hostile criti- Board cf Trade nndertook the management cf the mertar
ciam of the administration of the Department of Marine, for 8cr ;ice on the coast et England.iProgross since that day
I have just reasons to foar the operations of the Department, has been rapid. Engiand with a sea coasi of 2,000 miles
in the direction indicated, have not been extended to any possessed, in 1813, 183 thoroughly eqnipped lite-boats;
appreciable extent; ard -the sin of omission, if such there Scotland, with 1,500 miles cf soacoast, thirty life-boats;
be, is probably no more chargeable to the Governmeit than and Ireland, with 1,400 miles cf seas thirty-one
te Parliament, and, perhaps, no more chargeable to Parlia- boat; that is te say, that on a coastline of 4,900 miles there
ment than to the country at large. In looking at the won- wore 242 life boats under the control cf the Royal Lifeboat
derful dimensions te which lhe life-saving service of other Institution, tegether with numerous wrecking mortars
countries, notably that f Great Britain and the United under tho econtroel of the Board of Trade. Thore isee
Statos, bas grown, it seema passing strango te me that vcry ploasing featur 1 in con0 gtien with thi, ands la yis
CJanada, with its extensive range cf dangerous coast lino, lIaithe 242 life-boats were presnted te ohat institution,
lias net to-day a single theroughly equpped life-saving mast of thet by relatives and friends cf the poor sailors
station, not a single wrek-gun or mertar, net a sprf-boat, whose live bad been saved trough the efforts of that
and net a single lifo-beai worthy cf th1 name. We suifer society. If we look at what las been donc by that institu-
in common with other countries from shipwrecks upon car tien wao ath se how rapidly il as grown and wen is way
coasts, and wo know toc well that every seasen adds into te hearts f the peple. n 1850 with aln incme of
hundreds te the lEst cf those who have perished £354 sterling it possessd nineten bats and was themens
upon car apparently unfriendly ishores. We rspend thou- cf saving 209 lives. Lu 1853 its incomo was £703, boats
sandscf dollars cf public money annually te indwe tbirty-fur; nu mberd f lives saved, 1,773. a 1869, income
immigrants te corne bore, but wespont very littie te sae R £40,000; boat 220;inufnberef lives saved, 1,231. I 183,
the lives cf these wbo have takeon up their abode amongat!income £3 1,000, gats 242; number of lires saved 668. Up
us. I thinak I am fully justified in calling the. attention cf tsertie ond cf 1873 this magnifioet institutioa
the Ileuse te this important question, and I cannot l4etar adoequipped 242 boat, and distributed £42,000 i

Mr. Dàvize.
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swards and 920 medals. Up to that time what was

the aggregate of success due to the efforts of that

organization ? It had saved no less than 22,153 lives,
and an amount of property valued at £5,000,000 sterling.
From that day to the present, the managers of that
institution have not relaxed their efforts, but have gone
on in2reasing in strength and usefulness; and during
the last decade they have progressed until they have
an army of over 30,000 men, who with their wives and
children stand up as witnesses on behalf of that asso-
ciation, which only a quarter of a century ago had its
birth. Besides we have the influence which it has
had on the conduet of other nations, and I can only
regret it has not had the same influence on Canada. Russia,
Turkey, Italy, Germany, France and other countries have
life-saving associations, organized under the fostering care
of the Royal Institution of England, all benefitting by the
advice and counsel, and by the pattern life boats and appara-
tus; and Canada could very easily have received the same
assistance if she had only asked for it. Let us now
look nearer home and glance at the magnificient
proportions of the life-boat institution of the United
States. There of course the institution differs entirely
in its character from that which exists in the Old Coun-
try. The United States with a coast line of 10,000 miles
bas not failed to grapple with the question, and although
ber wealth is mainly in the interior the Government have
taken hold of the service and life-saving stations are sup-
ported by Government grants. In that country, as in this,
the progress bas been somewhat slow. The system in the
United States had its origin, to be sure, in a benevolent
institution. As far backas 1799 the Massaehussets ilumane
Society was formed, an institution which did nothing more
than pliace a few buts on the coast of the State. In 1807
the first life-boat was built. In 1847 the first Government
grant was made, the amount being $5,000. The repors of
the success of this small institution were so forcible that
they pushed public opinion, and public opinion pushed the
Government to still greater efforts. We find that in 1854
$42,500 were granted. In 1855 there were 55 life-
saving stations with 83 life-boats elsewhere. In 1871 a
grant was made of $200,000, owing to the loss of the
Powhotan, which occurred just outside the limits of one of
the stations, and to the opinion being held by the nation
that if there had been a life-saving station at the spot overy
life might have been saved. At that time the gentleman
who is now the general superintendent of the life-saving
service, Mr. Sumner I. Kimball, became inspecter. He
threw bis whole seul into the great work, and it bas flour-
ished remarkably since that time. The effect was marvel-
lous. Unworthy officers were dismissed and efficient men
obtained, and in 1872 there was not a life lost on the
Atlantic coast of the United States within range of those
stations. In 1873 the stations saved 1,165 lives, only two
being lost within range of their operations. In 1874 they saved
855 lives, only sixteen being lost; in 1875, 729 saved,
twenty-two lest; 1876, 1,500 saved, eleven lost. At that
time the self-righting boats and Lyle guns came into use ;
and since then the service has been still more remark-
ably successful, as, in 1877, the stations saved 1,331 lives,
only twenty-nine being lost. The country was more than
usually aroused by the success of the institution at that
time. The loss too, of the Metropolis and Buron by
which 183 lives were lost, one of which occurred during
the season when operations had ceased, and the other out-
side of the range of the station's operations, led the Boards
of Trade and Chambers of Commerce to send in countless
petitions, the result of which was the unanimous passing
Of the Bill of 1878. The whole live-saving service of the
United States at the present time is divided into twelve
districts, all under one general superintendent, each
district having subinspetors and a number of surf-

men, of whom it is unnecessary to speak. It is system.
atically arranged and cared for by the Goverment. It
is a branch of the Treasury Department at Wash-
ington, and the sole control of it is placed in the bands
of the general superintendent and of persons appointed
to act as inspectors under his supervision. The
keepers of these stations are not changed with the change
of Administration; they are not placed there for political
purposes, but solely on the ground of their effi-
ciency, and many of these keepers bave been there
for ten or fifteen years back. We find, Sir,
that we have on the southern coasts of the great takes,-
three of these districts :-District No. 9, comprises
Lakes Erie and Ontario, with nine complete life-
saving stations ; District No. 10, Lakes Huron and
Superior, with thirteen stations ; District, No. 11,
Lake Michigan, with seventeen stations-no less in all
than forty stations which affect the interests of our own
marine. The total number of these stations in the United
States at present is 203 complete, besides many life-boat
stations, whtch are net c,.lled life-saving stations there, as
well as many other posts. Now, Sir, I cannot more
thoroughly, perhaps, impress this House with the grandeur
of this work to-day in that country than by giving a few
statistics, culled from the report of 1881. During
that year, no less than 215 disasters to vessels occurred
within the range of the operations of this service; on board
these vessels the lives of 1,878 perso were iniperilled, of
whom this institution suceeeded in saving a no less number
than 1854, succoring 1,407 wounded seamen, and 1,060 days
relief and treatment being given them; the value of the
vessels involved in these disasters was no less than
$2,74 t,000 ; the cargoes amunted in value to the sum of

1,3 10,000, a total of 84,054,000; of this amount this insti-
tution succeeded in saving 82,828,000 worth of property.
If we take the list affecting ten years of the operations of
this institution, we find that the total number of disasters
was 1,3 t7; the value of the vessels amounted to $16,083,000;
and cargoes to 88,500,000; of which weîe saved no less than
$14,958,000 worth of property. The numlbert of per-
sons imperilled by these wrecks was 12,259, of
which this institution saved no less a number
than 11,864. The loss of persons, during these ten years,
numbered 395, of which 183 were on the Euron and the Me-
tropolis; and of these two wreeks, one was outside of the
seasoni's operations, and another outside of the scope of those
operations. Well, Mr. Speaker, ]et me ask this House,
what are we doing ? With a coast lino longer than
that of Great Britain and Ireland, exposed to all the
inclemencies of the season, with the knowliedge con-
stantly present to onr minds, that every year hun-
dreds of our fellow men are driven to destruction
on our coasts and that with very little effort on our part to
relieve them ; we, I say, who boast already of our maritime
power, and scorn to tage second place in the scale of pro-
gress and of Christian philantrophy, are we abreast with
the times in these respects? I fear that the response te the
motion I have made to-day will show that we are not; and
whatever may be the cause of what I am almost obliged to
term culpab'e negligence on our part, I trust that it may
be speedily removed, and that some action may be taken in
order to sa7e our reputation amongst the Christian nations
of the earth. Yet all our coasts, Sir, are just of'the
character which imperatively demands that something
should be done in this rezpect; rugged coasts, with numerous
narrow harbors, an abundance of piers exposed to the raging
of gales and tempestuous seas, all these, I say, combine to
make very dangerous coasts, whereas, by the very nature of
these coasts, they are rendered more simple and easy fbr
the landing of life-boats, not making necessarythe construc-
tion of surf-boats, as are used in the English service, on
their sandy shores. It is not a very difficuit matter to enter.

1883. 1327
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on this project; we will not have to undertake ail the
labors, as others have labored in this field long and well; we
eau profit by their experience; they have solved the pro-
blem as to the best bouts to be used, and the best means of
carrying on the service; and no doubt, they will gladly
place all their knowledge in this respect, and ail
their assistance, at our disposai. I suppose that
there are many gentlemen within the soind of my
voice, who can call to mind instances of vessels wreck-
ed within their own knowledge, on wbich lives were
lost; whe;, had life-saving apparatus been at command many
lives would have been saved. Within my own recollection,
on the coasts of the county which I have the honor toi
represent, two of those cases occurred. Some ten years ago,
the schooner Jessie took shelter behind Salmon Point,i
during a southern gale, one Sunday afternoon ; they
thought that all was right; but on Monday morning they
found that the wind had suddenly veered to the westward,
and they were completely trapped between the points. Iti
was impossible to escape; the wind blow up to a gale
In the morning the whole neighborhood was aroused.
The vessel had dragged anehor and stranded within 20 J
yards from the shore. Hundreds of people soon collected
along the coast; fishing boats were sought; the largest
were brought which were to be found in that
section of the country; heroic men manned them,
and tried their very utmost to reach the vessel,
but all that faced the storm were tossed back
like cockle-shells, and thrown contemptuously onE
the sands. Well, Sir, tliat was a day never to be forgot-
ten. There, almost within a stone's throw of the land, men
were clinging to the wreck and uttering heartrending cries
for help; but no man could reach them. Had a mortar
been there a small lino coulM have been thrown across tdie
wreck, and we could have saved every man on board, but1
no mortar was there. The whole lifelong day the specta-(
tors remained on the beach and wondered what could be1
done. It was a sight not to be forgotten by those whoc
witnessed it. Menu nd women fell on their knees on the
sand and prayed, and strong mon with tearful eyes,1
wrung their hands and cried: "What can be donei
to save these men," but ait in vain, and one by one
succumbing to exposure, the poor victims droppedc
from the wreck and sank into a watory grave.r
The story is soon told, and will be soonf
forgotten by most but not by those who witnessed it, and 8
never by the wives and families of those poor fellows who ,
perished by this wreck. Only last November, the schoonere
Benry Folger, was discovered one stormy morning stranded
on a reef off Salmon Point. It wa, thought when she was t
first discovered, that men were seen moving on her decks,c
whether so, or not, we know that the story was soon told. h
In a few hours she became a complote wreck; and in a fews
days the mangled bodies of the helpless crew were foundc
on the shore. It may be said by some, that in most of thesec
circumstances, the tempest and the waves would ha sogreatf
that it would be impossible to reaeh and succor them, but,m
such is not the case. I believe that the history of the life-sav- b
ing service of ail conutries will give that supposition i
a most triumphant denial. We know, that from the Atlantic i
coast of the Inited States, as well as from the storm-beatenI
shores of the seagirt isle, the same heroic exclamation ise
heard : "To discover a wreck means to reach it and rescue i
the imperilled ones thereon !" We know, Sir, that thero I
is nothing that man cannet do, if ho is supplied with thes
proper means against the elements, and when we read the b
history of the life-saving service, both o England and the
United States, we become convinced that thore are VerCy
few wreeks on our coasts at which lives could not b saved.1
I know, Sir, thatîI am running the risk of wearying the Hiouse;
I have spoken, perhaps, longer and more carnestly on this b
question than becomes so young a member of this House. jIf

Mr. PLATT.
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My oinly excuse is the importance of the question
which imperatively demands that some action should
be taken, and if I have spoken longer than may be
seeming in a new member of the fouse, the charge may,
per haps, be laid at the door of the hon. the First
Minister, who, by a motion for adjournment yesterday, gave
me opportunity for extending my research over a loniger
period of ti me than would otherwise have been done. Before
leaving home I asked the captain of a vessel, who is well
known, what he knew about life-saving stations, and what
had better be done. "Well," replied ho, "tell the Govern-
ment that if they do not care to save the lives of their own
sailors, they should save the lives of the American boys
who have saved my own life and the lives ofmany of our
sailors on the southern coasts of our great lakes."
Let me say in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that I take it for
granted that no defence will be necessary for energetie
action on the part of the Government, either on the floor
of this flouse or in the country, for

IlThe voices of the reaeaed,
Whose numbers will be read;
The.tears of speechless meaning
Their wives and children shed;
The mexnory of mercdes
in man's extremeat need;
Ali for the dear old life-boat,
In unison will plead."

Mr. MêLELAN. The description which the hon.
gentleman has given us of the condition of the life saving
service in other countries has been very interesting.indeed.
The hon. gentleman asks what we have been doing in this
country. In answer 1 might say that the .attention of the
country and the Government has been given to the lighting
of the coasts, the building of lighthouses, the erection of fog
alarms; and we have the inland coasts of the Dominion and
the sea coasts as well lIghted, and almost as perfectly;as any
other coast in the world. I have no doubt that 500 light-
houses are to be found on the sea coast and inland waters
of Canada; but now that the trade of the inland waters has
increased so rapidly the attention of the Government will
have to be turned more largely than ever to the erection of
additional lighthouses on these inland waters. Now that
these lighthouses, fog alarms, and bell buoys are in
operation for the purpose of saving life and warning our
mariners of hidden dangers, the attention ofthe Government
in the future will be more largely devoted to the life boat
service in particular, and the various organizatioas which life
saving stations have perfected. The hon. member who pre-
ceded the hon. gentleman who hasjust spoken ir the repre-
sentation of Prince Edward County brought my itention
to this matter, not by detailing what was done in other
countries, but by bringing to my notice the nece sity of
having, in connection with his own county, some li1f saving
stations-that county being by its peculiar formation espe-
cially liable to sbip-wrecks and other marine disasters on its
coasts. Life boats have been provided in many places, but
there being no one in charge of them it was found that
when the necessity for using them arose, they were apt to
be unserviceable; but after consulting day after day with a
former member for Prince Edward County and receiving
from him voluminous communications on the subject-and
I take occasion to say that Mr. McCuaig gave very earnest
consideration to this question and was indefatigable in press-
ing it upon my attention-I decided that that county should
have new life saving stations. I gave directions that a contract
should be entered into for the construction of the best life
boat that could be procured, and this boat was to be located
at such a point as might be determined upon. Under the
contract the boat was to have been delivered on the 9th, of
December, but, as frequently happens in contracts, the con-
ractor failed to have it ready at the specified time. The
boat, however, is completed now, and will be forwarded be-
fore navigation opens to a point selected for her location.
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We have also decided that this boat shall be placed in
charge of a crew and captain, who shall be paid a certain
sum for the time they spend in practice. They will have
stated periods for practice, and I propose that in other sec-
tions the same system shall be adopted-that is, that the
boats shall be put in charge of captains and crews, who shail
be paid something for practising and taking charge of the
boats when the necessity arises.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the f0 llowigg Returns were severally agreed
to:-

Copies of all correspondence between the Government
of Nova Scotia and the Departments of Railways and Public
Works respecting the transfer of the Branch line ofRailway
between Truro and Pictou, and all correspondence with the
Halifax and Cape Breton Railway and Coai Company
respecting Eastern Extension Railway matters in Nova
Scotia.-(Mr. McDonald, Cape Breton.)

Return of casualties, where no loss of life occurred, to
trains on the Intercolonial Railway, arising firom collision,
broken rails or otberwise, from March 1sf, 1882, to July
1st, 1882; also, from July 1st, 1882, to March ist, 1883;
with the respective causes and dates, and the amount of
damage (if any) in each case, to property, and amount
of compensation paid to owners of property destroyed or
damaged, as well as amount of claims for loss or damage to
property, (if any) unsettled.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the instructions issued to the inspectors and
other officers of the Fisheries, as to the enforcement of the
Order in Council of June lth, 1879, whereby fishing for
salmon in the Dominion of Canada, except under the
authority of lease or license from the Department of Marine
and Fisheries, was prohibited, the number of seizures and
informations laid before Justices of the Peace against parties
fishing without such lease or liconse; the number of con-
victions obtained; also, a statement of suits brought against
Fishery Officers for trespass and assault in endeavorin to
enforce the said Order in Council, and the amounit of
damages (if any) recovered in each case.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Return showing the amount paid out of the appropriation
of $150,000 made last Session of Parliament " to aid in the
development of the Sea Fisheries;" the arnounts paid to
each person or vessel, and their names; the name or names
of the persons appointed to distribute the same, and their
compensation; copies of all instructions given to such per.
sons as to the distribution of the Fund, imd all correspon-
dence connected tlierewitb.-(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne.)

SirJOHN A. MACDONAL) moved the adjournment of
the Houe.

Motion agreed to; and (at 1.15 o'cock p.m ) the lieuse
adjourned.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 7th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took lic Chair at Throc o'cl ck.

PRIAYERs.
BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the Quebec and James' Bay
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 55) to incorporato the Canadian Passenger
Steamship Company.-(Mr. Mitchell.)
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Bill (No. 56) to incorporate the Edmonton and Peace
River Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 57) to further amend the Acts relating to the
New Brunswick Railway.Company.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Bill (No. 58) to amend the several Acts incorporating the
Portage, Westbourne and North-West Railway Company,
and to change the name thereof to the Great Northern Rail-
way Company of Canada.- (Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 59) to amend the Acts incorporating the
Atlantic and North-West Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

EMPLOYMENT OF SHORTIIAND W RITERS.

Mr. HACKETT. I beg to move that the Select Com-
mittee appointed to enquire into means for the facilitation
of communication between Prince Edward Island and the
mainland be authorized to employ a shortband writer.

Mr. BLAKE. It is becoming the practice of all Select
Committees having a subject for enquiry to employ short.
hand writers. We had a discussion on this subject some
years ago. It was found that the expenses of the Session
were very largely increased by that course, and a much
more rigid rule, by general consent, was adopted-that a case
should be made out by the mover of the motion indicating
that a very large volume of evidence was to be taken, and
that the labors of the Committee could not be otherwise per-
formed. Under these circumstances an order for the employ-
ment of a shorthand writer was to be made. I have no
information myself as to whether this is a proper or an
improper case, but I should not suppose that a vast amount
of evidence would be required to be taken, and I think
that at any rate it would be important to observe the rule:
that a statement is to be made indicating to the House the
special grounds which justify the incurring of this special
expenditurc.

Sir CITA TLES TUPPER. I think that there is a good
deal of force in the hon. member's suggestion; but I would
suggest that this motion should be allowed to pass, while
the remarks made should be held to be a notice to parties
making similar motions in future, to furnish the grounds
on whieh they are made.

Motion agreed to.

NATURALIZATION OF1 ALIENS.

Mr. WELLS, in introducing Bill (No. 60) to facilitate hIe
Naturalization of Aliens, 1883, said : fhis Bill, Mr.Speakor, is
designed to remedy an evil which many members of this
lieuse have experienced-especially those who represent
counties such as Bruce, Grey, ]luron, Porth and Waterloo.
I do not wish to say anything disrespectful of the Naturali-
zation Laws of this country, but if the design was to facilitato
and encourage the naturalization of aliens, they have
certainly been failures; but if, on the other hand, the design
was to prevent sncb naturalization, they have been a re-
markable success. At every election a great number of the
very best citizens in the country-men of the great-
est intelligence, worth and enterprise-are turned back
from the polls and told that they have nothing to say in
the election of their representatives. Many others
decline to go to the poll rather than submit themselves to
the humiliation of being turned back, and so lose their
votes. The object of the Bill is to enable, and to require,
deputy returning officers to administer oaths of allegiance
and of residence; and so allow these men to vote. There
are other provisions in the Bill relating to the sending of
certificates to certain officials of the various Provincial
courts, and to be followed by the usual proceedings for
naturalization. I trust that the Bill will become law.

Bill rend the first time.
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LIVERPOOL HARBOR.

Mr. FORBES enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to place an automatic buoy, or erect a fog-
whistle, at the entrance of Liverpool Harbor during the
coming season ?

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman will see, by refer-
once to page twenty-four of the Report of the Marine
Department, that we have two of these automatic buoys
in preparation, one of which is to be moored off the harbor of
Liverpool, and the other is to be placed in the most favor-
able spot for marking the north-west ledge of Brier Island.

WORKS AT PUDDING PAN, N S.

Mr. FORBES enquired, Whether the Government intend
to complete the works commenced at Pudding Pan, Queen's
County, N.S., during the coming season ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I beg to inform the hon.
gentleman that the works undertaken in 1868, which are
the only works undertaken there, were 875 feet of wharf,
at a cost of$5,714, and that that work was completed. There
is no intention of continuing the work.

LANDS IN PRINCE ALBERT, N.W.T., AND NEIGH-
BORING DISTRICTS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all correspondence
and memorials- relating to the claims of the inhabitants of
Prince Albert and the neighboring districts in the North-
West Territories, in respect to the lands they occupy, and
to other matters affecting their condition, said :I have
seen, as I dare say other hon. gentlemen have seen, a
petition to this House by the inhabitants of Princeô Albert
and vicinity, from which it appears that many of these
settlers went to Ihe North-West prior to the transfer
thereof to the Dominion, and that there has been very
great delay and indifference shown with reference to their
obtaining titles to their lands. It is represented,
in a communication which I bave received, that there has
been much correpondence with the Government, and that
representations have been made as well by personal inter-
view as by letters, with regard to these and some other
grievances; but that up to this time, at any rate, no effectual
remedy has been applied. The statement is, as to some of
the inhabitants, that they went there prior to 1870 and took
up lands; that they have ever since iesided upon, cultivated
anti improved them; that their claims have been recognized
by the proper departmont at Ottawa; that they have from
time to time been promised that their titles to these lands
would be confirmed by the issue of patents, but that nothing
has been actually done. It is suggested-I do not express
an opinion en the subject, but the position taken by some of
the inhabitants is-that their position is similar to the
position of those who were residents within Manitoba at the
same time; but what is important is, that some just and
liberal decision should be reached as to the terms upon
which the patents to these lands can be obtained and the
titles to them settied. By the regulations of the registry
offices of the North-West, no instrument affecting particular
lands can be registered until after the patent has been first
registered, so that thousands of transfers have taken place
in the territory, and not one of them lias been properly
registered. A registiar was appointed two years ago, but
the office is not open yet-I suppose, because patents not
having been issued, there has been nothing for him to do.
It is also said that many of the Eettlers settied subsequently
to the year 1870 but prior to 1879, on lands which were
then unclaimed, with the intention of homesteading, and
though they have since complied with the regulations of the
Act of 1879, they have been unable to obtain the necessary
grants from the Crown. Prior to 1879 all tho lands in

Mr. WELLS.

the district, whether odd or even numbered sections, were
open for purchase or homestead, and many of the sottlers
took up lands, cultivated and improved them, with the
intention of purchasing ; but by an Order in Council which
has since been passed, they are prohibited froin purchasing
these lands. As the local land office was only opened last
year, many of the settlers were prevented from making
their entries at ithe proper time, and many of them are
thus debarred from having their titles recognized by the
Department, and will Le compelled to remain three years
before a recognized entry can be made. It appears that
the agent was appointed as long ag o as 1878, and has been
there ever since, but the office w not open for homestead
entries until August, 1881 ; and by the land regulations
which -intervened, settlers were prevented from exercising
that freedom with regard to purchase and settlement which
had existed prior to that date. Another complaint is made
in the communication which I have received, and that is,
that parties who have improved odd or even sections since
au early period, intending to purchase them, have not been
allowed to buy tbem at the one dollar rate ; and as tbey
were refused the right of homesteading, many persons
having residences and- large improvements on these lands,
have been informed by persons at the land office, that their
lands were bought by others, and there bas thus been
encouraged, by the action of the Government, a great deal
of the worst sort of land grabbing, or land robbery. Then
the great distance of these settlers from the railways and
from the general current of settlement, has, of course,
imposed special disabilities and expense upon these settlers,
which, they ontend, and rightly, I think, should entitle
them to a prompt and liberal decision with reference to
their rights to their lands. It is complained also that the
Government has insisted that the settlement duties
must be proved to have begun before October 9th,
1879, and that the Government have since instructed
the agent to decline to recommend for patents any claims
in which entry had been obtained, unless it was
obtained within three months after the land office opened.
There are about 3,000 farmers in this settlement, and there
is said-although the district contains a good deal of good
land-to be considerable poor land ; and there being only a
small amount of land surveyed, and properly certified at the
Department, it was found impossible to locate upon lands
with any certain -knowledge of whether they were within
odd or evei numbered sections. It is also suggested that
colonization companies sur round the district, and the agents
of these companies have taken care to forbid all immigrants
from going on their lands; and the result has been that many
intending settlers have departed and gone across the line.
There are certain other complaints made which are not so
directly connected with the land, but which have reference
to very material impediments to the progress of the settle-
ment. It is said that it takes less than a week for the mail
to go from the Canadian Pacific Railway to Prince Albert,
but six weeks to get an answer from Winnipeg, and that
sixteen mails in the year are the whoe amount of mail
accommodation obtained up to this time. Sevcral other
complaints are made, but 1 will troublo the House with
reférence to only two of them-a com plaint as t> the slow-
ness exhibited in improving the Saskatchewan River,
although a vote of the House was taken for $20,000 for ihat
purpose, that river being, it is said, the principal means of
transporting freight to and from that region; an-d a com-
plaint of the slowness in surveying the wood land lying on
the north branch of tte Sa-katchewan opp)site Prince
Albert. The debly boing said to involve cinsiderablo in-
convenience to the settlers, and tho depletion of a large
portion of thii wodd land by unauthorized persons. These
complaints having been made to m, I thought it my duty
to move for this order and to make these statements, in
order that the claims of these individuals might receive
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more attention in the fature than they appear to have extended westward, and the main force of the surveyors
receivod up to eth tirme. has been employed on the line of the Pacific Railway west.

Sir OHNA. ACDNAL. Ihav no bjetio toward. But surveys have been going on at the same timesir JOtN A. MAoDONALD. have ne objectionto nother portions of the country-at Prince Albert, at
the granting of this motion; but mny hon, fi iend mast noti&o
tak itafor granted that all these complaints are well Edmonton, and at other points, and along the boundarytae eit g south of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The Government
founded. intend to ask Parliament to give them a large grant for

Mr. BLAKE. Oh, no; I do not. surveying next season. With the increasing number of
Sir JOHN A. MACDON'ALD. I know the hon. gentle- applications from survoyors, and increasing experience, we

man does not. Similar complaints are made in every rew hope that the prosent year will show a very much larger
settlement by persons who are anxious to have the country reach of country surveyed than has been covered in any
opened t' the'n and surveyed, and patents granted. No previous year. I hope that perhaps five or six hundred
matter whether it is in an outiying district or in the vicin- townships will be under survey during the year 1883. If
ity of more sottlod parte, they are anxious to bave all the we have a favorable season for the purpose, we expect te
advantages of an old, well organized, well settled, country. be able te cover that quantity of ground. Last year and
One reuson of the delays at Prince Albert has been alluded the year before, the weather in the spring of the year was
to by my hon. friend, that is the nature of the surveys. adverse, and in some partions of the country to be surveyed
The settlers are scattered along the North Saskatchewan it was found impossible for the surveyors to get in until
for a great distance. Some of them have complained that well on in the summer. We hope those were abnormal
they should have long narrow strips of land runuing back conditions. We have a large staff, and with a long summer
three or four miles into the couîntry, such as we were obliged we ought to be able this year to cover a great quantity of'
to grant to the settlers along the Red River and Assineboine ground. There will be no objection to the granting of this
River for the purpose of settlirg all the disputes that existed motion. As regards the slowness of improving the Saskat-
in that country. It is not proposed in any way to carry out chewan, I think my hon. friend the hon. Minister of Public
the same system in Prince Albert. The general systein of Works can dispose of that complaint. The different
survey in the North-West has been applied to the Prince obstructions will be removed as so)on as it is ascertainel by
Albert district, and, of course, the lines as run wilt net in survey where the money will be best applied. It is under-
every instance form the boundaries of the different sections stood there are boulders in particular portions of the Sas-
or quarter-sections which the settlers have taken up with- katchewan, the removal of which will greatly improve
out reference to any survey whatovei. But no persons the navigation. Every exertion will be made to apply the
have been removed or ousted. There m ut be a system of money Parliament has voted for the removai of these
give and take. The survey there has been going on, and obstructions in the manner best calculated to accomplish
the proper officer has been sent there for the purpose of that purpose.
confirming settlers who have >ond fide claims according to Mr. ROYAL. I suppose you are aware that delegates have
law. Many cases must arise of settlers going in and taking been sent here by a certain portion of the population of the
up fancy spots, and some system mus(t be arranged by North-West'rerritoryrespecting the subjectwhich isjustnow
which the systen of survey shall be adhered to and the engaging the attention of this House, and is more especially
settlers substantially protected at the same timne. We under the notice of the Government. These delegates have
cannot help it if people act under ihe impi'oeion that laid their grievances-if grievances they are-before some
colonization companies can keep them off their tracts. of the hon. Ministers. Their object is to have the title te the
Land jol>ers and land speculators may tell the lands occupied, owned and improved by some of those
people: " These lands belong to us," and some persons people for over twenty years, recognized and confirmed by
are frightened enougli to buy off their claim, whether the Governmont. Their claims are nothing but juast. These
it is good or not. We cannot help tha'. Al I can lands belong mostly to half-breed people and pioneers from
say with reference to these colonization companies is, Ontario, who went west from the Province of Manitoba
that there is not anything to prevent any settler going in some five, ton or fifteen years ago. These pioneers of
and settling on an even-numbered lot under the general Canadian civilization have formed groups throughout the
regulations, making his entry and getting his patent at the territories, which will no doubt be the nucleus of a large
end of three years. It has certainly been an inconvenience population. There is a very important group at Duck Lake,
to those parties who wish to sel that they have not got at Prince Albert, another at Edmonton, another at St.
their patents. The pressure in that direction is very Albert, and so on. Last year surveyors were sent out
great; but the system which has always existed in Canada, to carry cn the surveys of the Dominion in that
which we got from the Mother Country, with the various part of the country. These surveyors had no instructions
sanctions required before affixing the great seal and the to stop wherever they would meet any of the old settle-
signature of the sovereign or her representative, is followed ments, and their continuing the lines aroused, of course,
in all these cases, and that has caused considerable dolay. the suspicion of the old settlers who held a meeting and
In the measure 1 have laid before the House, there is a represented to the Government the justice of respect-
provision by which that circumlocutary process will be ing thoir proporty in farms and improvements. Their
very much abbreviated, and patents will be issued more claims have been fully recognized and orders have been sent
speedily. The Department cannot pretend to survey at to the surveyors to respect those settlements. The
once, at the cail of a body of settlers who go and settle object of this delegation is to have the Government cause
wherever they please in the outlying districts of that vast the lines of the Dominion surveys te front on the limite of
country, w'henever called upon, or where people want their their settlements. The delegates have already had an in-
farms marked otU. The returns laid before Parliament terview with sole hon. members of the Government, and
during the past three years show how very actie the were assured that in every case the rights of ownership of
Surveyor General's branch of the Department of the Interior those old settlers would be fully recognized. These settlers
bas been in laying out townships. Some three or four are not to be classed with squatters. The squatter is,
hundred townships have been laid out during the generally speaking, a man who goes off the survey and
past year. Every Dominion surveyor who has pased squats on the piece of land lie thinks best suited for farm-
the examination and can be got, we are only to glad to em- ing. In some cases, unfortunately, lie is sent there by
ploy and send up to the North-West. Of course, the first somebody else, or goes on his own impulse, to select the
surveys were made in the vicinity of thé Red River, and best spot on which he will make a slight improvement in
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order that ho may bo able to soli it to some company or
individual. The settiers to whom I refer went as far as St.

.Albert, sone few miles west of Edmonton, and lived there
on their farms for over thirty years. Of course it was quite
natural they should suspect something was wrong when
they saw the surveyors continuing their lines of survey,
but there is no more reason for fear on that ground. The
delegates have also another object in view, namely, to have
the Government recognize and confirm the titles
of these settlers. No doubt, to a certain extent, they
have been squatters, but their rights are clear, and
of course they are auxious the Government should con-
firmthem and issue Crown patents to them, in order that
their property should Le classed the same as any other in
the Dominion. In that respeCt also I am happy to state
their wants have been fully met with and they have been
assured the Government will fully recognize their titles,
and issue in due time the letters patent. They have also
demanded from the Government that a Iand agent should
be appointed in their own district. The nearest land
agent is about 300 or 400 miles distant from Prince Albert,
and the hon. Minister has assu-ed them that as soon as the
plans of survey would be recognized and confirmed by the
Goverument, a Dominion lands cffice would be opened there,
and everything made ready for the interests of the new
settlers. It is well known, I believe in Manitoba and in the
rest of the Dominion, that that part of the North-West Terri-
tories which lies on the Noi th Saskatchewan and extends
from Prince Albert to Edmonton, will, certainly, beforemany
years, contain a very large population. That. district is
composed of the most fertile lands in that part of the
country where running waters, foiests, and vast arable
lands are Io be found in large quantities. Already the
pioneers have gone in in advance of the surveys and
formed groups of population which are now among the
most important groups of the North-West.' On behalf of
these delegates 1 must recognize the fact that the Govern-
ment have dealt vith them in a most open and liberal
manner. We must remember that in 1870 nearly all the
troubles which arose in the Red River settlement were due
to the instructions or want of instructions given to
surveyors who were sent out to survey the country, wilh-
out taking into consideration that that country had been
settled some five or six years before. Of course, the popu-
lation thon became naturally suspicions as to what was
tLking place, and about the transfer of their lands as well
as the whole territory to the Dominion Government with-
out their being consulted. They naturally became excited
over this bargain and stopped the surveyors. It is but
natural that those half-breeds of the same stock and some-
limes of the same parentage in the North-West, may have
been a little suspicious about what was taking place during
last summer in the Dominion surveys. But history is
always of great assistance te Governments, and in this case
I am happy to say that the rights of those pioneers who
have kept that country to Canada are being fully recognized
by the Dominion Government.

Mr. BLAKE. I congratulate my hon. friend upon being
able to give the House much more information as to the pre-
sent condition of this question than the hon. First Minister,
who was suppôsed to discharge the duties of Minister of
Interior, was able to do. I regret, however, that my hon.
friend's information, besides being fuller, should also
materially differ from that which was conveyed to us by the
hon. First Minister. lIe has quoted a line from Shakespeare,
who speaks of somebody or other being King and having
a Viceroy over him, and it appears from the statement of
the hon. member for Provencher that while the hon. First
Minister declares that the Government first declined alto-
gether to recognize the applicability of the exceptional
circumstances as to the river lots in Manitoba being fit for
settlement, insists upon the adoption of a general system of1
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survey and such adjustments between the settlers as will
produce as little inconvenience as possible. The hon.
member for Provencher doclares that some othor authority
-I suppose the Viceroy over the hon. gentleman-has
agreed emphatically and doidedly that whenever the
surveys touch theso ancient settlers they shall stop there,
and that the ancient bounds shall be recognized. Well, I
hope that this other Minister, who is the Viceroy over the
hon. gentleman, is not the President of the Senate, for if ho
has set upon him no doubt he will be squeezed pretty fiat.
But it seems there is a descrepancy between the statements
of the leader of the Government and the Minister, and the
communication that the hon. member for Pirovencher gives
as to the state of the matter. I was also glad to hear him
say that the patents would be issued. From ail I can see,
and from all that has passed, I was not surprised to hear
him doclare that the country of which we are now speaking
is the most fertile part of the iNorth-West. I was satisfied
as soon as I saw the papers brought down the other day, in
which I found a block of some 39,000,000 of acres in the
region have been, so far as the odd-numbered sections were
concerned, reserved to the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company; so I was at once prepared to acquiesce in the
view of the hon. gentleman, that it must be the pick of the
country since they have got hold of it. I am glad that my
hon. friend is so easily satisfied, and that ho has nothing but
compliments to pay to the Government for the generosity,
liberality, earliness and promptness with which they have
settled the claims of the settlers of Prince Albert.

Motion ngreed to.

DRILL SHED AT ST. TJIOMAS.

Mr. WILSON, in moving for copy of advertise:;:ent ask-
ing for tenders for the removal and rebuilding of the drill
shed in the City of St. Thomas, Ontario; also, of tenders
received, marking the one accepted, with statement of total
cost of work doue, said: In moving this resolution I desire
to state to the House my object in doing so. It will be
remembered that in 1881 a vote was taken by this House
for the purpose of improving the drill shed in St. Thomas.
That vote was a necessary one as the drill shed had been
in a bad condition for a number of years, and the volunteers
thought themselves entitled to a botter place for drill ser-
vices than had been provided for them. But at the same
time a majority of the people of St. Thomas felt that not
only should the drill shed be improved but that a more
suitable place should be selected for it. They were not
satisfied, thorefore, when the vote for $400 was taken up for
that purpose. The drill shed is located directly in the heart
of the city, and certainly, i n the condition in which it was,
it was no very great ornament to the people of that locality.
During the following summer the Government took no
action, but in 1882 we found that greater energy was dis-
played on the part of the military authorities there, and we
were told that the Government were about making somo
alterations. We found also that during the winter com-
munication took place with various citizens of St. Thomas
and with the member thon representing that city bore. It
appears that a proposition had been made to one individual,
not only for the removal and repair of the drill shed, but
also that ho should get as compensation therefor a portion
of land that was not required, or if it was required was not
required for drill shed purposes; but nothing was donc.
It went on until after the louse adjourned; about the time
that the writs were issued for the elections, and then it was
found that this individual who had made the offer and was
lead to understand bis offer would be accepted, and that ho
would get the contract, unfortunately for him, being a Grit
perhaps, was disappointed. It appears that at this time he
belonged to thoEe who were in opposition to the Adminitra-
tion of the day. Ho had made preparations expecting to
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get the contract, and had provided the greater portion of

the naterial for making the improvements, when suddenly
we saw it announced in an item in the local Conservative
paper, that thiq individual was not to get the cntract and
that it was to go to another individual called Major Allison.
It may be that the hon. Minister of Militia thought it was
better th have this work donc by one belonging to the staff,
and therefore, he got the contract. Major Allison was a
good Conservative and had always been so; he got the con-
tract and went on to fill it. But what I was going to com-
plain of was this, that although I believe it is customary to
issue advertisements calling for tenders, and although we
watched carefully from day to day to see whether there wa4
any notice of the contract being let by tender, we found
none appearing in our local papers. We have a daily
Reform paper there, and a semi.weekly paper in the Con-
servative interest, and yet no appearance of any advertise-
ment announcing that a contract would be let has ever been
seen in either of those papers up to the present time. We
are in total ignorance as to the amount of that contract,
whether it was greater or whether it was less than the offer
made by this individual in the first instance. Without
detaining the House further, 1, therefore, beg to move the
resolution; and I hope I will be placed in possession of ail
the information, so that I may satisfy, not only our Reform
friends in the city of St. Thomas, but also our Conservative
friends. Not only the architeet, but the late member for
the constituency seemed to take a great interest in the
work, and rumor said ho was also an officer under the
architect.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I would have been ready
to answer the hon. gentleman except for the fact thi.t I was
misled by the notice, thinking that the matter came within
the Department of Militia. The papers will be brought
down, and I will have another opportunity of making a
statement.

Motion agreed to.

CONVEYANCE OF PRISONERS FROM
JAILS TO PENITENTIARIES.

COUNTY

Mr. CASEY, in moving for copies of all corrcspondence
witb, and petitions from municipalitios referring to the
appointment of Dominion bailiffs to convey prisoners from
the county jails to the penitentaries, said: I am aware
that the council of the county of Elgin, and I think other
county councils also, have petitioned this House, and I
believe have also petitioned the Governor in Council, asking
that Dominion bailiffs be appointed to collect those
prisoners from the county jails who have been sentenced to
terms to the penitentiary, and transfer them to peniten.
tiares. The ilouse is probably aware that a similar course
has been pursued in the Province of Ontario for some years,
in regard to prisone-s destined for the Central Prison at
Toronto. Provincial bailiffs hava been appointed who take
several county jails on thoir route, and convey a consider-
able numier of prisoners at one time to the Central Prison.
It is not necessary to argue that by collecting a
large number of prisoners at a time from different jail, the
work ca be done more cheaply than by a system under
which the sheriffs of the respective counties come down with
one or two prisoners ut a time, as the sheriffs have to make
equal journeys and pay as much for assistance in bringing
one or two as Provincial bailiffs have to do when bring-
ing half a dozen or a dozen prisoners to the penitentiary.
But this is not the only reason which has prompted the
forwarding of these petitions. In Elgin, and I believe in
olher counties, there has been almost constant difficulty
between counties and the sheriffi, in regarl to the charges
maée There appears to be great opportunity for overcharg-
ing the county in resp ct to those matt rs, and it has been
aueged, though I o not go into that question, that in

several counties overcharges have been made; and in Elgin
in particular, where this allegation has been made, it has
been said on the other side that the charge3 complained of
as overchurges were made by all sheriffs. If this be the case,
and I do not enquire into it at present, it only goes to show
that increased expenses bave been ineurred, either legally
or illegally, by the practice of sending the sheriff and an
assistant with one or two prisoners ut a time to the peni-
tontiary. I think, therefore, these counties are justified in
calling the attention of the House and of the Governmont
to this matter, and I hope it will receive the particuhr
attention of the Ministry. They could, by adopting this
plan, save the different municipalities a very considerable
amount of the expense involved in transferring prisoners,
for î take it for granted that the cost of the transference, by
means of one bailiff, would be paid by the saine parties who
pay the largest cost of transfor now, and by saving this
amount to the municipalities they would undoubtedly earn
and receive the gratitude of those bodies. I do not know
how the system would work in other Provinces than Ontario,
or what the present system is elsewhere; that is a matter
for the Government to consider. I only ask and urge that
they should give special attention to this matter which bas
been brought bifore them by several municipalities in tho
Province of Ontario at least.

Motion ngreed to.

DRILL SIIED AT IONA.

Mr. CASEY, in moving for a copy of contract of the
building of the drill shed at Iona, Ontario, with report of
inspection of the same, and of all correspondence or reports
in regard to the payment of the contractor, and statement
of all sums paid to him on account of such contract, said :
I have only to say in regard to this motion, that the drill
shed was built a number of years ago; that the contractor
has informed me that through some irregularity or blunder
on the part, I think, of the local military officers at the
time, he las never been paid; and that this arose from lack
of information on the part of the Government, as to the
actual facts of the case, the completion of the shed, &c. I
make the motion simply to ascertain the facts, and enable
the Government to consider the contractor's claim.

Mr. CAION. Wo have some correspondonco in the
Department relating to this matter. There has, however,
never been any contract ontered into between the Govern-
ment and a contractor for the ibuilding of a drill shed ut
loua. The correspondenco in the Department will be laid
on the Table.

Mr. CASEY. I think, in some cases, the contract was
made by the municipal authorities, the Governmont con-
tributing a certain amount towarda the cost. This drill
shed was built about 1866 or 1867, when a different system
prevailed to that which now exists.

Mr. CARON. The whole correspondence will be brought
down, and the hon. gentleman will find that no contract'has
been entered into between the Governmont or any munici-
pality or contractor for the building of a drill shed at that
place.

Motion agreed to.

COST OF CONVEYING PRISONERS TO PENITEN-
TIARIES.

Mr. WILSON, in moving for a statement showing the
cost, per capita, of conveying prisoners from the county
jails to the penitentiaries in the years 1880-81 and 1881-82,
said : In Ontario, where they have adopted a system of
local or Provincial bailiffs, the cost, per capita, is much less
than what it formerly was when prisoners were removed
by the sheriffs or their officers. A reference to the Sessional
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Papers*of the Ontario Legislature will establish that the
present cost is much less than what it was under the former
system. The cost of removing fifty-nine boys to the
Penetanguishene Reformatory in 1876 was $3,012.84.
In 1879 the cost of removing forty-six boys was $2,118.46.
In 1880, 169 of these lunatics were removed, and this cost
the couotry only $1,297.36; this included 60 per cent. of
the cost incurred for the bailiffs, who performed. the work.
I might also say, that in 1878, 196 lunatics were removed,
costing the Province $5,111.24, and in 1879, Ê36 lunatics,
costing 86,u08.56. In 1880, under the Provincial system'
of having Provincial bailiffs employed in this work, the
removal of 214 patients only cost 83,290.53, showing that if
we adopt the system, which prevails in the Province of
Ontario, the cost, per capita, will be mach less than it was
under the old system, when it cost $54.06 per head in 1878,.
$21.16 in 1879, and only $11.76 in 1880; the expense of
conveying the lunaties cost per head $26 in 1878, $25.46
in 1879, and only 815.37 in 1880. So you will see, Mr.
Speaker, that if the Government can see their way clear to
the adoption of the Ontario system of using Provincial
bailiffs, the cost to the. municipalities, and the cost to the
country, will be far Iess than it is at the present time.
Very considerable feeling is now expressed on the subjeut,
and I think that this feeling in many of the counties is
perfectly justified, in view of the fact that the system fol-
lowed is not in the best interests of these municipalities,
which feel very keenly in the matter. 1, therefore, move
this resoluti on.

Motion agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL -RAILWAY CLAIMS.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
for a roturn showing the claims settled by the Commis-
sioners appointed to settle disputed claims on the Inter-
colonial Railway since last report, with such other infor.
mation as would show the progress made towards a
final settlement with all contractors whose claims have
been submitted for adjudication. I have simply to remark,
with regard to this motion, Mr. Speaker, that the return
called for might be very conveniently combined with the
return moved for some days ago by the hon. member for
West Durham.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I see some diffi-
culty in complying with the latter part of the hon. gentte-
man'e motion. To show all the progress made would simply
be to detail all the evidence and proceedings of the Commis-
sion, which is now sitting. So far as I am aware no claims
have been settled since the lat report was presented to the
House. The matter has been referred to this Commission
for a report; and the correspondence in this relation will
be brought down at an early day, in response to an order
of the Hlouse; but the hon. gentleman can see that the
latter part of the motion would involve the taking up and
bringing here of al[ the evidence and of all the proceedings
of the Commission that is in progress, before a final result
has been reached.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
h's almost stated now what I wanted to get in the return,
namely, the fact that no claims have been settled since the
last report. I was not aware that such was the fact. Ij
thought it probable that some were already settled.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am spe.aking from memory,
and this is my impression.

Mr. ROSS. Just so.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If any claims aro settled, the

information will be brought down; and if the hon. gentle-
man will allow the motion to drop, I will bring down infor-
mation as to whether any claims have been settled-although

Mr. WILsoN,

I do not think any have-with the other report; and the
hon. gentleman can then take such action as he may fimd
necessary.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think the hon. gentleman did
not bring down full information, when the former roturn
was asked for. A few trifiing cases were prosented as set-
tled by Mr. Shanly; but a number were under consideration
by Mr. Shanly, of which the louse has ha-i no intelligence
whatever.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is truc.
Mr. MACKENZIE. I think that this information ought

to be brought down. The previous return ought to be com-
pleted. b

Sir CfIARLES TUPPER. Will the hou. gentleman
allow me to explain. Any action taken, I think, should be
brought down, but all the reports of Mr. Shanly who was
appointed, not for the purpose of settling cases, not for the
purpose of being empowered with· any authority te settle
any cases, for all the authority he had, and all the power he
had, was to investigate and report to the Government--have
been sent to the Railway Commission now sitting; and
so far as my memory serves me, no action has been taken
by the Government, upon any report of Mr. Shanly, or by
the Commission, except on those which have already been
brought before the House, and for which a vote bas been
asked. If any such cases have occurred, I will bring down
as I have stated in connection with the other returns, a
statement of them here; but my hon. friend will see, that
if no action bas been taken-and anything which Mr.
Shanly has donc, and any progress which he made, has been
committed to this Commission-it waould be very incon-
venient to bring his reports, which are of a confidentiai
character to the Government, before the House.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. But, on the other hand the hon.
gentlcman may take and settle cases on Mr. Shanly's re-
ports immediately after the House rises. My hon. friend
(Mr. Blake) tells -me that a pledge that this woull net be
donc was given.

Mr. BLAKE. A pledge vas given last Session by the
hon. the First Minister, that no money would be paid ex.
cept votes for them were placed in the Estimates, and
asked for.

Sir CHARLES TUPIPER. I am quite certain that this
pledge was kept; and on that ground I state that no
action has been taken, and no case las been settled. That
being the case, I think it well to allow this motion to stand
until the return moved for is brought down and laid on the
Table, giving full information as to the constitution of the
Commission and the expenses connected with it.

Mr. ROSS. What I really wanted to get, Mr. Speaker,
was information as to whether any cases had been settled
since the report of last year was placed before the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER 1[think not.
Motion withdrawn.

SEMAPHORES AT RIVER DU LOUP AND BRANDY
POTS.

MR. GRANDBOIS (Translation), in moving for copies of
all correspondence in relation to the erection of Semaphores
on the wharf at River du Loup, County ,of Temiscouata, and
on the Braindy Pots, said: My.object in making this motionis
to draw attention to the fact that, although semaphores
have been erected on the wharf at River du Loup and on the
Brandy Pots nearly two years ago, they have not yet been
put into operation. The object of semaphores as is -well
known, is to es'ablish communication by means of signal4,
according to lhe international code, with the ships
anchoring in Brandy Pots farbor,. either during stormy
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weather or owing to accidents or other causes. These
semaphores being conr ertcd with the telegraph line on tbe
wharf at River du Loup, shi; s are thus put in communica-
tion with their owners or consigneos, enabling the latter to
obtain information about the cargo and vesse], and to order
tow-boats to bring ther ainto port. Now, I also wish to
remark that Brandy Pots is a complet e and safe harbor
against all winds ; it is an eastern as well as a western and
northern barbor. There arc, of course, along the river, a
large number of other harbors'; but they are not so safe, in
this sense, that they only offer protection agaiust one sort of
wind, and very lttle protection during stormy weather. I
desire to call the attention of the bon. Minister who presides
over the Department to this point, so that measures may be
taken to remedy this state of things, and to put these sema-
phores in operation. I be'ieve such a stop would be of
great advantago to the navigation of the St. Lawronce
River, which is already so difficuilt, owing to the slips pas-
sing so near the shore.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). I have to
say, in answer te the hon. gentleman, that my colleague,
the bon. Minister of Marine, being absent, I am not in a
position to s4ate the reason wby these semaphores have not
been put in operation; but I will not fait te draw his atten-
tion to the remarks made by the hon. member, and I am
convinced that he wil do All in his power to reinedy the
inconveniences which is complaine 1 of.

Motion agrecd to.

INTER-PROVINCIAL TRADE.

Mr. PAINT moved that Messrs. Mitchell, White (Card-
well), Burpee (St. John), Laurier, McCallum, Desjardins,
Gunn, Richry, Garrow, and the mover, do compose the
Committee which the House sgreed on the 5th instant,
to appoint on the subject of inter provincial trado.

Motion agreed to.

TU E ICHARYBDIS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron), in moving for copies of all corres-
pondence and reports relating to the Charybdis, not already
brought down; a detailed statement of all exponditure
incurred in connection with said vesse]; also, all correspon-
dence relatirg to the sale by the Government of said
vessel, or the transfer and delivery thereof to the 'Imperial
Government, or to any one representing such Government;
also, a detailed statement of the employment of said vessel
since the aceeptance thereof by the Dominion Government,
and how now employed or where stationed, .said: 1
find, Mr. Speaker, that on the 3rd of February, 1881, in
reply to an address of Parliament, a voluminous corres-
pondence was submitted to the House by Ihe Govern ment
on the subject of this motion. That return does not contain,
I think, the whole of the correspondence that passed between
the Canadian and the Imperial Governments upon the
subject of the transfer of this vessel from the Imperial to the
Colonial authorities. I think, Sir, that no one can rise from
a perusal of this very remarka le and interesting corres-
pondence without feeling somewhat humiliated, without
baving the conviction firmly impressed upon bis mind, that
in the who!e negotiations from the beginning to the end,
the Department of Marine and Fisheries or the Government
exhibited an utter want of carefulness and prudence, to use
no stronger or more forcible language, in connection with
this matter. The first correspondence that passed between
the Imperial and Canadian Governments upon this subject,
is dated the 4th of October 1880, and is embraecd in a
telegram from the First Lord of the Admiralty te the Gover-
nor General of Canada. The following is such telegram:-

"Your letter of 22nd of August received. Charybdis old type, fl'xsh
dock, steam corvette, daily expected from China, might suit you. She

oould either be paid off ail standing, and handed over at Devonport ln
the* present condition, free of expense, if Treasury agree to Dominion
Government to navigate to Halifax at their expense, or it would
cost about three thousand pounds to remove tbe machinery and prepare
ber for your purpose as a sailing ship. We could do this fo you at
charge of Dominion Government,"

You will observe that in this cablegram the First Lord of
the Admiralty rofers to a letter of the 22nd of August, 1880.
That letter, however, was not brought down with the
correspondence; but why it was not broughit down I will
not venture to say at present. Perhaps hon. gentlemen
opposite .will tell us why this, I suppose, important docu-
ment, which initiated the correspondence between the two
Governments with respect to the transfer of the vessel from
the Imperial to the Colonial Governments, is not submitted
to Parliament. It might give us some information as to
where the idea originated as to the acquisition of this
valuable vessel, and the purposes for whieh it was intended
to be used. You will find that three or four days after this
cablegram was received here, the Govornor General was
instructed to telegraph to the First Lord of the Adrmiralty,
and his telegram is in the following words:-

" OTTAWA, 7th October, 1881.
Thanks for support. Minister promises dt finite reply to-morrow.

"lLoRNEc,1

Within twenty-four hours after this telegram was sent to
the First Lord of the Admiralty, and within four days after
the First Lord of the Admiralty communicated to the Gover-
nor General that this magnificent vessel was at the disposal
of the Canadian Government, the Canadian Government
appear to have resolved to acquire her, and on the 8th of
October the Governor General telegraphed to the First Lord
of the Admiralty:

l Charybdis accepted with thanks, all standing. An officer will be
sent to take charge "
That dispateh was sent, it should be rermembered, on the
8th of October. Now the only thing on earth that hon.
gentlemen opposite knew about this ve-sel on the 8th of
October, when ius Excellency was directed to telegraph to
the First LoÉd of the Adiniralty, was that she was
standing--perhaps the ion. Minister of Marine will
explain what that means-that she was called the
Charybdis, and that she was an old corvette. And
yet without a nioment's hesitation, without any con-
sideration, without the slighltest plan as to how this vossel
was to be utilized by the Canadian authorities, without any
well deCfined or any sehene at al], the Government of this
country undertook to direct the Governor Goneral to tale-
graph to the First Lord of the Admirally, that they would
accept this vessel ' with thanks, all standing." Well, Sir,
as if to warn hon. gentlemen opposite of the folly of the
course they were entering upon, we find that three days
afterwards, the First Lord of the Admiralty communicatcs
to the English Treasury Board, with respect to the con-
dition of this vessel. The whole correspondence forms an
interesting chapter in the history of this country, as show-
ing the mode in which the business of the country is carried
on. On the llti of October, thrce days after our Govern-
ment had telegraphed to the First Lord of tho Admiralty
that they would accept this vessel, the First Lord of the
Admiralty writes the following letter-and I am going to
trouble the House by reading the whole of it, in order that
the House and the country may sec that we obtained the
ownership of this vessel with our eyes open. IIe says :

" I am commanded by my Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, to
acquaint you for the in:ormation of the Lords Conmmissioners of Her
Majesty's Treasury, that the Governor General of Canada bas been in
communication with the First Lord, relative to the establishment of a
training ship at Quebec or Halifax.

" M Lords have intimated that to fit out an old ship would entail
conaiderable expense ; but at the present time an opportunity presents
itself of meeting the wishes of the Dominion Government withont any
actual expense being incurred by the navy.
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" Her Majesty's shipCharybdis, old type of corvette, is daily expected
to arrive in England from China, after seven and a-half years' absence.
The ship is not of a type worth the heavy expenditure necessary to refit
her for another commission. She would, however, be suitable for the
purposes of the Dominion Government. Under these circumstanees, my
Lords request the sanction of their Lordships of the Treasury, to lending
ber to the Dominion Government, after being paid off at Devonport, ex-
actly in her present condition as she stands complete, with all fittings,
fixtures and unconsumable stores, similar to what was doue in the case
of the Nelson, lent to the colony of Victoria, in 1867.

" The ordnance and ordnance stores belonging to the War Depart-
ment will b. landed.

" All extra stores which may be required, as well as any repairs, if
necessary, for the voyage, to be at the risk and expense of the Dominion
Government.

T ehe Governor General has telegraphed that he is prepared to accept
the ship under these conditions, and to send an officer to take charge of
the slip.

"ln order to hand over the ship as proposed, it is necessary to take
steps, immediately on ber arrival, before any expense is incurred in dis-
mantling her. My Lords, therefore, will be glad to be favored with the
decision of the Treasury as soon as possible.

i Copies of the Governor General>s letter to the First Lord, and the
telegrams which have passed, are transmitted in order that the aspect
(f the case may be clearly understood.'

Now, Sir, you will observe that the vessel is spoken of as
" an old type of corvette," which is not worth the heavy
expense necessary to refit her, but isgood enough for Canada;
and under these circumstances the Imperial authorities are
quite willing to hand her over to the Canadian Government.
On the 11th of October, 18f0, the vessel was on the high
seas. She was known to be twenty years old, to be an old
wooden structure, to have spent seven years of her service
in the Chinese seas, and not to have been in an English port
for nearly ten years. That much was known before this
communication was sent to the Treasury from the Admi-
ralty; but there werc a great many thinge about her that
were not known. One would have imagined that that was
sufficient, however, to have warned hon. gentlemen opposite
against the acquisition of this vessel. There was enough, at
all events, to induce them to have a proper examination
made of the vessel before they saddled the country with the
expense of maintaining her. Did they act upon the warn-
ing ? Not at all; they acted as if no such warning had been
given. We find that on the 28th of October, as if to more
fully warn the Canadian authorities,the Lords of the Admiral.
ty communicated with the Colonial Department, knowing
that a communication would be made known to the Canadian
authorities. In that communication the Lords of the Ad mir-
alty gavea full description of the vessel so far as it was
known to them; although it turned out that their descrip-
tion fell far short of the reality. That communication reads
thus:

"With reference to your letter of the 26th inst., enclosing a copy of
a despateh from the Governor General of Canada, on the subject of the
loan of Her Majesty's ship Charybdis, to the Dominion Government,
which His Excellency speaks of the vessel as a 'gift,' I am commanded
by my Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to request that you will
state to the Earl of Kimberley that, in order tat there may be no room
for misunderstanding as to the ternms on which the vessel can be lent,
my Lords think it may be desirable to recapitulate them as fol lows:_

" The ship is lent in the precise condition in which she now is, after
seven and one half years' absence from England, with all fittings, fix-
tares and unconsurmable stores on board.

"A esl extra stores which may be reqired are to be paid for by the
Canadian Government.

"Any repairs that may be necessary for the voyage, as well as the
coEt of docking (if necessary), are to be at the risk and expense of thet
Canadian Government.

"The ship is lent to be used as a training vessel, and will remain the
property of the Imperial Government, to be returned when no longer
required; any machinery or principal fittings which may not be of use
to the Dominion Government are to be returned into store at Halifax
Dock Yard.

" As regards the guns and other ordnance stores on board, my Lords
suggest that communication be made to the War Office.

"I am to request that Captain Scott, who is to take charge of the
veusel, may be desired, by telegraph, to come to England at once, andt
that the Agent General of the Dominion Government may be requested .
to prepare engineers and others to take charge of the vessel at Devon.
port, directly after she is paid off, which will bu about the 9th proximo."1

Now, Sir, yon will observe that that letter also points ottc
the condition the vessel was in. Now there is a secondJ

Mr. CAMERON (Huron).

warning from the Imperial to the Canadian authorities as
to the condition of this vessel. You will think, surely, a
second warning would be enough to arouse the anxiety of
hon. gentlemen opposite as to the kind of vessel they were
getting as a loan or a gift. It is said you should never look
a gift horse in the mouth, but when the gift is accompanied
by so many warnings it is only right we should
examine it for our own protection. But the hon. gentlemen
appear to have paid no attention even to this second warn-
ing. On the contrary, what did they do ? They sent for
Captain Scott. As the hon. Minister of Marine, who las
charge of this important Department with which,I suppose,
this tranch of the publie service is connected, says:

" Captain Scott, of the British service, is employed. Hle will cross
the ocean and take charge of this vessel.''

And on the 2nd of November, 1880, Captain Scott is written
to by the hon. the Minister of Marine, as follows:-

" The Government of the Dominion bas become possessed of ler
Majesty's corvette Charybdis, about 1,500 tons register, now lying«at
Devonport, England, and it is intended that she shallbe brought out
forthwith. The Government, having full confidence in your ability and
experience, desires that you shall take charge,aad bring ber to St. John,
N.B. You wili, therefore, proceed by first steamer to England, and on
your arrival in London report to the fligh Commissioner, to whom you
berewith have a letter from the Minister of Militia, Sir Alexander
Campbell."

Now you will observe that that communication was sent
upon the 2nd day of November, instructing Captain
Scott to proceed to England to take charge of this vessel.
On the 8th of November, a few days afterward, the following
cablegram was sent from Canada to Earl Kimberley:-

"I had the honor to send Your Lordship to-day a telegraphic message
in the following words : •'Government accepts Charybdis with condi-
tions mentioned in your despatch of 28th October. Captain Scott
leaves Hlalifax by Nova Scotian to-day to take vessel over.'

"(Signed) LoRNa.

Here we have in the plainest possible language the descrip-
ion of this vossel given by the Imperial authorities, and we
have our Canadian authorities acting on that very descrip-
tion, by sending Captain Scott over to take charge of her.
I do not care to trouble the House by reading all this cor-
respondence, but let me give you in the words of the cor-
respondence, very briefly, what the condition of the vessel
was thon known to be. It turned out afterwards she was
in a much worse condition than represented. I only bring
the narrative down to the 8th of November. I wish to draw
your attention particularly to this description as shown in
this correspondence. It gives one a mass of information as
to the condition and character of the vessel that is well
worth the trouble of enquiring into. She is described first
as "an old type of corvette;" second, as 'lan old ship
that would entail considerable expense to refit her. " She
is said " to bu twenty years old; " "to have served seven
and a-half years in the Chinese suas;" "that she was not
of a type worth the heavy expense necessary to rebuild
ber." It is said that all the ordnance and all the ordnance
stores were taken out of lier; that all the stores which
might be required, as well as any repairs, would be at the
expense of the Dominion Governmont; that all the risk of
taking ler over must be borne by the Dominion Govern-
mont. Now this was all known to us at this time. This is
not my description. It is taken from the very words made
use o in the correspondence between the First lord of the
Admiralty and the Treasury Department in England, and the
First Lord of the Admiralty and the Dominion Government.
Surely with all this before our eyes, to take the vessel off
the hands of the English Government was to act the part of
madmen, even though she were given as a free gift. At
that time, too, the Governinent had been advised by our
Lord High Commissioner in England, or whatever he is
called, who represents this country at the Court of St.
James, that it would cost £2,000 sterling to put the vesIbl
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in a sufficient state of repair to warrant her making the trip obliging the pressure to be lessened sixteen to ten pounds upon the
across the Atlantic Ocean. One would imagine that that safety valves; and noticing while the testing was going on that one
would have been enough t: induce that hon.gentlemen to stay bolt and seven stay tubes gave way, and having, upon close

eamination of the furnaces, found numerous cracks, which require to
stay their bands or to cause our First Lird of the Admiralty be patched, I am of opinion that they are unfit for winter voyage upon
to make further enquiries before we entered upon an under- the Atlantic."
taking such as that entered upon in conncection with this Thon, Sir, what does Captain Scott do? Hie communicates at
vessel. Did they do so? Not at all. They went on in once with the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries, telling
what I can only characterize as the mai folly of the Govern- him the condition of this vessel up to this time, and then,
ment in connection with the whole matter. That is not all. bear in mind, the Govern ment wero in no way bound to take
With all the information they had between the 4th of October it from the Imperial authoritios. Captain Scott thon writes
and the 22nd of November, as to the condit ion ofthis vessel, the following lettor which mark and digest, for it is weil
did they pause ? Did they hesitate ? Did they stop to worthy of consideration:-
enquire ? Not at all. These wise mon, solemnly assembled "DEAR MR. SMITH,-Sfr. Barbour has, as you will see, made a report
in Council, passed the following Minute of Council:- condemning the boilers; but he thinks they are quite equal to what is

" The Committee of Council have had before them the telegram required for a spring voyage. He says that in bad weather we might be
received by Your Excellency from the Right Honorable the Secretary of caught upon a Ieeshore, and then to have poor boilera might cost us
State for the Colonies intimating that Her Majesty's Goverument had our ives. Such arguments are unanswerable. The ship is a handsome
presented to the Canadian Government as a gift the steam corvette corvette, tant spars, and looks well, but these boilers are fearful. It
Charybdis." has caused much disappointment, but we must hope for the best. It

is true that we shall effect a saving by taking the northern route in the
The hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, to spring, and this is better in every way. The Atlantic has been in a
whom the telegram bas been referired, reCommends that the fearful state for many months-strong westerly gales prevailing ail the

time. This would have necesuitated our following the southern route,
thanks of the Government of Canada be conveyed to fier and thus it would have been a long voyage."
Majesty's Government for this valuable gift, and that they Now, that is what Captain Scott writes, that the vessel was in
be mnforned that the Government of Canada have much a dangerous condition, that her boilers were fearful, and
pleasure in accepting it. The Committee gratefully concur that if caught upon a lee shore she would endanger thein theforegoing recommendation, and respectfully request livos cf the crew. Now, in face cf ail this hon, gentleman
YouriExcellency will bepleasel to communicate the sanme to stil saw fit te go on and acquiro the vessel. But that is
Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the Colonies. Upon the nt aill. With the letters and the correspondence cf the
following day the Governor Generai is made te telegraph Imperial authorities before me, and with the report of those
in the followg words:~ who were entrusted with the management of this vessel, let

" M'YLoRD,-I have the honor of forwarding a copy of an approved me summarize, in a few words, the condition in which this
report of the Committee of the Privy (Jouncil, formally accepting Her vessei was found to be in after a careful examination upon
Majesty'a steam corvette Chrybdis, adu expressing the tlianks of this theP5th oJnuary bast, andthonlot e aior lot
Goverament for the valuable gift. the 5th of January last, and then lot me ask you, Sir, or let

"'I lave, &c., LoRNE." me ask any hon. gentleman on the other side oe the House
This was upon the 23rd November, 1880. That was the if the Government, with these facts before them, wore justi-
known condition of the vessel when she was at sea. It fied in acquiring this vessel? lt, he says it was noces-
turned out that when she landed at Devonport, she was in a sary to dry dock her ; 2nd, thatthe boilers vould only Jast for
much worse condition. Tho estimated cost for repairs was two years; 3rd, that it was necessary to put on more repairs;
£2,000 to be borne by the Dominion. Tho lion. gentlemen 4th, that it was necessary to buy a heavier anchor for
had all ibis information before them when they passed this safety; 5th, that the boilers would only stand pressure of ten
Minute. For months afterwarJs they had not-nay, up to this pounds on the safety valves; 6th, that she could only make
very hour they have not formed any plan to utilize this seven knots an hour; 7th, that it required 180 mon toman her;
vessel, n r given us any definite idea as to wbat purpose 8th, that the boilers were in a weak state; 9th, that in test-
she was to serve in connection with our public service. Four ing ber many of the stay bolts and sta4y tubes gave way ;
months later, on the 15th of.March, ISI, while we were dis. 10th, that the boilers were fearful; 1lth, that she could not
cussing in Parliament the Estimates, and had reached the stand a winter voyage; 12th that she would iake for'ty days to
item in connection with this vessel, the hon. First Minister cross the Atlantic; 13tb, that if she were caught on a leu
admitted practically that the Government had formed no shore it would cost the men their lives. And yet, Sir, with
scheme as to her disposa!. When challengel on the sub. all this before the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherieo,
ject ho said : ho still goes on for the purpose of aoquiring this vessel.

Of course, before we ask for a vote for the maintenance of this -Now I have shown you the condition of this vessel up to
training school, we are bound to be prepared with a plan for the rati- the 23rd of November; I have sho wn yo her condition upon
fication of Parliament of the description of the work wa expect to per- the 5th of January, 1881, and I have shown you that even up
form, and the nature and extent of the tuition." to that time, the Government could have withdrawn from the
This clearly shows that the bon. gentleman had then no negotiation,and need nothavetaken thisvessel. Ibave shown
plan in his mind as to how ibis vessel was to be utilized that up to that time the estimated exponse, for repaire in Eng-
Captain Scott brought ber back from the other side. I do land, amounted to the enormous sum of £2,000 sterling; yet
not know Captain Scott, but I should judge from his corres. with all these facts bofore te heon. gentlemen they still
pondence that he is a cautious, prudent mai. Captain Scott see fit to go on and acquire this vessel. The conduct of the
bad this correspondence beforo him as to the character of Government in ibis respect marks the utmost recklessness,
the vessel. He had some respect for his own life and for carelessness and indifference to the public interest ? Why,
that of his sailors, and was boundi nt to risk either in the as I have said, there was no plan and no scheme
Charybdis before making a further examination of her con- until the day that the Canadian authorities handed this
dition. He was not satisfied. The captain appointed an vessel back to the Imperial authorities. Sir, I have
expert who makes an examination of the condition of this tried over and over again to get from hon. gentle-
vessel, and let us sce what it is. On the 5th of January, men opposite a statement of expenses connected with this
Captain Scott seeured the services of Mr. Barbour, an engi- vessel. I moved a resolution last Session with a view
neer capable of Iorming an opinion on the condition cof of eliciting this information, yet that information bas pot
the vessel, and that gentleman sonds tho following letter to been submitted to Parliament in the form it should have
Captain Scott :- been. Now while we are discussing this very case, which

"Sm,--Having been present while the four boilers of the has cost the people $30,000 or $40,000-discussing the propri-
Charybdis were tested, and observing their general weakness, ety or impropriety of the Governnent taking over from the
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Imperial Government a vessel that had the dry rot before
she left the other side of the water, a vessel thatwas utterly
unfit for the purpose for which she was intended -the hon.
First Minister and the hon. Minister of Finance, whose
duty it is to look after the financial affairs of the
country, are absent from the House, and the hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries is conveniently out
of his place in Parliament, showing an utter disregard
by the Government to the public interests. Sir, in February
last, I moved a resolution asking a statement in detail, of the
expenses connected with this vessel. The Government have
not submitted that statement in detail, for some reason best
known to themselves, and the whole thing is con-
cealed from the people. A search of thé public
records does throw iight on the subject, and we gather there
certain information, not because the Government are will-
ing to give it to us, but because the Government cannot
help themselves. Now, Sir, Eo far as I have been able to
gather from these public records, they show that on
the 25th of November, 1880, an Order in Council was
passed for the sum of 85,000, and the High Commis-
sioner, Sir A. T. Galt, recommended a further sum of
85,000, and that sum was transmitted before the vessel
left England. 'I find in the Estimates of 1881 a further

Bill (No. 47) to revive and amend certain Acts respecting
the Union Assurance Company of Canada, and to change
the name of the Company to The Crown Assurance Com-
pany of Canada.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 48) to incorporate the Wood Mountain,
Qu'Appelle and Prince Albert Railway Company.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at F:35 o'cloek p.m.) th elouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TiRTSDAY, 8th Marcb, 1883.

The SPEAKER tOOk the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs•

PETiTIONS FOR PRIVA TE B3ILLS.

sum of &5,000 in connection with this vessel. In the Sup- Mr. HALL moved that the petii ion of Charles P. Mattock's,
plementary Estimates of 1881,1 find a sum of $12,000 in con- and others, of the city of Portland, presented yesterday,
nection with this vessel, and 1 find in the Public Accounts praying for an Act of incorporation under the laws of the
up to the 30th June, 1881, the sum of 89,040.7, and I do Dominion, under the name of the Winslow Packing Com.
not know how much money besides these enormous sums pany, be now read and received.
has been paid out on account of this vessel. And what have Mr. BLAKE. I suppose this moti is made because
we got for it? We have got a rotten old tub, utterly'aseless for the time Bas elapsed within wich sch petitiens may be
any purpose, an old tub that when she arrived on this side regula eeived an we h oeidednot to
of the water at St. John, she was an object of danger andr make any general extension f tie, I think it is absolutely
annoyance to the ship owners in that harbor. We have got essential that when a proposition of this kind is made te
a miserable old vee that bas cost the people enormous sums .mover should explain to the House why the particular
ef money, and what has the Government made by it? Why, petition should be read and received, and the rule thereby
Sir, they are a by-woid among sensible people, and a evaded. I think, too, that the petition seems to be open tolaughing stock to the people of this country. Sir, I have the another objection, which indicates the importance of paying
satisfaction of knowing that I advised the Goveirnment, last some attention to these rules. There was a rule laid down
8ession, t oland the vessel back to the Imperial authoiities as by one of your predecessors, Mr. Speaker, as to petitions
soon as possible. I am told that that advice has been taken, from foreigners or aliens.
and that now she has been handed back. I do not know Mr.SPEAKER. I rember that Mr. Speaker Anglîn,
whether that is true or not, but if it is true it is theonly wiseir. SPEaKER. . I rmmeriat r.Seerrnlin
thing the Government have done in connection with this in ruling eut a petition from American citizens, referred te
vessel; and I advise the Government, when they are handing the fact that it had been decided in England that a petition
this vessel back to the Imperial authorities, to send over with which came from some residents of France, at Boulogne-sur-
her a statement of the amount she bas cost us, and ask them mer, could not be received; but, subsequently, it has been
to recoup it to the people of this colutry. the practice here-and Mr. Anglin suggested it as advisable

-- that petit ions from foreigners, relating to matters affected
Motion agreed to. by the legislation of the Parliament to which the petition is

presented, may be received. Mr. Speaker Brand bas decided
MOTION FOR RETURN. that such petitions may be received, on the ground that their

subject matter comes within the jurisdiction of the House.
Motion for the following Return was agreed to: - This being a petition apparently applying for incorporation
Copies of all reports, plans, correspondence and other under the laws of the Dominion, it would appear to come

documents in relation to the construction of a wharf or pier within that rule, and may, therefore, be received.
at Ste. Anne, on the River Saguenay, in the County of Mr. BLAKE. But apart from that question, can it beChicoutimi.-(Mr. Gagné.) received without the consent of the House ?

SECOND READINGS • Mr. SPEAKER. No; unless with the consent of the
House that the rule shall be waived, it must lie on the Table

The following Bills were severally rend tbe secord |two days before it can be received.
time:- Mr. BLAKE. But the time having expirel for the

Bill (No. 38) to incorporate the Rainy River Improve. reception of these petitions, tbe hon. gentleman proposes
ment Company.-(Mr. Dawson.) that it should be read and received to day. The suggestion

Bill (No. 40) to grant certain powers to the Acadia I have venturel to make is, that the hon. gentleman should
Powder Company.-(Mr. Tupper.) state some reason for the course which he proposes should

Bill (No. 43) to amend an Act to incorporate the Mission- be taken. The hon. gentleman, however, has not told us
ary Society of the Wesleyan Methodist Church in Canada. why the petition came to be so late.
-(Mr. McCarthy.) j Mr. HALL. I do not think there are any special

Bill (No. 44) to incorporate The Grange Trust, Limited.- 1 reasons for asking the House to grant what appears to be
(Mr. White, Cardwell.) an unusual indulgence, beyond the fact that the parties are

Mr. CAxmaoN (Huron).
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not residents of the country, and thereforo not perhap3 very
familiar with our rules. They seek incorporation by an
Act of the Dominion; they supposed that their petition
would not be looked upon with disfavor, and no doubt
thoir unfamiliarity with our ru!es led to the delay.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will accept the statement just made by the hon.
member as suffieient reason for passing the motion, viz. :
that being non-residents the petitioners were not so con-
versant with our rules as they would be expected to be if
they had resided on this side of the line. I think we ought
to try and induce as many of these gentlemen to seule
among us as possible, and especially those desirable
settlers who are possessed of fundis. ,

Mr. BLAKE. The name of the proposcd company is
not quite unfamiliar to us, and I think it probable that
the parties who seek the incorporation know as much
about our rules as any one. 1 understood the general
policy of the hon. gentleman to be based on protection to
Canadians, and upon giviog them at least as much favor
as others; but now he is proposing something different.
He proposes to give greater indulgence to foreigners-to
open the doors wider to other people than to our own. I
am quite content to let the matter drop with this exbibition
of the hon. gentleman's consistency.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I real'y had not the
slightest idea who the petitioners were, or what they
petitioned for. I merely beard whin I came into the
House that here was a petition which it was desired to

receive one day in advance; and I think, under the circum-
stances, that car rules will not suffer very much if we pass
the motion.

Mr. IVES. As seconder of the motion, I beg leave to
say that the right hon. ieader of the liouse is quite right-
quite in accord with his own policy. One effect which it
was promised the National Policy would produce, was that
it would bring foreigners into this country to manufacture.
Here is a proof that that prniise is being fultilled, for these
men propose to came into the c>untry to manufacture. I
think they are specially entitled to our indulgence, coming,
as they do, in consequence of our own policy.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. ABBOTI', in moving that the petition of Williarn
Vandusen Lawrence and others, praying to be incorporated
under the laws of the Dominion, under the name of the
Davis and Lawrence Company, be now read and received,
said: I may state that the reason for the delay in this case
was partly on the account of the lamented absence of Mr.t
Gault, the hon. member for Montreal, to whom it was origin-
ally intended to be intrusted, and partly in consequence of
the delay of obtaining signatures in New York. The objecti
of the Bill is practically the same as the one for which at
petition was presented by the hon. member for Sherbrooke1
(Mr. Hall), and I think it should be received for the samer
reason.

Mr. BLAKE. Are these persons inhabitants of the
country ?

Mr. ABBOTT. Some of them aie.
Mr. BLAKE. Well, I do not see that the precedent

applies.
Motion agreed to.
Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), in moving that the i

petition of the Great Western and Lake Ontario Shore n
Junction Railway Company, presented yesterday, be now
i ead and received, said: My reason for asking for this
indulgence is that the petition, though received at the post
office on the 9th of February, was unfortunately mis-
directel to the hon. member for West Hastings, owing to a

mistake of the clerk to whom the letter was handed for
the purpo-e of addressing it. That hon. member, I regret
to say, bas not been able to be in his plaee in the House,
and yesterday I was asked by the solicitor of the company
if I had received the petition. A search at the post office
revealed the error, and as soon as I obtained the petition I
presented it. I hope the House will consider this a sufflcient
reason why this indulgence should be granted in this case.

Motion agreed to.

COMMITTEE O INTER-PROVINCIAL TRADE.

Mr. PAINT moved that the Select Committee appointed
by the House te consider the subject of Inter-Provincial
trade, bave power to send for persons, papers and records,
and to report from time to time.

Mr. BLAKE. We have, I think, of late years observed
the rule that some statement should be made as to the
reason why persons, papers and things should be sent for
by Committees-at least persons. Very large expenditures
may be incurred by a Committec under this authority, and
I think the general tenor of the evidence whbich the hon.
gentleman proposes to summon should be stated before the
House is asked to assent to this proposal.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was just about to say,
when the bon. gentleman rose, that we ought to have such
an explanation. One great objection to Committees of this
kind is the expense sometimes incurred without necessity,
by the summoning of witnesses who come from great dis-
tances, do very littie, and cost a great deal. If the bon.
gentleman in bis place can state that there are sp2cial
witnesses whose evidence on this subject would be of very
great imp)rtance, then it is for the House to grant permis-
sion to summon persons. In England, in cases in which it
is feared that the expense in summoning persons will be
large, the power of the Committee is limited te sending for
papers and records, leaving the Committee te take the
evidenco cf such persons as voluntarily prescnt themselves,
or can be induced to attend and give evidence without
expense. Then, I am not at all sure that it is right to grant,
without some explanation, the power te report Irom time to
time. It appears to me, from the nature of the reference,
that the final report must of necessity be the result of an
enquiry. I do not see how, on a subject of this kind, there
can be a series of reports from the same Comimittee. I
would like my hon. friend to state whether be expects
to bring here from a distance a number of witnesses, and
what number, se that the House may judge as tg the expense
that may be incurred by the granting of this motion.

1r. PAINT. The Committee intend to be very judicious
in their expenditure, and the witnesses will not exceed
three'or four in number-from Nova Scotia and the Upper
Provinces. I think we shall only require to make one
report.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says he proposes tu
call three or four witnesses from the Maritime Provinces
and the Upper Provinces. May I ask whether it would
not do.to obtain from these persons their views by cornes-
pondence, witbout incurring the expense of bringing them
bere. It occurs te me that if the Committee begins by
calling ihree or four witnesses, they will not stop there;
and while some persons may think a trip te Ottawa, while
the Bouse is in Session, may be a very agreeable' amuse-
ment, I think some good reason should be given why their
expenses should be charged te the country.

Mr. PAINT. This matter will be in the bands of the
Committee. I shall not take any special liberties.

Motion agreed to.
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CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENTS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron), from the Select Committee to
whom were referred Bill (No. 6) to provide that persons
charged with misdemeanor, shall be competent as witnesses;
Bill (No. 2) to amend an Act respecting procedure in
Criminal Cases, and other matters relating to Criminal Law;
Bill (No. 4) to amend the Law of Evidence in Criminal
Cases; and Bill (No. 30) to amend the Criminal Law, and
to declare it a misdemoanor to leave unguarded and exposed
boles cut in the ice on any navigable or frequented water,
reported that they had consolidated the four Bills into one,
with several amendments..

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills wei e severally introduced, and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 61) to incorporate the Niagara and Railway
Bridge Company.-((Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 63) to amalgamate the Presbyterian Ministers'
Widows' and Orphans' Fund in connection with the Presby-
terian Church of the Lower Provinces, and the Widows'
aud Orphans' Fund of the Presbyterian Church of the
Maritime Provinces in connection with the Church of
Scotland, and to croate a trust to administer the said
funds.-(Mlr. Richey.)

Bill (No. 64) to incorporate the Pacifie and Peace River
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 65) to amend the Act incorporating the Ontario
and Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Borgin.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the Quinze Pier Boom and
inprovement Com"pany.-(Mr. Tassé.)

Bill ('No. 67) respecting the Citizens Insurance Company
of Canada.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the St. Lawrence Bridge and
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

Mr. CAM ERON (Victoria, Ont.) moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 62) to incorporate the Atlantic, Pacifie
and Peace River Telegraph Company.

Mr. BLAKE. Would net nmy hon. fricnd I e contented witli
embracing the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans without taking
in the Peace River?

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). To make a teilgraphie
company effective, it should 1o very extensive in its
operations.

Bill read the first time.

RAILWAY ACT (1879) AMEINDMENT.

Mr. WHITE (Ren-frew), in moving the first reading of
Bill (No. 69) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879,
said: The object of this Bill is to amend the 16th section
cf the Act providing for the erection of fonces by railway
companies. It has been held in one case, under my notice,
by a Judge of the County Court, that where a notice was
not given by proprietors to erect fences, the company were
not liable to any damages caused to cattle or horses. As
many farmers do not know that it is necessary to give the
railway companies notice to erect fences, the object of
this Bill is to declare that railway companies shall be
liable to damages to horses or cattle whether notice was
given them to erect fonces or not.

Bill read the first time.

POST OFFICE AND CUSTOM HOUSE BUILDING IN
SUMMERSIDE, P.E.I.

Mr. YEO enquired, Whether the Government have yet
obtained a site for the contemplated Post Office and Custom
Iouse building in Summerside, Prince Edward Island; and

Mr. PAINT.

if so, where situated, from whom purchased, and at what
price ?

Sir IHECTOR LANGEVIN. I have to inform the hon.
gentleman that the lot in question is situated on the corner
of Fitzroyal and Somerset streets, that it belonged to Mr.
Richard Hunt, that the dimensions are 140 feet by 70 feet;
but inasmuch as nine feet on each street belonged really to
the street and we could not get a title for it, the quantity
was reduced to 139 feet by 6 L feet; that the price was to
bo $850, but the quantity being rcduced, the prico was
reduced accordingly to $693.

KINGS COUNTY (P.E.T.) ELECTION.

.Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) Before the Orders of the
Day are called I would like to enquire of the Govern-
ment whether they propose going on with the discussion on
this subject to-day. The matter has been allowed to stand
for some time, and I suppose it ought to be disposed of in
some way.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon, gentleman
will fix to.morrow positively, I will be very glad to go on
with it. It shall be the first Order of the Day.

COURT OF RAIL WAY COMMISSIONERS BILL.

Mr. McCARTflY, in movi4g the second reading of Bill
(No. 3) for eonstituting a Court of Railway Commissioners
for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated Railway Act,
1879, said: The Bill of which I have the honor to move the
second reading bas been alrezdy introduced on more than
one occasion into this Hlouse, but nt to the present Parlia-
ment. It is a Bill for the purpose of constituting a court
for dealing with all matiers relating to raiways. It is now
introduced in almost the same form in which it was
reported by the Special Committee to whom it was referred
last Session; and, therefore, I trust that tho louse will be
prepared to deal with it, at all events so far fs the principle
of the Bill is concerned, on its second reading, and that an
expression of opinion will be had as to whetber this Bill is
one that meets with the approval of the House. The Bill
proposes, in part, first to constitute a court, that court is
to consist of three Commissioners, so called, who will,
however, under the Bill as amended, be Judges, and wili
hold their office by the same tenure that the Judges of
the land hold theirs, subject only to removal upon an
address from both Houses of Parliament. These Judges
are to be appointed, two of them, at all events, from
special classes. One is to be a lawyer, one is to be a rail-
way expert, and the other it is hoped will be, so to speak, a
man of common sense, although the Bill does not make that
a necessary qualification.

An hon. MEMBER. Then the Bill is not workable.
Mr. McCARTHY. I am told the Bill is not workable. I

hope, on the contrary, that the leaven this third commis-
sioner will introduce will be sufficient for the whole mass,
and that bis common sense will be sufficient to enable the
other two gentlemen to deal with matters in a reason-
able and common sense way. So far for the constitution of
the court. There are to be such officers appointed as may
be necessary for the proper and effectual working of the
court. Then as to their powers, they will be found detailed
in the Bill. They are generally to have powers of enabling
and compelling railway companies to do that which--by
their charters and by the Consolidated Railway Act of
1879, and by the iRailway Laws of the several Provinces-
railway companies have agreed to do-that is, to afford
equal facilities to all, and to carry on their business in such
a way as, while not being disadvantageous to the companies
themselves, will be more beneficial in a publie point of view
than is the case, I believe, in the way railways are now
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worked. I will not occupy the time of the House in detail-
ing what those powers are. They are taken very largely
from the law of England, where an Act of this kind bas
been in force since 1874. In that year a Railway Commis-
sion was appointed, temporarily at first, namely, for a period
of five years; and the working of that Commission has been
found so beneficial that it bas been extended from time to
time; and the last report I find upon the subject recommends
to the House of Commons that the court should be made
permanent. Now, the first question is very naturally, is
such a court necessary ? Is there any necessity for adding
to the courts already in existence in this country another
special tribunal to deal with matters of this kind ? Because
if I am not able to satisfy the Bouse, or rather if this House
is not already satisfied, as I believe most of the bon. mem-
bers are, that such a tribunal is necessary, the Bill ought
not to be read the second time. Now, I bolieve such a
court is absolutely necessary. Although there are laws
which enact that railway companies shall deal fairly by the
public, fairly by localities, and fairly by other companies,
I think I am stating what is known to almost every hon.
member in the Hlouse, that these laws are practically a
dead letter. There is no way of compelling railway com-
panies to do that which by their charters they have agroed
to do; thore is no reason by which an individual is in a
position, and no court constituted, to enforce the laws of
the land with regard Io these largo corporations. Now,
many instances might be cited-I suppose we all, from our
several localities, could bring instances of that kind. I have
received letters and seen letters from different persons who
complain very much of the grievances under which they
labor, as to the manner in which they are dealt with by
railway companies. I do not need to give instances in
detail ; though in the debate which took place on the
second reading of this measure last ycar, the hon. member
for Huron gave many instances of the kind, in addition
to those I mentioned in the observations I had the
honor to make to the Ilouso. One instance
occurs to me at this moment, where a large corpor-
ation carries a certain kind of goods from the city of
Chicago to the interior of the Province of Ontario, at a less
rate than it does from one part of Ontario to another-oil
cake, I think it is; that this company charges more to
carry by the car load from Baden to Belleville than to
carry it all the way from Chicago. Instances of that kind
are nurnerous. Before the Committee to which the ques-
tion was referred last year, several statements were made
from different localities, in which it was shown that it was
the practice of railway companies to carry a longer distance
at a less rate, simply because, either there was some feeling
or animosity against particular localities, or thero was
some desire to cut rates as against some rival railway com-
pany; but whatover the reason or motive may have been,
the injury was done all the same, and lu many instances
trado was very largely destroyed. In the same way it was
with individuals. I do not think there is a shadow of
doubt that large dealers with railway companies obtain
torms much more favorable than small dealers; tliat men
in a position to give the railway companies some additional
compensation as it were, or additional consideration beyond
the chairge made, have their goods carried at less rates than
those who are not in that position; and in many ways the
railway companies deal as if they were, as they are prac-
tically, above the law. To trace the history of ihis subject
in EDgland ie perhaps curions; and it is more curions still,
that notwithstanding the enormous number of miles of rail-
way we have now, and the enormous amount of money the
people of this country have contributed to the tuilding of
these roads-I think not Yery far from 33 per (ont.
of the whole cot-the companies have been able to exercise
such an influence upon the Legislature that, practically,
they remain uncontrolled and untrammelled. In England it

has been otherwise. Sinco 1844, they have been
endeavoring to deal with this subject, and in that year
Mr. Gladstone introduced a Bill whicb, althongh
much mutilated through the influence of the railway com-
panies, as it is said, finally became law. It was found, how-
ever, to be wholly ineffectual for the purpose intended. In
1846, a Railway Commission was appointed, not similar to
the body appointed afterwards in 1874, but a Commission
with power to deal with certain matters, special cases
reforrod to them, and with power to consider private bills
on railway matters intended to be brought into the House.
That, however, proved inefficient. In 1853, upon the report
of a Joint Committee of the louse of Lords and House of
Commons, of which Mr. Cardwell was chairman, it was
recommended that the Courts should have special power to
deal with railway matters; and ultimately, owing to an
objection made by the Court of Queen's Bench and the Court
of Chancery to undertaking the duty, it was cast on the
Court of Common Pleas which had authority to employ a
referce who should be an expert; but after several years
experience, it was found that this court, even with the
additional power conferred by the Act of 1853 or 1854, I for.
get which, was wholly incompetent to deal with this complex
question. The result was that, in 1874, the Railway Com-
mission, which is still in existence, was appointed. I will
trouble the House with an oxtract from a final report to the
House of* Commons, submitted at the last Session of that
House in England, with respect toIthis subject. I remomber
when I first bad the honor to present this subject to Parlia-
ment, it was claimed that the law in England had proved
to be a failure; it was triumphantly proclaimed by the
railway companies that in several instances they had, by
writs of prohibition, prevented the Railway Commission
from so dealing with certain matters. And that is perfectly
true. It is perfectly correct that in some instances the Rail-
wUy Commission had over-stopped, in the opinion of these
courts, the line of' their duty, and the power conferred on
them by the Act of 1873. But, nevertheless, bero ei the
unanimous report of this great Committee on the subjoct;
the recommendations will be found on page 16 of the
report, and they are summarizod as follows:-

'That the Railway Commission be made permanent and a court of
record. That the powers and jurisdiction of the Railway Commission
be extended to cover: (A) Al questions arising under the special acts
of the public statutes for regulating railway or canal traffic affecting
passengers or goods. (B) The making of orders which may necessitate
the co-operation of two or more raiiway or canal companies witbin the
statutory obligations of the companiei. () Power te order througii
rates on the application of traders, but no such order to Impose on a
railway company a rate lower than the lowest rate of such railway
compeny for sixniiar articles under sicnilar circurnatances. (Dl) Tbe
revisionyoftraffie agreements, both of railwaysaad canais, in as large
a measure as the powers formerly exercised by the Board of Trate. (E)
The granting of damages and redress for illegal charges and andue
preferences. (F) The commissioners to bave power, on tbe joint
application of parties, to act as referees in rating appeals."

So that we find the Committee of the House sitting during
two Sessions-becauso tis Committee was reappointed
laqt Session, baving made an interim report-unanimously
declaring that the power of the Commission should be ex-
tended, the court made permanent, and made a court of
record. They do offer suggestions, and I dare say the sug-
gestions are an improvement, that thore should be an
appeal, and they point out whero the appeal is to lie; and
that the right of' interfering with the Court of Railway
Commission should be taken away. These are suggestions
in the proper direction, and might be embodied in the Bill,
if the ouse approves of its principle, of which I have the
honor to move the second reading. For these reasons there
can be no doubt that a court of this kind is necossary in
this country. The only argument, if argument it can be
called, that I have heard urged against the constitution of
this court is this: It is said we are differently situated
here, our railways have to compote with railways in the
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United States, and if they are fettered in the management
of thoir traffic by a court of this kind, they will conse-
quently be dealing under disadvantageous circumstances
with rival through roads on the other side of the lino.
Well, the answer that 1 think it is only necessary to give
is, that it is assumed the Commissioners will deal reasonably.
It is not my object, and certainly it is not the object of
Parliament, to injure or destroy railway companies; it is
our object to make the companies fulfil their obligations to
the public, and make them carry out their franchises on the
torms on which their franchises were granted. So it is
enough to say that Railway Commissioners can easily deal
with the question of through freight so as not to injure any
road carrying that through freight ; but so careful
were some emters of the Committee last year, that
there was embodied in the Bill a provision preventing
the Railway Commission from dealing with matters
of through freight to the prejudice of the com-
pany where there was competition. I have heard it
said, and mdecd it has been stated in this House,
that it would be impossible to obtain efficient and
impartial men to discharge the duty of Commissioners. I
utterly repudiate that assertion. It is a slander on this
country to suppose that not three men could be found in
Canada above the suspicion of being tampered with by
railway companies, no matter how rich or powerful they
might be. No person ever insinuated that the Judges
throughout the different Provinces were ever open to an
imputation of that kind, and where Commissioners were
appointed to office under the s.ame tenure as the Judges of
the land, ilhere would be no difficulty in securing mon,
although they wei e not members of the profession to which
I bave the honor to belong, whose honor would not be sus-
pected, and who would discharge their duty honestly and
faithfuly, although dealing with corporations of vast
wealth, and determining matters perhaps prejudicially in
the eyes of the managers of those companies. There may
be other objections, but I do not know what they are-
except the one of expense. Some hon. members may say:
We have courts enongh, and the people of this country
do not desire the constitution of another court.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ilear, bear.
Mr. McCARTHY. Well, I now licar that sentiment

cchoed by all gentlemen from all parts of this iouse.
All J have to say to that is this: If the grievances
that the people of this country labor under with
regard to the management of railways, are not greater
than the cost of a special tribunal of this kind, then
certainly this Bill is wholly unnecessary. If $30,000
or $40,000-which would be the outside limit of the
cost of such a court-would not be a very cheap thing for
the traders and the people of this country, thon, Sir, 1 will1
withdraw this Bill without a moment's hesitation. I
holieve that instead of that, hundreds of thousands of dol-i
lars are lost by the traders and the people of this country,1
who have toe send their goods by these railways, owing to
the way in wbich these roads are managed, and, therefore,1
it is a trifle to speak of the cost attending upon1
the constitution of such a court. But, Sir, if the cost in the
view of those who take an economical view of the matter is
one which ought to be considered, why perbaps it would neti
I e unfair to make the railway companies, whose misconducti
bas eaused the necessity of a tribunal of this kind, bear the
cost and to place a mileage tax upon them, a small tax ont
all the companies would be quite sufficient, thus placing thei
burden on the proper shoulders in the constitution of (
this court. For these reasons, Sir, I venture to submit this 1
measure to the louse; and I think that there will be no
more sending of it to Special Committeeswith theordinaryi
fate that attends a Bill going to a Special Committee; that
no time will be left to deal with it if the Bill be in the hands

Mr. MOCARTrY.

of a private member. I trust that the louse is now pro-
pared to deal with this important question. Numerous
petitions have been prosented from a great number of the
counties in the Province of Ontario asking for the constitu-
tion of this court, and 1 believe that the members
at all events from that Province have their minds made
up in one way or the other as to the propriety or
the impropriety of the measure I now submit to their con-
sideration. I would like, therefore, that the matter be at
once dealt with, not that I mean to say that the Bill is
perfect as it stands at present, but the principle of the
Bill should either be assented to or the Bill shou!d be re-
jected. The matter should be brought in point of fact to the
test of a vote of the lieuse, so that we may know exactly
what the opinion of Parliament is on the Bill. With these
observations, Mr. Speaker, I beg to move the second read-
ing of the Bill, seconded by Mr. Iaggart

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for
the purpose of opposing the Bill, which my hon. friend who
bas just sat down, bas moved with so much force; but
simply to state that there are certain considerations, which,
I think, are not unworthy of the attention of the Iouse.
The importance of such a question as this, only requires to
be mentioned to at once show how greatthe interest is with
which the Bill of my hon. friend proposes to deal. The
hon. gentleman says that the country bas contributed of all
the amount-the vast amount, the millions which have been
expended in the construction o irailways in this country,
in one shape or in another-somctbing like one third.

IMr. McCARTHY. About 33ý per cent; yes.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not disposed, Sir, to

dispute the statement of the hon. gentleman ; and the very
fact the country bas contributed no less than one-third
of the cost of thoso great enterprises is evidence of the
immense importance that the pe)ple of this country and
the Legislatures of the country have attached to the
expenditure of capital in the prosecution of such works.
Now, Sir, my hon friend bas rightly said that this measure
when it was first proposed in England, when first submitted
to the consideration of its Parliament, when introduced by
so great an authority and so eminent a man as the present
Prime Minister of England, was found fraught with such
difficulty and attended with such inconvenience in its
operation, that it practically failed in its purpose, and that
it was only by slow degrees and by long and careful
consideration, and the investigation of Parliament and the
public, that the measure was ultimately devised, which has
been attended with any sntiHfactory resuit. My hon. friend
will at once sec that if in England such difficulties have
been encountered in dealing with a measure of this
kind,, how immeasurably greater these difficulties will
be in a countrv like our own. England is an Island,
and her railway is connected with no other such
systen. They are in competition with no other system.
It, is for the puipose of carrying on business confined
to the British Islands alone that the railways there
are under the operation of a Commission to deal with
their interests. My hon. friend bas just touched the mar-
ginal point, which would place the entire railway system
of this country in an entirely different position from that
with which the English Parliament had to deal, when it
was forming a similar measure. le has correctly said that
all our great lines of railway are in close and keen competi-
tion for through traffie with lines of railway capable, with
more or less convoniences alongside of us across the bor-
der of another country, of competing for the·same traffic.
Re bas himse:f said that ho rests upon the good sense, not
of the lawyer, not of the railway expert, but of the one
man of common sense to be on this Commission, for the
protection which the railway companies and the interests
of the country shall have; but by the interference, by tlie
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ill.judged though well meant interference of such a Com-
mission we may find ourselves limited to doing the business
of our own country without reference to that great volume
of through traffic that this Parliament and this country
have done so much to endeavor to attract to our country.
There is no doubt, Sir, that it is of great importance to do
the business of the country itself, to connect the various
paris of our own country one with another, and to afford
railway facilities; but, Sir, it may be found that all that
would be gained by the adoption of such a policy as would
give an undue advantage to the great railway corporations
on the other side of the border, would be not te do the busi.
ness of our own-people at a cheaper rate or in a more effi-
cient manne-, but to reduce the business of our lines to
the local business of the country, and to impair the
power of these grcat corporations and of those great
railway companies to do the business of this country as
efficiently and as cheaply as they now do it. The hon.
gentleman has drawn attention to the fact and lie
rests Lis entire case on that« fart of the apparent
injustice of carrying goods a long distance at a cheaper
rate than they are carried for a shorter distance. Well,
Sir, the hon. gentleman will find that all railway
tariffi's are bascd upon the principle of making great reduc-
tions for carrying goods longer distances. The terminal
charges are the same in the one case as in the other, while
the amount received in the one case is entirely different
from that received in the other. There is another very
important fact, I think, Sir, which ought to be taken into
consideration in this matter; and that is this: the hon. gen-
tleman has drawn your attention to the fact of the enor-
mous amount of capital brought into this country, and so
invited by the variors Legislatures of Canada and this
Parliament, and put into operation for the purpose of
carrying on the business of the people. Now, Sir, no
.person will venture to underrate the value it has been to
the people of Canada to have this capital brought into
this country and so expended. The very fact, Sir,
to which the hon. gentleman bas drawn attention,
that the one third of this entire capital bas been con-
tributed by the Legislatures of the country, is sufficient
to attest the enormous, ihe great importance which the
Parliament and the people believe is to be attached to the
attraction of capital into our country for the purpose of
theserailway enterpriscs. Now, Sir, wbat has been the result
to capitalist ? The lhon. gentieman says that the railway
companies have been guilty of injustice to the people of
this country in the mcde in which they have carried on
their business; but I want to ask the hon. gentleman to
point to me any institution in this country in which so
much moncy bas been invested, and in which so much cap-
ital due to the private enterprise of other countries, and so
much foreign capital has been expended in a way more
beneficial to cur people than the capital which bas been
invested in our railway enterprises. I have no hesitation
in saying, Sir, that let a severe snow storm paralyze the
operations of our railways for twenty-four hours, and the
greatest inconvenience and loss will be occasioned to our
people. If that be the case, it is only a measure, and a amall
measure of the immense importance to the country, and
the immense advantage to the country, of having foreign
capital brought into Canada and expended in these railway
enterprises. And with what result to the people? Have
these railway corporations-which the hon. gentleman
charges with injustice to the public, with having fattened
at the public expense, grown rich? The hon. gentleman
knows the history of all these great railway corporations
from their inception down to the present hour, and ho
knows that the business of the people of Canada was being
done at the expense of foreign capitalists whose money
was contributed to the construction of these railways, and
who derived little or no return-in many cases no return-

1883. 143
from the capital which they invested. I do not rise for
the purpose of opposing the hon. gentleman's measure,
but of drawing the attention of PaPliament to the fact
that it is fraught with far reaching,wide, and im-
portant consequences to the people of this country, and
that we should hesitate before adopting an illadvised, or
incautious measure which may bo attended with results
far diferent from those which the hon. gentlemen
desires to attain by the Bill. But there is one difficulty to
which the hon. gentleman has not alluded. Thore is a
most important consideration which I waited to hear the
hon. gentleman explain to the House, but so far as I observ-
cd ho did not refer to it, and that was the fact that this
Parliment does not control all the railwaya of Canada.
V control only a certain number, and a Commission ap-
pointed by the Govern ment under the authority of Parliament
would not be able to reach many of the corporations. The
hon, gentleman knows that while the power rests in the
hands of the Local Legislatures to give incorporation to
local companies ho might have a through line controlled
by this Parliament hamperod, cmbarrassed, and
obstructed, by the ill-advised and ill-judged, however well
meant, action of a Commission which, according to the hon.
gentleman's own statement, is only to have one man of com-
mon sense upon it. I say that by the ill-advised action of
such a Commission ho may have a through line of railway
under our control embarrassed, and the railway oporated
in competition with a road altogether beyond the power of
this House. I think, Sir, tne fact of the groat difference in
the position of the British Commission, dealing as it does
with insular railways, and a Commission such as it is pro-
posed to create by this Bill, is one which is entitled to the
very greatest attention and consideration. But, Sir, speak-
ing ot the enormous amount of capital which has been
brought into tbis c.ountry by people outside, the hon.
gentleman necd not be told that the credit of Canada
bas suffered, that the material progress and prosperity
of this country bave suffered greatly fom the disappoint-
ment whieh these capitalists met with who invested money
in building works for the purpose of piromoting the progresa
of trade and commerce through Canada. The hon. gentle-
man knows the effects produced by the inability of the
Grand Trunk Company to realize any of the expectations
held out to the British public', who fuinishel many millions
for the purpose of constructing that great lino of railway--
their irnbility to realizo these expectations with all the
returns they could 1 ossibly obtain by the ablest and most
vigorous management they could procure for the road. The
hon. gentleman knows that thie unfortunate stockholders,.
the people whose money Lad furnished us with the
means of carrying on the trade and business of the country,
told year after year that there was nothing for were
them ; ibat the money was gone, and that while
it benefitted Canada, it was a total loss to those who
had contributod the money under the expectation that they
were to reecive a fair and adequate return for the capital
invested. Now, Sir, I say, if these railway companies have
done so much good for the country, if the capitalists abroad
who have invested their money in this country have done so
much fbr its advancement and progress, we should scan with
grcat caution,wô sbould weigh with great deliberation, any
project which is likely to be held to be a breach of faith as
between the capitalists who constructed the railways and the
Parliament of this country. They have entered into theso
engagements with Canada on the faith of Acts of incor-
poration, under an obligation that their rates were not
to be restricted furthcr than they are restrictod by tho
law upon our Statute-book-unless, indeed, they were
able to realize 15 per cent. on the capital invested-
and I think most of them would wait a long time
before their rates would bc interfored with by the opera-
tion of such a provision as that. I ask whothçr those
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parties who have expended their money, in constructing local freight; we know that there has been in the past fre.
the great public works of this country, are not in a position quent agitation in favor of the Local Legislatures making
to question how far it would be a breach of faith with them large grants to local railways; and yet those lines are all
to change the basis of the terms upon which these railways absorbed by the large railway companies, without any pro-
carry on their business. I do not wish to be understood test by the Local Legislatures or by this flouse ; and the
for a moment as decrying the importance of the Bill. I people of Canada are to-day virtually in subjection to two
know its importance, and I know how deep an interest great railway corporations. It is of the highest importance
the hon. gentleman takes in the subject, and the single to the people of Ibis country that the Legislature of Canada
eye he has to the advancement of the public good. should do everything it can to protect the public against
But fraught as this question is with consequences so such a growing tyranny. Sir, why did we hear that great
important to the country, it requires the utmost care cry in Manitoba and the North-Wetst during the past sum-
and the gravest deliberation and examination, before it mer about disallowance ? It is very true that the people
forms the subject of legislation by the House. I trust of Manitoba have shown themselves to be Conservative to the
the proposal I made a year ago, when the hon. gentle- back bone. I have travelled through that country, and I
man introduced this measure, will be accepted now, and know that three-fourths ofthe people there are Conservatives.
that the Bill will be remitted, not to a Select Committee I know also that, in consequence of the mismanagement-
by which nothing practical could come of it this Session, I do not say wanton or wilfl-of the Canadian Pacifie
but remitted to the examination of the Committee of Rail- Railway, the people of the North-West were justly indignant
ways and Canals; where the parties interested, the great at the treatment they were subjected to. There was not a
interests involved in dealing with such a question as this, merchant in the city of Winnipeg, or in any of the towns or
will have an opportunity, before a very large Committee of villages of the North-West, but had the same complaint to
this House, of presenting fully and fairly the objections make. It turned eut, however, that these complaints were
that, in their judgment, may lie against the adoption of any due to some of the officials of the lino, and not tothe mana-
particular feature of the Bill, and whero, after careful con- ger; and I have great pleasure in stating that in the latter
sideration, this Hlouse will feel that any decision arrived at part of the year great improvements were manifest in the
by the Committee would b worthy of confidence and sup- management of that road. J, myself, while travelling
port. through that country, as well as many men whom I met,

Mr. ORTON. Though I do not desire to advocate this received gross wrongs at the hands of that corporation;
Bill in any spirit of opposition to our railway enterprises, I and if it once goes abroad that the Government of this
cannot allow the discussion upon this important question to country are putting their foot upon the efforts of the peo-
pass by without making some remarkçs. The hon. Minister of ple to obtain justice against great railway corporations, we
Railways has advanced arguments that are very strong in do not know what will be the end. While I can compli.
favor of leaving matters in the position in which they are ment the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company upon the
to-day. But there are such great grievances felt by the wonderful enterprise they have shown in the construction
people of this country that I am convinced that the day is of that road, and while I arm proul as a Canadian of the
not far distant when the public will demand, in no unmis- Pacifie Railway contract, and believe that it was the best
takable way, that legislation upon this question must not thing that was ever done for the North-West and the older
be postponed from Session to Session. I would like to sec Provinces, yet I do bolieve that there is some necessity
this question discussed in this House from every point of for some such body as that proposed to adjudicate upon
view. The hon. Minister of Railways took the position, that disputes between railway companies and the public. I
Canada occupies so singular a position, that it is impossible hope that this matter will be further discussed, and the
for us to have a Railway Commission the same as that opinions of the Iouse more fully elicited upon so important
which exists in Great Britain. I do not see, however, that a subject.
these difficulties are insurmountable. I do not see why the Mr. SPROULE. I arn glad the hon. member for Simcoe
regulation of rates and othor matters affecting our railways has seen fit te press his Bill so far, because the opinion
cannot be adjudicated upon by some such Cnmission seems to bc obtaining throughout the country that this
as is proposed in the Bill. I maintain that wo have measure is only brought forward to bo shoved off from year
in Canada mon of sufficient ability and honesty to compose to year. I think the argument that we have enough courts
such a Commission. There is another reason why such a in the country is not a valid one, because there are griev-
Commission would advance the public interests, and it is ances among the people that cannot b reached by the
this: if the Commission were appointel in the spirit which I ordinary courts; it is time for Parliament to stop in and
understand is contemplated by the hon. gentleman, we all provide some remedy for them. It is well known, that it is
know that it would be subject ycarly to the review found to bo impossible for individuals to fight railway com-
of the representatives of the peop'e in Parliament as- panies. The power of these companies is so great, and
sembled. If it is found to be an evil instead of good it their resources so numerous, that it is almost impossible for
will soon be remedied, and I regret very much that the bon. individuals to get justice in any dispute with them. It is
the Minister of _Railways should throw cold water upon ihis truc as the lon. Minister of Railways says, that the
measure. Year after year I have had the honor of present- circumstances of this country may b sncb as to be detri-
ing petitions from my part of the country in favor of a mental to the efficient working of this Cominission; but
IRailway Commission, and I feel that I would net bo the Commission will take into consideration these excep-
doing my duty to my constituants if I did not rise in my tional circumstances in the decisions they may arrive at. I
place in this House and advocate the cau-e of this Bill. Now, think the fact that a large amount of money bas been given
Sir, there are great and grievous wrongs committed by municipalities in aid of railways in thé hope of
by railway companies in Canada. I can point to securing competition, and that as soon as this is obtained
instances in which not only towns and villages have a large corporation stops in and absorbs them, is a strong argu-
been ruined, but that some of the most enterprising mon in ment why some redress should be granted; because, if the
this country have been ruined by the discrimination given people appeal te the courti, they cannot prevent this
by railway companies, in favor of the wealthy mon in the operation. The Local Legislatures appear to le unable to
large cities and towns over the small dealers in the towns stop it; and if the subject is brought before the Dominion
and villages throughout the rural districts; and I maintain Parliament, the power brought against it by these great
that such a state of affairs should net bo allowed to exist., railway corporations is so great that it is almost impossible
We know that railway companies prefor throngh freight to to obtain any redress. The people in my part of the coun.

Sir CIARLEs TurPPER



COMMONS DEBATES.

try have granted a great deal of aid to local railways. Tb
Toronto, Grey and Bruce received $300,000 of municipa
aid; the Credit Valley was almost entirely built witl
money voted by municipalities, and the same can been sai
of other roads. Most of these îoads have been built in th
hope of obtaining competing lines, but almost as 0soon a
they have begun to run, they have been absorbed by
the very companies they were intended to compete with
and that competition for which the people paid so dearly
has been lost to them to this day. They have remonstrate
and protested in vain. It is true, the people usually elec
a trustee, or have one member on the Boards of these cor
porations, but one member is able to do nothing for
them, and they are in - the same position to-day
as they were years ago, before they paid for the advantagei
which are now denied them. The United States has deal
with this question. There are great railway corporations in
that country, and an extensive border as well as here ; bu
the matter has been dealt with successfully, in a way, I be
lieve, that the people are able to obtain justice. In the United
States,when a dispute arises between an individual and a rail-
way corporation,the courts appear to lean towards the weaker
party; but in this country, the reverse appears to be the
case. For that reason, I believe, it is the more important
that some means should be taken to remedy this grievance.
True, many hold we have courts enough. I believe that
perhaps for purposes in other lines we have, Still, if there
are grievances that cannot be reached by these courts, it is
time we should establish another or devise some means
of remedy. The general voice of the people is in favor of
a remedy. When we find railway companies enter into
arrangements m ith private individuals, with particular mer-
chants in towns, to carry their goods at 25 or 50 cents a ton
less than the rates chargedother competing and hardworkin
merchants in the same place, and when we find some rail-
ways charging double the mileage that other roads charge,
it is high time a remedy should be devised. With reference
to the operation of the Canadian Pacific Railway I travelled
through Manitoba and the North-West during last year, and
found that the Manitoba and Somth-Western Railway-the
only other railway doing business in that ooantry -
was really doing much greater injustice than the
Canadian Pacific Railway. The South-Western charged
6 cents per mile, whether for five miles or fifty,
while the Canadian Pacific Railway only charged 3
cents, the usual rate of traffic in this country. When we
find these discrepancies it is time we should do sonething
to remove them. The evil does not exist alone in that
country where the railway corporation bas great power.
We find it also in Ontario. There we have railways run-
ning along parallel lines, perhaps ten, twenty, or forty
miles alongside of each other, and we have private railway,
companies which have been largely subsidized by munici-
palities for the purpose of securing competition. Where
these roads come in contact the rates are reduce.ito such an,
extent that it does not pay to carry produce from those
points. The consequence is they pay scarcely any dividends
on the moneyinvested. This is due partly to the unfair
war sometimes waged to compel the smaller corporations to
become subordinate to, or be amalgamated with, or be
bought up by, the larger corporations. I have no doubt if
this court be established, as 1 believe it will, the over-
whelming voice of the people being in its favor, these
wrongs will be rectified without unduly affecting the inter-
ests of the great corporations or preventing money coming
into the country for the purpose of building those lines.

Mr. CASGIRAIN. I see that the operation of this Bill
will not affect Governmentrailways. The hon.the Minister
of Railways has said it does not affect those railways nor
tho Provincial railways. I do not think the Bill can be
put into operation. There is another point to which I
desire also to cal the attention of the House. We have

19

e already in this Dominion a number of courts. I pointed out
al on one occasion in this House that I could count in the
h Province of Quebec, from the Commissioners' Court up to
d the Privy Council, no less than eighteen different courts of
e jurisdiction. Now we are going to be saddled with another
s jurisdiction. I do not speak from the point of view of ex-
y pense. That would be a very feeble argument; but I say
; the administration of justice in general must be in the hands
, of law courts that have the respect of the people. If yon
d appoint three or four men-however able men of business
t they may be-to form a court, that court will not be vested
- with the dignity to carry weight in its decisions. These
r men may be suspected of being tempted like all other men,
y because the influence of these vast corporations, which to.
s day command the United States, is difficult to resist. Take,
t for instance, Vanderbilt and others who do what they like
n with railways, who water the stock or speculate upon it as
t they choose. Will these three Commissioners be always
- above suspicion ? Granted that they be good and honest
d men, still public opinion will be on the watch and in some

cases they will b. suspected. Of what? Of rendering some-
r times partial judgments. Therefore, I say, it is not a sound
e principle te change the juriediction of a minor court and put
t it into other jurisdiction. Leave our courts as they stand.
. We have confidence in the alministration of justice, and

they arc respected. There are some dangers, of course, but,
generally speaking, their administration is satisfactory. We

s would not have the same confidence in a court composed of
three Commissioners appointed by the Governmert, who
are not, by their Commission, bound to be legal men. I am
sorry the G-overnment does not take this Bill,to use the ex-
pression, by the horns at once, instead of dealing so tenderly
with my hon. frietid opposite. I am sure if the Bill were
proposed by an hon. member on this side it would be taken
y the borns at once and thrown into the basket.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I hope tho hon. gentleman
who introduced this Bill will not assent to the proposition
of the hon. Minister of Railways to refer it to the Railway
Committee. This is the fourth time my lion. friend has
introduced this Bill. On two occasions he got as far as the
first reading and no further. On one occasion it received
a second reading and referred to a Select Committee. If
it is to b. referred to a Committee at ail, I hope my hon.
friend will take the course which was taken last year and
refer it to a Select Committee, on which there will be some
wise men who may be able to dispose of any amendments
that may be suggested. To refer it to the Railway Con-
mittee is practically to put an end to my hon. friend's Bill
for this year. That Committee is composed of half the
members of Parliament. It will take a very long time to
consider the provisions of the Bill, some of which are con-
plicated and the majority requiring very careful considera-
tion. My hon. friend shoulc refer it to a Select Committee.
I do not propose to enter now upon any discussion of the
principle of the Bill or of its different sections. The

vernment, I understand, do not intend to oppose the
second reading. The hon. Minister of Railways sounded
the warning note in saying that it was dargerous for the
Jegislature to pass a Bill of this kind. The hon. gentleman
referred to the experience of England on that subject, and
stated that fer a long series of years the experiments that
,were made there proved practically failures ; tut the bon.
,gentleman knows that we have now the advantage of the
.experience of England for a quarter of a century. There
almost every expeiinent was enterci upon for the purpose
of controling in some way these corporations. It was, I
think, referred first, as the hon. member fer Simcoe
has said, to a Committee of the Board of Trade.
That was found to be a failure. It was then re-
ferred to the Court of Common Pleas, and that was found
to be a failure. As a last resort, in order that justice might
,be done between the public and these eorporations, iêwas
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deemed desirable in the public interest that a Court of Rail-
way Commissioners should be established. Now, the hon.
gentleman will find, upon reference to that report, what the
Committee appointed to report upon the best mode of deal-
ing with this complicated question said upon the subject.
They said the Board of Trade was not sufficiently judicial
for the purpose of investigating cases of the kind that
came before that tribunal. They said the Court of Common
Pleas was not sufficiently informed with respect to railway
questions, and that a Parliamentary Committee was not suffi-
ciently permanent, and that the experiments of a quarter ofa
century showcd that the only tribunal that could properly
deal with questions of this kind, would be found to be one
created especially for the purpose. Now, that is.what the
hon. gentleman proposes to do by this Bill, and I think that is
a sufficient answer to the objections made against it. The
hon. gentleman then stated that my hon. friend from Simeoe
bases his Bill upon the wrong committed by the railways in
carrying for a longer distance at the same rate they carry
for a shorter distance. Now, the hon. gentleman knows,i
from the line of argument pursued last Session, when this
question was before the House, that that is but one of the
least grounds upon which we, who are in favor of this
Court of Railway Commissioners, base our proposition in
favor of this Bill. Why, Sir, if that were the only objection
we have to the mode in wtiich these railways deal
with the public, 1, for one, would not be disposed to pass
this Bill: but there are scores of other grounds, all of which1
I think any person conversant with the trade of the coun-
try will at once admit to be correct, and upon which
we think it would be proper for the Government to consent
to establish this court. The hon. gentleman says nothing1
about carrying for a longer distance at a less rate than they1
carry for a shorter distance. It is true the terminali
charges are the same, it is true the handling is the same,1
but when you find a railway company charging for 648,
charge miles a less sum for the same item offreight that theyi
for carrying it 158 miles, we naturally conclude that there1
must be something wrong that requires a remedy. There are
scores of other grounds upon which these railway companies
have it in their power either to ruin individuals or to des-i
troy localities, by a system of rebates, by a system of pre-1
ferences, by a system of drawbacks, and all that kindofE
thing, so well known to these railway corporations, Why,(
Sir, the hon. gentleman knows-he must have seen in the1
press a year ago - the charges that were made against the(
Grand Trunk Railway, that they carried freight from. onei
of our western towns to the city of Montreal at a less rate1
for one corporation, or for one company, than they did fori
another company. Now, if that is so-and I am not aware1
that it has ever been denied-it is a gross wrong to thet
person whose freight has been carried at a higher figure.i
.No doubt the hon. gentleman recollects the case in thet
United States of the Standard Oil Company; he knows per-t
fectly well of the report submitted by the Committee(
appointed by the New York Legislative Assembly, that
that company, by a system of drawbacks, got from Jour of
the principal railway companies in the United States, the
sum of $10,000,000 in one year. The same thing thatt
exists in the United States may exist in Canada, and we
know does exist in Canada, but perhaps not to the same
extent. Another objection which the hon. Minister ofi
Railways makes to this Bill is that it undertakes to deali
with railways that this Parlinment has no jurisdiction over.1
Now, no on. denies, I suppose, that the Local Legislaturest
have the power toincorporate railway companies to do busi-i
ness within the limits of their Province. But I contended lastf
Session, and I think I oughtto have convinced, and did con-
vince, every man who carefully cxanined the matter, thatv
although the Local Legislatures have the power of incorpor-a
ating railway companies, this Parliament alone as theu
power ofcontr ol over the trade of these railway companies, -u

Mr. Cannox (Huron).

over the freight, and especially the freight going from one
Province into another, coming from the United States, or
going from the Province of Ontario down through the
Province of Quebec to the sea board-[ say that this Parlia-
ment alone has control over every pound of that freight. I
referred to a case where that subject had been decided,
and where the law on the subject passed beyond the
region of discussion in the United States. I referred last
Session to the case of the Pennsylvania State Tax, where
the State of Pennsylvania undertook to impose a tax upon
freight of so much per ton passing over the railways of that
State. The railways that were incorporated by that State
and whose termini were within the State were subjected to
this tax, and yet upon appeal to the Supreme Court of the
United States it was held that, although the State of
Pennsylvania had the power of incorporating a railway
company, the Federal Government alone had the power
of dealing with the freight that passes over the lines of rail-
way from one State to another-the inter-state traffic. The
same principle applies here exactly. Although a Local
Legislature may give a corporate existence to a railway
companydoing inter-provincial trade, this Parliament alone
has the power to d eal with freight passing from one Provin ce
into another over their roads. I submit that this objection of
the hon. Minister is sufficiently answered. As to the Bill itself,
I think there is a great necessity for it. These corportions
are becoming powerful, they are becoming gigantic, and we
know from every day experience and what we see in the
public press, that wrongs are committed which ought to be
redressed, and we know perfectly well that so far these
wrongs have not been rectified. It may be said there are
tribunals now in existence where questions of rebates, draw-
backs, unjust preferences, and unequal rates may be dis-
posed of. We know, however, that in the whole history of
Canada there has not been a single case before the courts
where these questions have been disposed of. We know
there is what is called the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council who deal with questions in connection with rail-
ways, but nobody wants to go Lefore that Committee. If
this Bill is open to objection upon the ground'that these Com-
missioners might be influenced by railway corporations, sure-
ly the Railway Committee of the Privy Council is open to the
same objection. With all the faith one might have in that
Committee, in the honesty and integrity of its members, still,
I enunot say that where lai-go railway corporations are con-
cerned I would select, as a matter of more choice, the Rail-
way Conmittee of the Privy Council as the best tribunal
before which I would go to have my wrongs righted and
my grievances redressed. I think, on the whole, that the
Bill of the hon. member for North Simcoe ought to receive
the favorable consideration of the House, as I am quite sure
it receives the favorable consideration of the people. I
think that the Government ought to sanction its reference
to a Select Committee, who would deal with the whole
question, and make such amendments as the experience of
the last year has shown to be necessary for the purpose of
perfectin this Bill, and I shall give it my cordial support.

Mr. T PPER. I quite agree with some of the remarks
that have been made, that this is not an opportune time to
go fully into the discussion of a measure which seems to
present many interesting points, and many points which
invite, perhaps, a lengthy and prolonged discussion. But
in listening to the very interesting arguments that have
been offered on both sides of the question, there was one
thing which particularly struck me. The hon. member who
introduced this measure, attaehed great importance to the
fact that a pi ecedent had been established in a country, the
precedents of whieh are always quoted in this Legislutuie
wi th great respect, and the legislation of which country, to
a great extent, influences the legislation of our own. The
mover of the second reading of the Bill has laid great stress
upon the fact that in 1874 the Parliainent of Great Britain
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passed a measure similar to the one now before n
It strikes me that the history of that Bill in Englan
affords an argument that has not evidently occurred to th
hon. member, an argument against the principle of tb
Bill. Believing, as I do at this stage of the discussion, the
we in this country need to encourage in every possible wa
the development of our railway system, believing, as I d
that the interest of this country lies in the directionc
that encouragement to a very great degree, I consider thi
Bill eminently fraught with the danger of discouraging the
description of enterprise; and 1 take this lesson from th
history of that legislation, that the fact that the people .
England for over twenty-three years agitated this question
and that, too, in a country which, during that time, wa
enjoying a network of railways, shows there was a dis
position not to lay a strong hand upon such works o
enterprises until the railway system had been fully esta
blished. Then, I think, will be the proper time in the hist or;
of this country to discuss the question; but coming, as1
do, from a Province which does not possess too many rai]
ways, and from a county which desires, from the nature o
its resources, the building of as many railways as possible
I believe we are not in a position as they are iu England t
adopt a measure of this kind at this period in the history o
the Dominion.

Mr. BLAKE. I have just one suggestion to make, anc
it is this: I think it is clear this measure will not makE
substantial progress until the Committee, whateverthe Com
mittee may be to which it is referred, deals with it after
fashion different from that in which the former Select Con-
mittee dealt with it; and 1 do nt blame their action, be
cause they dealt with it in the ordinary way. If the Hfous
is disposed to deal seriously with the question, it ought to
summon before it representatives of the great corporations,
whose interest the hon. Minister of Railways has indicated
may be so seriously affected, and call on them for their state-
ment of objections and difficulties, and of the special cir-
cumatances which he says-and in some respects, no doubt,
he truly says-create difficulties in the way of this legislation;
and at the same time afford an opportunity to towns
and individuals who have been aggrieved, as it is said, to
state what their special grievances are; that it shall be
understood we are opening a Parliamentary Court, so that
we may get at the bottom of the matter, so as not to be
confined to declarations as to the grievances of individuals
and towns, and to vague statements as to the impossibility
of legislating without causing ruin to the railway corpora-
tions; but to get down to the facts, so that we can ascer-
tain preocisely what the difficulties to be removed are, and
so make some practical progress towards a conclusion.
The Province from which I come is now, to a very large
extent, under the control of one or two great railway cor-
porations. We have had bonus after bonus, legislation after
legislation, municipal bonus and Government bonus, with
the view of creating competition. Competition has gone on
very lai-gely, and there remains three or four railway com-
panies which it is now said are very soon to fol.
low the faLe of minor corporations. That , may
not be the condition of affaire in other Provinces.
As the hon. member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) has
said, the-e may be some Provinces and localities desirous
of baving railway accommodation, and which may he afraid
of frightening away railway enterprises; but just legisla-
tion, legislation which can be justified as proper in the
interests of the public, will not frighten away any railway
enterprise. I cannot understand how it could be otherwise
if we are able to show by evidence to be taken. that th're
exists a grievance, and that we are ready to call on the cor-
porations prblicly to mare their statements, and, having
heard both aides of the question, arc prepared to frame a
measure not to do injustice to the railway companies, but
to do justice to the public. I am sorry to learn from the

s. hon. member for Pictou, that he requires so many railways,
ad as I thought he came here direct by the Oxford and New
he Glasgow line.
is Mr. MACKENZIE. I think no measure can be satisfac-at tory which does not embrace the entire railway system of
'y the country; and unless the Government are prepared to
o, place the Government railways in charge of suoh Commis-
o sioners, they ought not to assent to the placing of other
is railways in that position. That is tolerably clear. I regret
at that the hon. Minister of Railways did net state distinctlyle what the Government proposes to do. For my own part 1
Of look upon it as altogether impracticable, and as ruinous to
n, the railway interests that they should be controlled by a
s Commission which could not possibly know much ofrailway
s- business; and my own experience with respect to the
r management of the Intercolonial Railway satisafes me that
a- it is quite impossible to carry out in its integrity the so.
y called pro rata system of rates, and that is the àrreat griev-
I ance. I know cases in which a company, in order to seaure
- traffle, encouraged the building of a manufactory at a par.

ticular spot by providing special rates for a certain term of
> years for the products. That, no doubt, has an appearance of
o injustice. Freight was carried, under tbat agreement, for
f little over half what other people were charged, but other
d arties were not charged exorbitant rates notwithstanding.
e -uchinterests as these are certain to arise, and cannot pos-

sibly be removed by the scheme proposed. I entertain a
Sdifferent opinion to the hon. member for West Durham
- (Mr. Blake) as to the danger of frightening away capital.
- There is nothing so sensitive as the money market, an we
e know that the efforts of one gigantic corporation, namely, the

Grand Trunk, almost prevented the construction of the
N torth Shore Railroad by the influence they possessed on
the London money market; and if once we frig ten capital-
ists, while we have a large railway system yet to develop,

- I am afraid we will find ourselves greatly mistaken as to
the influence such have in the money market of England,
and to which we have to look for ail our loans. IUnder ail
these circumstances, while I admit there are grevances to be
remedied, while I think, probably, some additional power
might be given to the ilroadCommittee of thePrivy
Council, while I am ready to support any scheme to remove
actual grievances, I feel bound to come to the conclusion
that the present Bill does not afford a satisfactory remedy,
and that it would be nnjust to the great railway system of
the country, unless the Government is prepared to place
the Government railways under the same management.

Mr. HAGGART. The system which is proposed by the
hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) is one
which has received general consideration throughont nearly
the w hole of America. It is the system which is in force
in Illinois and Massachusetts, and one of the most Interest-
ing works I ever read on this subject was by a member
of the Railway Commission of Massachusetts, Mr. Adams.
So far from stockholders or parties interested in railways
through such Commissions being opposed, they are favor-
able to them in the United States. The publicity given by
Comnmissions to the proceedings of the companies acts as a
check on railway managers, and stockholders are largely
interested in having that check. It is, moreover, the sys-
tem which prevails in England. A general neasurewas
introduced into the Congress of the United States similar te
this, an 1 there is an agitation over the who'e Union in
favor of sich a measure. There can be ne possible objec-
tion taken by railway companies to the present Bill. It
obecl t is not to interfere with rates, but only to provide for
a fair adjustment of rates betweon different points; and the
objetions which I have heard stated to the Bill, should not
carry much weight, as the system seems to be very favor-
ably vjewed throughout the United States, and in every
uther country where it has been adopted.
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.r . ÈûTC11ËLL. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a

good deal of attention to the discussion which bas taken
place on this measure. I eertainly think that the ublie
are vety müch indebted to the mover of this Bill fr b ring-
ing a questioÉ of se mueh itaipottanee under the consider-
ation of Parliament. Whether his Bill is one which would
rernedy the dtfficulties which are met witb, and remove the
obstaclàe the publie suaer under, or not, is, however, a
question I am i very grave doubt about ; and I am not
sO elear, that if the Bil passed as it stands, it would meet
eveà the views of the hon. gentleman himself, who is the
mover f the Bill ; but this I will say, that the public

.reqgrres'sonre measure to be taken to stop the Wholesale
sharghter now going on on the railways of this country,
aàd the ineffielent managéinent under whieh they are
ruining. Sir, we cannot take u-p a newspaper, no
matter from what part of the country it may come,
but'we find cases of collision, cases of railways running
off the track, and ofpeople being killed. Why, in the last
eight and forty hours a gentleman arrived in Ottawa who
told me that the Pul man in -whieh ho rode was upsôt and
thrrown head over heels off the traek of the Grand Trunk.
Sir, thi% thing is ocourring too frequently. I hold that the
Governmeint of the day are responsible, in some measure,
for not looking after thi matter; and if théy do not look
after it, thon I think that the measure df the hon. gentle-
man who has aubmitted this Bill is one that may, by
refdébte te à SËeoial Committee to conside it, relieve
the diffidutlties under which we are laboring. I was
a little sut-prised that thé hon. niethber for West Durham-
*ho ls s oreády to maire puns in this House, ntud to utter
witticiems at other peoPle's expense-did not state whether
he Was in fiôtr o ' this Bill or not. H eo'tnes from a country
coWdtitüehöy, but he ny spoke of one grand railway
sYd*ff, * 1ii<h was swallowixig np every other rilway, and
*às lik 'r to w up somae othérI befides thosé already
knowt ; bdt lie did not give an e"rAion of opinion as to
whethe6r nôt this swahowing u~ should be llowed. I
tobk up thCaCudi Gaezlete t'day, atd I find in it a notice
ofi aiedtig to be hld in londor, by the Grand Trunk
RIleaf Cotpftif of ()àbdid; kling htthof-ty fot whatf
To pöy of the £3,111,5U0 strlihng, twenty years intereet
whieh they' ow to this country ? No, Sir ; but to ask to be
empeWerèd by the stockholders to purchase the bonds of
the Tdronto, Grey and Bruce Railway Company, to pur-hase
the stock of the Hamilton and North-Western Railway Com-
pany, to purchase the stock of the Northern Railway
Company, and to purchase the stock of the Atlantic and
Ottawa, and St. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway Companies
-entering into these four speculative enterprises
lith the public money of Canada owed for twenty years,
and which they ouglt to pay. These are subjects
which should be deait with; and though I may not be
direotI" in order in 80 speaking with relation to this Bill,
I hink that the very nocesàity which calls for the submis-
sin by the hon. gentleman of this Bill to the Hlouse, also
calls for the taking up of the whole question of the railway
system of this country, and I for one am prepared to sup-
port any motion for the appointment ofa Special Committee
to do so; and if nobody else moves in the matter, I pled ge
my word that I will move in it, though I do not get a single
seconder to the motion, to have the whole subject of
the railway system of this country taken up and con-
sidered by a Special Committee of this House. The
duty we owe to the country calls for it ; the lives
which have been sacrificed, the property which
has been destroyed, and the public contidence which
bas been disturbed, all demand, that if the Government do
not do it, at least the members of this Flouse should do it,
that they should take up, and have this whole subject dealt
*ith by a Special Committee, which ehould be appointed
with power to sènd for paperis, persons and records, ànd

Mr. Hae0Aar.

;aiso for the managers of these railways, who should be
,brought up and examined before the House under oath, as
to whether any means can be adopted to stop the wholesale
slaughter which is going on. Sir, I am not prepared to say
that I will support this Bill; but I would support its re-
fèrence to a Committee. Hon. gentlemen may laugh if
they like.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. I say again, I am not prepared to
say that I will support this Bill, but I will support the
reference of it to a Committee, and I will approach that
Committee with the view of endeavoring to make a Bill
-that will endeavor to afford seeurity to tho lives and the
;property of the travelling public, and the restoration of
that confidence which is not now felt by thosc who enter
the cars of the railways of this country.

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not rise for the purpose of dis-
cussing this Bill. I merely rise to answer the allusions
made by the hon. nmember who bas just taken his seat. The
hon. member for Northumberland makes a wholesale charge
respecting the management of the railways of this country
-a charge made here in this House and going to the coun-
try, which indicates that these railways are badly managed
and ought to be made the subject of a Parliamentary inves-
tigation. I think, Sir, that so far from this being the case,
we have great reason to be thankful that these roads are kept
and managed as well as they have been during the great in-
clemeney of this winter. I behieve Sir, that the manage-
ment of the great Canadian railway lines is as good as the
management of any line on this continent; and I think
that it is quite unworthy of the bon. gentleman to make
the imputation with regard to their management, which ho
bas here uttered. It is an imputation which requires an
answer on the floor of the House, and 1, for one, disclaim
any belief in the correctness of the assertion made by the
hon. gentleman, and believe that our railways are well
managed; and that it is grèatly to the credit of the man-
agement of these roads that they have been run with the
degree of rogularity with which they have been running
durhig the past winter. I me-ely rose for the purpose, Sir,
(f calhing attention to this unjust attack, in my opinion, on
the management of Canadian railways.

1r. MâCHELL. Let me ask the permission of the
bouse to read a notice of another smash-up on the Grand
Trunk Railway, an account of which bas just (ome into my
hands. If the House perimits I will read it, as follows:-

"RiLwAÂY SaiHs-Ur.-The Grand Trunk knocks a Toronto, Grey &
Bruce train intosmithereens-''

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, if you do not want to hear it,

ail right.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I think that

the general feeling of the House ik that this Bill should be
read the second tirne. It is, as bas been already statcd, a
measure of the very greatest importance, affecting great
interests and vestel rights-affecting the rights of corpora-
tions, and also the whole trade and commerce of the country.
This question has been before Parliament for a great
many years. It was introduced year after year by an hon.
member of the old Parliament, now no more, who pressed it
on the consideration of the House. It may be that my bon.
friend from Lambton, thon at the head of the Government,
then expressel the same sentiments as he bas to-day: that
such a system was unworkable. I am not at ail sure, how-
ever, Sir, that it is unworkable. We have now a Raiiway
Committee-a Committee of the Privy Council. We have
a Commission working in England, and we have the same
machinery working in the United States. At the same time,
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everybody must feel the great weight to be given to the
warning note which has been uttered by my hon. friend the
Minister of Railways, who has given this subjett full con-
sideration. The Bill will be read a second time, and I hope-
indeed, I believe, and I am sure, that this is the general
opinion of the House. I would recommend my hon. friend,
who has charge of the Bill, and who has pressed it with so
much ability and perseverance on the consideration
of Parliament, that after it is read the second
time it should go to the Standing Committee on
Railways, and i think that it is only by doing so that he las a
reasoi}able prospect of getting the Bill through Parliament
this year, in some shape or another. We in the
Canadian Parliament have been for many years in advance
of the Parliament of England. The British Legislature
last year, however, adopted the system of Grand Committeee
and returned to the old Parliamentary system which has
existed for years with us. England las found out the
system of Grand Committees to be necessary; and I
must say that if there is any steadiness in our
rai'way legislation, it has been in consequence of
the calm and deliberate discussion, which raiiway mea-
sures have met with at the bands of our Grand Com-
nittee-the General Committee on Railways. I quite
agriee with the hon. member, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, that all those great interests, who are appre-
hensive, perhaps needlessly apprehensive, that suchb a
measure as this wonld injure their vested interests, should
have every opportunity for placing their views respecting
this legislation before that Committee. If this measure
gC es before the General Committee on Railways parties can
be heard, their counsel can be heard, or their agents and
evidence eau be heard. In this Committee, composed of a
large number of hon. gentlemen acquainted with railway
matters and especially with railway legislation, the evidence
eau be beard and the statements and arguments against the
E II, and thon hon gentlemen will be able to approach it
with a fuill understanding of all the arguments pro and con.
This is the advantage which I think will be gained by sending
theBillto tbat Committee, that memberseof the Committee
will have an opportunity of hearing his evidence,and if any
hon. gentleman, who does not happen to be a member of
the Committee, but is interested in the subject, ho will no
doubt be present to hear the evidence. To my mind it is
infnitely more advantageous for the purpose of arriving ut
a clear understanding of the subject, to hear the evidence
delivered, than to hear it as it inay be reported from a
Special Committee. It may be that after the general prin-
ciples of the Bill are admitted, the Railway Committee, as
is commonly the case, may decid'e that a sub-tComuËittee
should be ap-pointed for the purpose of going into the
measure clause by clause. If that course be adopted, so far
as my influence goes, I can assure my hon. friend that he
will have every opportunity, even on Government days, of
laying the resuits cf the report of the Committe before the

Louse. One cannot disguise from one's self that there is a
growing feeliig in the country in favor of legislationon this
subject. At first, whon- Mr. Oliver, the bon. tnember for
North Oxford, presscd this matter upon the attention of
Parl amont, there was littie response to his appeul, but by
slow degreebi, and through various agencies, public attention
has leen called to iti, epecially, I kiow, in the Province of
Ontario. And there is a feeling that some legislation of
some kind is required. Whether the system which is
ermbdied in this Bill, is the best, 1, not being an expert inj
railway matter>, will not ho presumptueus enough to say;
but I have a perfect assurance in my own mind that there
is an earnett desiroon the part of the people of this country,
or of certain large sections of this Country, for some legis-
lation on the subject. I shall certainly vote for the second
reading; and I hope the hon. gentleman will accept my
suggestion to refer -the Bill to the Railway Committee. f

21r. McCARTHY. I yield with very great reluctance to
the suggestion of the hon. First Mineister that the Bill should
ho referred to this large Committee-to the Railroad Commit-
tee. I believe it would be quite possible so to obstruct the
business of that Committee by the Private Bill legislation
which properly appertains to the Rail way Committee, that
if this Bill is referred to it, we will not be able to make any
advance. It will not bu at all impossible to talk out the
Bill in the Committee, because there is in this House and
outside the House, beyond all question, a strong opposition
in railway interests to this measure; and I repeat that it
will not be at all impossible to talk out morning after
morning and waste the time of the Committee so that it
will be impossible to consider this Bill. The principle of
the Bill is admitted; I have heard no argument against it;
have heard no person say that there are no grievances; I
bave heard no hon. gentleman say that grievances such as
the country labors under with regard to railway matters,
are properly adjustable in the courts of the land. If that be
so the Bill should ho accepted as it is and sent
to a Select Committee, and the suggestion of the hon.
member for West Durham might be acted upon, that the
Committee should have power to send for persons papers and
records, and so be able to hear the amendments for and
against the details of the measure. However, if the bon.
First Minister thinks the course he as suggested, notwith-
standing what I say, is the best one, I desire to tell the hon.
gentleman that the respon4ibility should be his and not
mine. The suggestion is made by the hon. member for North
Grey that the country believes I am playing with this
measure, that I am bring ng it ia in i the interests of the
rai lways rather than in th 3 interests of the public; that I
aia taking this course rather for the purpose of hbstructing
legislation on the subject than anything else, and I admit if
I were to agree to what is proposed to be done with the Bill
some color would be given to that suggestion. I do not de-
sire to lie under that imputation. I believe firmly and hon-
estly in this measure, and 1 desire to press it so that it may
become law. Great difficuties are always found
by private members in carrying through meaiures
of this kind. We know, but the public do not know,
that in the latter part of the Session the days which belong
to private members in the early part of the Session are taken
by the Governmont, so that thore is no possibility of ear-
rying through a measure of this kind without the assistance
of the Government. I leave the matter, however, to 1h
leader of the House and to his responsibility. In answer
to the Minister of Railways, and in corroboration of the
views of the hon. member for H uron, I may say that I enter-
tain no doubt that this House, and this House alone, has the
power to deal with all matters with respect to railways-I
mear matters of trade and commerce, the regulation of
rates and so on-and that local railways are subject to the
jurisdict'on of the House in that regard, just as the insu-
rance companies incorporated by this House are subject to
laws passed by the Local Legislatures, ao our local
railways, or railways incorporated by Local Acte,
are subject to the laws of this House dealing
with rates, traffic arrangements, and so on. Witlh regard
to the suggestion that Governmernt railways should be sub-
ject to the Commission, it is to be remembered that rail-
ways governed by the Railway Department are subject
directly to the control of this lonse. I would prefer such
railways being seject to the control of the Commis-
sion-pnd it i. curious to notce how the faet of a man hav-
ing been a railway manager even for a time affects him;
even the hon. menb'r for East York holds the view that
these railwa4ys should not be entrolled-I say I would
prefer that Government railways shonld be under the con-
trol of the Commission, but there is this to be said, that if
anything improper is done in the public interest, the
Department of Railways, through the Minister of Railways,

1883. 149



COMMONS DEBATES. MARcO 91

is responsible to the people's representatives in this House,
so that there is a check upon him which does not exist
with regard to ordinary corporations. Having said this, I
leave the matterjust a. the hon. First Minister prefers to deal
with it, and if he adheres to the notion that the Bill
should be referred to tho Railway Committee, I will
endeavor to do all I can to help it through; but I expect,
as I have said already, that it will only be with the greatest
difficulty that the Bill will be dealt with by that Commit-
tee.

Mr. BLAKE. I think my hon. friend's observations as
to the result of this reference will be found to be perfectly
correct, unless a particular line is taken with the Bill. I
believe the general principlo of the Bill might be made the
subject of one discussion in the Committee, and immediately
after there might he a reference made to a sub-Committee,
to take the evidence. I do not agree that evidence should
be taken belore the whole Committee, but at a place and
under circumstances which will enable all members to
attend who choose. We have an enormous number of rail-
way Bills alieady before that Committee, and it is a very
difficult thing to examine witnesses before a Committee - ith
so many members. If, therefore, you are going to make
practical progress with the measure in the way to which I
have referred, namely, getting down to the evidence, I
think there should be an early reference to the sub-Com-
mittee for that purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That, however, is for the
Committee to settie.

Bill read the second time.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, moved the adburnment

of the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 5.50 o'clock p.m.) the House

adjourned.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS,
FarnAY, 9th Marcb, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRatEa.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced, and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 70) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

Bill (No. 71) to incorporate the Cumberland Coal and
Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake
and Saskatchewan Railroad and Steamboat Company.
-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 73) respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and
Western Railway Company, and to change the name i
thereof to the "Montreal and Western Railway Company."
-(Ur. Abbott.)

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Great North-Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill.(No. 75) to incorporate the Board of Management of
the Church and Manse Building Fund, of the Presbyterian r
Church in Canada, for Manitoba and the North-West.-
(Mr. Ross, Lisgar.)

Bill (No. 76) to amend the Act intituled: "'An Aot toi
incorporate the Northern, North-Western and Sault St.
Marie Railway (Company," and to change the name of the•

Mr. MCÂacray.

said Company to the "Northern and Pacifie Junetion Rail-
way Company."-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 77) to fix the rate of interest in Canada.- (Mr.
Catudal.)

STAMPS ON PROMISSORY NOTES AND BILLS OF
EXCHANGE.

Mr. WEL DON, in in troducing Bill (No. 78) to amend
the Act passed in the forty-fifth year of the reign of Hier
Majesty, intituled : An Act to repeal the duty on
promissory notes, drafts and bills of exchange, and to
declare the law relating to stamps on promissory notes
and bills of exchange, said: The object of the first section
of this BiIl is to allow a court or Judge to admit a promissory
note as a valid instrument, even though it is not double-
stamped, provided it can be shown that the circumstances
were such that the note would be valid on the payment of
the double charge. By the thirteenth section of the Stamp
Act, the maker of an unstamped or insufficiently stamped
note can make it valid by the payment of a double duty.
There is a question whether this provision is in force. I
understand that a decision las been given in an Ontario
County Court that the double-stamping of a note has no
effect. In addition, there is now a difficulty of obtaining
stamps, and that difficulty is increasing every year. The
second section is merely to remove a doubt that has been
raised as to whether that provision of the Starnp Act
relating to the exemption of cheques on chartered banks,
post office orders, and municipal debentures with the
coupons attached thereto, applies also to debentures issued
by a company. I do not think it was the intention that
they should be stamped, but considering the large number of
such debentures which are issued that doubt should be
removed. These are the two objects of the Bill.

Bill read the first time.

KING'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION.

On the Orders of the Day being called, the adjourned
debate on the motion of Mr. Cameron (Huron) relating to
the King's County (P.E.I.) Election, was resumed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I listened
to the speech of my hon. friend who moved this resolution,
with a great deal of interest. He argued the case very
well, and I am not prepared to gainsay altogether, or per.
haps at all, the doctrine that, as a general rule, a returning
officer is bound to return the person having the majority of
votes; but I would simply state that it is a question involv-
ing a matter of law, which the majority of this House can-
not be expected to enter into withont considering that such
questions require to be studied before there can be an
intelligent action taken upon them. For the purpose of
informing the House on important subjects of this kind, we
have for many years appointed a Standing Committee on
Privileges and Elections, which Committee has always, in
my experience, been selected from men of experience in
parliamentary practice and constitutional law. I thi nk
that the Committee on Privileges and Etections which has
been appointed this Session is a very good Committee. It
is formed without reference to political proclivities, and
embraces those hon. members who are most cognizant wi th
the subject. This is not a political question at all. I think
we can fairly agree on that. Under the cireumstances in
which the House is placed, it is nota political question at all,
and it is desirable it should be considoiel fully by this Com-
mittee, and that on their report this House should lay down
some rule. Whether the rule should be, cs suggeàted by hon.
gentlemen opposite, that there can be no cases in which the
returning officer bas any discretionary power at all, is a
question of very great importance, whether there can be
supposed to be any case in which he ha& a right to exereise
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his judgment, or whether he must, in all cases, return the
person who has a majority of votes, ought to be settled.
Tho general rule is clear that the person having the
majority of votes ought to be returned, but there may be
exceptions to that rule. For instance, if a woman lad
the majority of votes, would the returning officer be
obliged to return her as being the representative to sit in
this House ? In the present case the sheriff of tho county
was the returning officer. Supposing that i bis custody at
the time of the election there was a felon disqualified, and
known by the returning officer to be disqualified, is ho
obliged to return that felon ? So we can suppose the case
of an alien who says to the returning officer: "I am an alien ;
I know I am disqualified, but I am going to test the ques-
tion. I am going to show how popular I am and will be
elected,"-is the roturning officer obliged to return such a
person ? These are questions that arise in one's mind and
I think ought to be settled, because, even of late days, the
doctrine has been laid down in England, during the passage
of the Ballot Act, that the returuing officer as not forfeited
altogether the judicial character he used to have. I have
not compared the English Act with ours in regard to the
duties of returning officers, and those who have studied the
subject know that by degrees the judicial discretion which
formerly -Was supposed to belong to the returning officer
-has been diminished, and ho las become more and more an
executive officer. Whether ho shall be altogether an
executive officer, under no circumstances to exorcise his dis-
cretion or judgment, has not yet been finally settled. No
wrong can happen by this matter being sent to our own
Committee, selected especially for that purpose. I shall
move that this be referred to the Standing Committee on
Privileges and Elections. I find it laid down in the Engli-h
books on this subject, and will quote "Cunningham on
Elections," who uses this language :

IlÂgain, when a disqua!ified candidate obtains a majority of votes, it
lu thought to hethe better and safer course to return sue candidate,
together with the candidate or candidates according to the number of
vacancies who come next to him in the number of votes. And there is
no question that where there is any doubt as to the fact of the disquali-
fication, it would be much safer to follow this course, than either to
return the candidate alleged to be disqualified to the exclusion of another,
or, on the other hand, to return another candidate to the exclusion of
him alleged to be disqualified ; for though returning officers do not seem
to have ever been censured where they returned a person subsequently
unseated as being disqualified, still, as the 31 and 32 Vict.? c. 125, s. 48,
enacts that any sheriff or returning officer who shall wilfully delay,
negiect or refuse duty to return any person who ought to.be returned,
shall be liable to double damages with full post,, at the suit of any per-
son whose return has been wilfully delayed, &c., provided it is deter-
mined on the trial of a petition that such person was entitled to have
been retarned ; a single return reall exposes a returnin gofficer to

uerios labilityen case it should be eld that the omitted candidate
should have been returned. 0 On the. other band,
however, when the disqualification is clear, as where the candidate
is,: beyond all doubt, a rumor, or is known to have been fonnd
g'Ilty of a disqualifying offence within the time dnriug which the
dIs qualifying offence continues,cand where, to the knowledge of the
returning *officer, the fact of such disqualification has been duly
and sufficiently brought to the notice of the electors, and in
time to cause a number of votes to.be thrown away authcient
to give the qualified candidate a majority-in such a case there
appears to be no doubt that the returning officer would be justified
in returning the qualified candidate only.; for in snch circum.
stances the retura would scarcely be complained of, sud, if it were,
would be supported by a Judge or by the House. But where there
is a doubt either as to the sufficiency of the notice the returning
officer may either return the candidate who appears to Lim to have the
majority of legal votes, or, for the reasons above stated, may make a
double return of the candidate alleged to be disqualified, and of the
candidate or candidates, as the case may be, whostand nextat the poll."

This is the doctrine laid down by the latest writer on the
subject in England. I do not at all mean to say, in any com-
parison with the English Act and our Act, that the cases
are identical as to the duty of returning officers. But I
say that, under the circumstances, we should refer this to
the Committee officially selected by the House for the pur-
pose of deciding such questions. o delay will be caused,
for it is a simple question as to whether the retuirning

officer has any discretion ; and if ho has, whether the ques-
. tion ought to be dealt with by the House summarily in this

way or select some other mode. I beg to move in amend-
ment:

That Ill the words after the word "That "be left out, and the fol-
lowing inserted instead thereof;- "the Return transmitted by
Michael MoCormack, Returning Officer for the Electoral District of
King's Connty in the Island of Prince Edward, at the last Election
for the said Electoral District, together with ail papers attached
thereto, be referred to the Select Standing Committee on Privile&ea
and Elections with power to send for persons, papers and records,
and to report tiereon with all convenient apeed."

Mr. DAVIES. I am sorry that the hon, leader of ho
Government bas made up bis mind to move to refer this

- matter to a Committee, because I think it is establishing a
precedent which will be found to be in direct antagonism to
those precedents which were cited by the hon. member for
West Huron (Mr. Cameron). In eigbt or nine precedents
which he quoted I think he showed that the practice of
Parliament in this matter had been consistent almost from
the beginning, and that with the exception of one case-
the West Peterborough case which ho distinguished from
the others-that practice had always been for Parliament
at the earliest opportunity to insist that the returning
officer should diseharge jist simply the duty which Parlia-
ment had imposed upon him; that he should not arrogate to
himself any duty which the Act did not give him, and not
attempt in any way to alter or change the vote which the
majority of people in the district had polled. . Now, if the
House had, in the first instance, yielded to the motion made
by the hon. member for West Huron, and had corrected the
return made by the returning officer of King's County,
establishing that the returns should be consistent with the
majority of votes polled by the people, and that the man
who received such majority should take his place in this
House; and then if that motion had been followed up by a
supplementary one similar to the one made by the
hon. leader of the Government, I do not know that
there would have been much cause of complaint.
But the great objection to the motion is this: that instead of
proclaiming clearly and distinctly that which Parliament
has already proclaimed in the Statute law, that the duty of
the returning officer simply is to return to this House the
candidate who has received the majority of votes, the motion
of the right hon. gentleman would amount to a declaration
that the House is not sure whether that is the duty of the
returning officer or not; that we are not satisfied whether ho
is acting within the scope of bis powers when, instead of
returning the man with the majority of vote., he sends in a
special return, or a return that the minority man was elect.
cd. Now, I ask what would be the effect of that resolution
if carried ? In the first place, it will be to induce returning
ufficers to believe that they may deviate from the mandatory

language of the Statute that they may act as political
partisans, and may return from time to time, not the ma-
jority man but the minority man. The consequence would
be that at aiy new Parliament we might find here, not the
people's representatives as chosen by them, but perhaps ton
or twenty instances of minority mon who had taken their
seats by virtue of the will of the returning officer. What
would be the effect supposing the Government of the day
and the Opposition were very evenly balanced? The effect
would b. simply thi8: that the Government might have a
majority obtained, mark you, not by those who were elected
by the people to ropresent them, but by those whom the
people returned to stay at home, and they might hold on to
the Government, not for a week or a month, but while the
cases of these twenty gentlemen who were illogally sitting
in the louse were pending before an Election Committee.
I am glad to hear the right hon. gentleman say
that this matter is to be diseussed entirely apart from
politicai, feeling beeause'in the present condition of parties
e this ouse it reaHly amounts to vey little whether Dr.
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Robertson takes his seat or Mr. MoDonald takes bis seat,
compared with the importance of the principle involved.
This question affects not merely the rights of the elec-
tors of King's County, but it affects the seat of every hon.
gentleman here, no matter on what side of the House he
sits. What is Dr. Robertson's case to-day may be the
case of another hon. gentleman to-morrow, and a partizan
returning officer may return, as I stated before, the candi-
date hie sees fit to return, irrespective of the vote which may
have been cast by the electors of the district. Now, I sub-
mit that if there was a fair, honest and reasonable doubt as
to the powers and duties of a returning oficer, then this
Hlouse might be justified in referring it to a Special Commit-
tee to report upon. But if, on examination of the Act, we find
that it admits of but one construction, if on examination of
the precedents we find that they all run one way, and that
practice and autbority both combine i to point out what our
course should be, and if that course is consistent with that
natural justice which must be apparent to the mind of every
reasonable man, thon I say we ought not to hesitate. Now,
what is that natural justice? It is that the man who las
received a majority of the votes should be returned. What
doos the Act say ? What do the precedents say ? They
all say that the House, at the earliest moment after an
election, shall amend any illegal returns that may have
been made by returning officers. But we have gone further
than that. The fHouse has not merely affirmed that they
were to follow the Statute, but it las passed resolutions
severely censuring returning officers who made a return
other than that which the Act prescribed. The House has
censured his conduct as illegal, censured it as being in
defiance of law, censured it as being subversive of the rights
of the people, and censured it as being in antagonism to the
privileges of this House. In the South Oxford case to
which my hon. friend referred, we find thaf, after the flouse
had remedied the wrong committed by the returning officer
and had placed in his seat the gentleman who had received
the highest number of votes the flouse went further, and
determined that the returning officer who had acted
improperly should have put on record the opinion of the
louse against him, and that record reads as follows:-

"Resok-ed, That the Mouse having heard the evidence addressed on
the part of John George Vansi$tart, Esq., in defence of his conduct as
returning qicer for the County of Oxford at the last General Election,
adheres to its resolution of-the 21st March last. That the said John
George Vansittart, Esq., having taken upon himself to return Peter
Carroll, as member for the said Oounty, to serve in the present Parlia-
ment, contrary to the majority of votes received by him on the pol
books in favor of the [on. Fraucis Hincks, who ought therefore to have
been returied, acted illegally, in defiance of law, in manifeat violation
of the.rights of the freeholders of the said county, and in breach of the
privileges of this House."

But they went further than that, as if to establish a prece-
dent which should be a guide to all returning offcers in
future•

"Resolved, ''hat an humble Address be presented to Ris Excellency the
Governor Gmneral, praig that His Excellency may be pleased to prevent
the sa.id John George ansitart, Esq., from being Inspector of LiAenses
for the Diatrict of Brook, as a warning to others who shall hereafter fill
the very responsible office of returning officer'."

Not only was he censured for bis illegal conduet, but a
resolution was put upon the Journals as a warning to re-1
turning officers in the future ; and it seems this particular1
officer has not seen fit to take warning by the censure for-
merly passed upon the returning officer in the South Oxford
case. -Now, if all the precedents point in that direction, and1
if, when we turn to the Statute, we find there can be no(
reasonable doubt as to what the Statute says, I would ask1
upon what principle should we refuse to allow Dr. ]Robertsoni
to take his place? fHe las received a large majority1
of the votes, and we have nothing before this1
louse, no ex-ijence of any kind, to justify1

the House in bolieving that Dr. ]Robertson was disqualified.
The returnipg ufoflr had no power to take any evidence;

Mr. DAvras.

he did not attempt to take any. He did not state to ,the
House that he knew, of his own knowledge, that Dr.
Robertson was disqualified; he merely reported to the
louse-.and I call attention to the exact words of this

return-"lithat it had been represented to him by seven
electors of the county that Dr. Robertson was disqualified "
I put it to any hon. member if he would think it fair or
just, if, after he had been elected by a majority of sixty-two
for his riding, the returning officer, acting on the simple
assertion o seven electors, should refuse to return him to
the flouse. It is a monstrous proposition, and I maintain
that the conduct of the returning officer was illegal, and an
infringement of the rights of the people who were com-
manded to choose a representative to send to this House,
and was fraught with very evil consequences, and sbouln
be condemned, not by one political party, but by the
unanimous voice of the House, at the first opportunity.
Perhaps the right lon. leader of the Government may not
have been able to give attention to the return, and to the
facts laid before the House, which are to be found in Votes
and Proceedings, (No. 12), but if he will refer to them he will
find that not a scintilla of evidence of ary kind has been
given by the returning officer, as within his own know-
ledge, pointing to the disqualification of Dr. Robertson.
Supposing twenty or thirty of these cases had occurred-
and it is not impossible to suppose such an event, unless
the returning officer's conduct be now condemned-let us
see what the result would be. The Dominion Elections
Act of 1874 gives a discretion to returning offisers in the
matter of receiving nomination papers, and it providcs
distinctly that, in certain cases, the nomination papers
shall be illegal and may not be received by the returning
officer; ard it goes further, and provides that, if he
rejects any nomination paper, he shall return the reasons
why he rejected it to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, so that the party aggrieved may have an
opportunity of bringing tho case before the proper
Election Court. But when the Act comes to deal ïwith
the returning officer's duty, after the nominations have
been received, after the people have been given an
opportunity of voting for the candidates, thon the Act is
particularly careful to deprive him of any power whatever.
le has not even the powers of a deputy returning officer.
The latter has certain judicial functions, for he can reject a
ballot pappr as illegal; but the returning officer does not
count the ballots, las nothing to say as to whether they
are legal or illegal, but has simply to add togeither the nuni-
ber of votes given to each candidate, according to the state-
mente contained in the ballot boxes returned by the
deputies. He dare not, as every member knows, open any
of the envelopes contained in the ballot boxes sealed by the
deputies, but he has simply to add up the returns and
declare the candidate, who las the highest number of votes,
elected. No language can be plainer than that contained
in the Act; still the House is asked, in the face of this
plain, distinct language, to assume there is a grave doubt
as to whether the returning officer should not exorcise a
judicial discretion. What are disqualifications? If the hon.
Firat Minister's reasoning be acceded to, it comes to this:
that every returning officer can say to a candidate: "I Ithas
been represented to me that you have entered into a con-
tract with the Governmont." That is a disqualification.
The returning officer -may have no means of knowing the
fact, he is not authorized to take evidence; in this case he
did not; he cannot take an oath, and cannot constitute
himself a court. He, however, simply says: " [t lias been
represented to me that you have a contract, or are surety
for a contractor, and threfore I will not return you." I1
there any hon. gentleman wh-' will accede that such a pro-
position is reasonablo? It is in direct defiance of the
express language of the Statute, which says that the
returning o£er, haing ad4ed up the votes shall thon
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declare the candidate having the highest number of votes, dignity of Parliament to refer these matters to a Committee,
duly elected. The sixtieth section of the Act which was in cases where the matter is free from fair and reasonable
amended by the Act of 1878 goes on to declare that the doubt ; and I submit that if the hon. members of this House
candidate having the largest numbor of votes shall be have come to the conclusion that the Statute does not
duly elected; but it goes further, as if to provide that admit of reasonable doubt, they must support the motion
the returning officer shall return nothing further than the of my hon. friend from Huron. Mr. Gladstone on this
fact that the law directs him to return, namely, that a matter said:
certain candidate has the largest number of votes, and pre- "If this were a case in which, after the best investigation we canscribes a form, and says he shall return it in form "S" 'of make, we thought that any good, fair, or reasonable doubt attached to
the Act. This returning officer has thrown the Act, the the facts or the arguments eof the case, or as to the course which the
form, and everything else at defiance, and declared in so House ought to pursue, then I admit it might be the subject of a refer-ence to a committee, especialiy if the question were one which involvedmany words that he would not return the candidate who the examination of a long and complicated series of precedent., such
bad a majority, because he imagined, or at Ieast he did not as it would be diffcult to bring under the view of the House in debate.
imagine, but seven other people told him they imagined, that But, Sir, in our view, it lu neither the one nor the other. The facts ofthe case are the fewest as possible, and the principles applicable asDr. Robertson might be disqualified, and he will not there- elear as eau be brought to bear on any question of Parliamentary
fore return him to bis place in Parliament. I submit discussion, and I would submit that if that be the case, a proposai to
there should not be, that there cannot be any reasonable nqnire instead of a proposal to act, would no& be becoming the digniiy
doubt whatever as to the construction of the Statute of this house."
and if no reasonable doubt exists, the course of the Mr. Speaker, I submit that this language is directly applic-
louse is clear; that in conformity with all precedents able to the case before us. We have the right toprotect our

we should adopt the resolution of the hon. member own privileges; we have the right to say that the voice of
for West Huron (Mr. Cameron). H1e quoted the case of the people, when proclaimed as it has been in this case
West Peterborough-the hon. leader of the Government distinctly and clearly, shall be given effect to. We have
did not refer to any precedents-but in that case, if the right to protest against the illegal action of this return-
the facts be examined, it will be seen there was some show ing officer, and te condemn him, not only for his illegal
of reason for referring it, because the argument of the act, but also in order that it may serve as a warning to other
right hon. gentleman, and I looked at bis speech, was this : returning officers in the future; and wo have the riglit to
that there was at that time elected by ballot from amongst declare-and I submit that it is our duty; and after con-
the members of the House a sworn Committee which could sideration, I hope the House will find it to be its duty-to
judge more fairly and impartially of the facts than the House declare that Dr. Robertson having received the highest
itself could do. In this case there are no facts to refer to a number of votes, is entitled to take his seat ; and having
Committee. What does the right hon. gentleman wish to taken his seat, it will then rest with the House to deter-
refer ? There is no contradictory evidence, such as there mine whether it should afterwards refer to the Committee
bas been in some cases. There is no fact to go to the Com- the consideration of the fact, whether he is qualified or dis-
mittee, except the fact that Dr. Robertson had the higher qualified.
number of votes of the two candidates in question; and if Mr. BRECKEN. Mr. Speaker, I admit, with my hon.
there is no contradictory evidence, and no fact in dispute, colleague, that the sound constitutional ruleis that the
what did the right hon. gentleman want to refer ? It is only duties of the returning officer are ministerial, and not
on the assumption that great doubt exists as to the meaning judicial. I further admit that it would be desirable for ail
of the Statute, that the return should be referred to a Com- tribunal, parliamentary or legal, as far as possible, to give
mittee, and I submit, under that Statute, there is no doubt decisions that would be the reflex of the voice of the people,
whatever. The hon. gentleman has argued that there must be but I cannot agree with ail the remarks which have falen
discretion vested in the returning officer in cases of an alien, from my hon. colleague; and indeed, I would say, that the
woman or felon; but I repudiate that the returning officer bas situation he bas just now made in quoting the opinion of
a discretion as to determining whether a candidate is a felon one of the most eminent Parliamentarians-Mr. Gladstone-
or not. How is lie going to determine the point? No machin- is rather in favor of the contention of the right hon.
ery is provided for his taking evidonce; he cannot accept the gentleman, than of the position which my hon. friend has
statement as a fact. If he ever attempts to exercise judicial taken. If I heard him read that quotation correctly, it was
power it must be when the nomination paper is placed in to the effect that if any doubt existed-any bondfide doubt
his hands. If he does exercise it then, he las to return the -as to the merits of a case, it would become Parliament
papers with bis reasons, but after he bas received the papers to refer that case to the Committee on Privi!eges and
and the candidates are before the people and the votes have Elections ; but if it was clear, if they were called upon
been taken, then he as simply to return the candidate to act and not to think, not to reflect on the matter, then it
having the highest number of votes to Parliament. I desire to was the duty of Parliament to instruct the returning officer
call attention to the fact that the extract read by the right to amend the return, and return the man who had the
hon. leader of the Government refers to the case of a double majority of votes. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the case
return; but that cannot have any application to Canada, be- before you to-day ? It does not become me to go into the
cause I submit that, under our Dominion Election Act, no merits of the case, because I may look upon it as a case sub
such thing as a double return can be made. I repeat that judice, and if it is to go before the Committee on Privileges,
no double return can be made, for our Act distinctly pro- it will come before hon. members who will discharge their
vides that if two candidates have an equal number of votes, duties as judges of constitutional law, and not as partisans
the returning officer, not " may " but "must " give the cast- or supporters of a particular party, and, therefore, I will
ing vote in favor of one of the candidates, and must return refer very shortly to the facte-for I am not going to express
him as clected. We need not, however, discuss theories, any opinion on the case. I will only state the bare
there is no double retur here; there is simply a special facts, and I think my hon. colleague will agree that I state
roturn from which it appears that Dr. Robertson bad them correctly. Dr.1Robertson was a candidate in the Local
the majority of votes, and therefore must be roturned. Election in May last. The Provincial Elections were held
I will just call your attention, Mr. Speaker, to the law as in May. On the 27th of May he was returned, as member
it las been laid down by a very eminent authority in for one of the Electoral Districts of King's County. We
England, respecting cases of thia kind. The Prime have a provision in our Local Law, which provides that a
Minister of England, in a discussion on the Tipperary candidate returned to the Local Legielature, cannot within
Election, laid down that it is not consistent with the twenty-one days after his return, resign his position or
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divest himself of the character of a member of the Local
Legislature. We have a similar clause in the Dominion
Law. Yon know,:Mr. Speaker, why this is-to allow any
opposing candidate, or any of the electors, if they think
proper, to petition against that member's seat. Tho fact is,
that on nomination day for the Dominion Elections, which
fellon June 13th, Dr. Robertson sent in bis resignation. But
there was then no Speaker, no Session of the Provincial Par-
liamenthaving been held; and the Provincial Act provides,
that if a memb resigns, ho must send in bis resignation
under such circumstances to two members, who shall report
to the Lieutenant-Governor of-the Province. On nomination
day-and my hon. colleague in this will agree with
me-the candidate must be qualifled if ho is qualified at
all. On the 13th of June, Dr. Robertson had then, or a
short time previorsly, sent in his resignation to two
members. Now comes the question: Was Dr. Robertson
eligible or otherwice? Well, I will admit perhaps that
the returning officer would have discharged his duty more
correctly had ho returned Dr. Robertson, and not enquired
into his eligibility, or otherwise, of his candidature. He
might have doue that. There is no doubt about it. Then my
hon. colleague quoted the case of a returning officer, who
had been censured by Parliament, and enlarged on an
assumed case-the injustice that might follow, if
returning officers were allowed to use judicial functions,
using their discretion, they might return minority
members, and if the contending parties wcre evenly
balanced the policy of the Government might then
be shaped by a majority composed of minority mem-
bers. That would bc a crying injustice, 1 admit, but my
hon. friend bas drawn on hýs imagination in this case. There
is no such cae here. What is the return ? The sheriff, the
roturning officer, returns what ? Dr. M cintyre who led the
poll, Dr. Robertson, and Mr. McDonall next, who was some
sixty-two votes behind; and he also states that it had been
represented to him that Dr. Robertson had been elected to
the Local Legislature, and was therefore disqualified. My
hon. friend says that there is no evidence of this. Well, Mr.
Speaker, these are the factse; nd my hon. friend knows it as
well as I do. fcLeod McCormack bas been Sheriff of
King's County for many years; and I may say that
for the last eight or ton years ho has acted as
returning officer for that county. He had returned
Dr. Robertson is member to the Local Lgislature, and,
therefQre, of this he hnd judicial knowledge BHe knew
it, and be might have made his return wit hout deriving his
information on this point from half a dozen of the electors,
who came to him on the subject. No man knew botter than
he, and my hon. colleague is aware of this. Sheriff
Mcornmaek is an active man, and has discharged al. the
duties and functions of bis office to the utmost. He issues
all tho necesary proclamations, and performs all the varions
requirements under the Election Law; and, therefore, no
man bad botter evidence-not even Dr. Robertson him-
self-of his election to the Local House. My hon.
friend says, there are no facts before the House. I agree
with the remark of the right hon. gentleman that this is a
very distinct case, and that thore are many facts to consider:
the right of Dr. Robertson to resign; whether bis rosigna-
tion was sent in; and wbether his resignation was bond fide.
There are a variety of facts: whether Dr. Robertson was a
candidate for the Local Legislature; and whether he was
returned or not. The proper documents will have to be
produced bofore the Committee, and all this evidence. It is
not my intention to say mach on this matter, because I
feel that one ought to be guarded and not go into the
merite of the case, expressing an opinion, or encroaching
on the judieial functions of the Select Committee.
But, Ur. Speaker, I would say this: If I have stated
this case correctly, if there is any reasonable and
strong doubt existing in the minds of members as to

Mr. BREcKEN.

whether Dr. Robertson was eligible or not, thon why
return him to this House to be unseated afterwards,
when the case was fully heard. Now I admit frankly
that if the returning officer had returned him in the
firet instance he would have acted more in accordance
with his duty, but now -we have the fact before us,
and a fact with which we have to deal. My hon.
colleague says there is no evidence; but we have the return
which was brought down. There is documentary evidence
that a very grave and serious doubt exists-I will express
nothing more than a doubt now, because I shall have to give
a vote, and, before doing so, would like to hear all the argu-
ments-but there is a strong doubt whether Dr. Robertson
is eligible or not. I deny that the reference of this case to
the Committee would form a dangerous precedent. My
hon. friend says, suppose a man accepted a contract, but
here is a case referred to by the hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment which is perfectly analogous. Suppose a woman
were to stand up on the hustings in our country
where we have no women's rights; or suppose a felon
had escaped who had been taken into custody by the
sheriff of the county who was also the returning officer;
suppose he received notice one or two days before the elec-
tion that this felon had broken prison and was at large ;
suppose that on nomination day the escaped felon were to
make his appearance on the hustings in, say, Georgetown as a
candidate for the suffrages of the people - would you say that
the returning officer had acted illegally or in a partisan spirit
because ho had refused to roturn the felon, though a
majority had voted in his favor ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. Certainly,
Mr. BRECKEN. You might say that the sheriff had

notice of it, but the sheriff had the same notice of the part
that Dr. Robertson was roturned as a member of the Local
House on a certain day, and ho knew that seven
days had yet to elapse before it was competent for
Dr. Robertson to divest himself of his character as a
member of the Local Legislature and offer himself for the
suffrages of the people as a member of this louse. My
hon. friend is wrong; there is nothing for which this
returning officer should ho censured. If ho committed an
error it was an error of the head and not of the heart. But
bore is a grave doubt as to the eligibility of Dr. Robertson,
and can there be anything wrong-would it be a pernicious
precedent if the case were referred to a competent tribunal,
to leave it to the most competent men among the members
of this House, men belonging to the legal profession, to
say whether or not Dr. Robertson was in a position to re-
ceive the suffrages of the people? Every such case must
be decided upon its merits. I read over with some care
the able arguments of the hon. member for Huron; I
looked at the precodents to which ho referred, but they were
not analogous cases; the analogy at all events is not
complote. In some cases the ballots were destroyed;
in others, where under the existing law a qualification was
necessary, the candidate failed to file his qualification until
three days after ho was elected, and in another case a mis-
take about the ballots was rectified, and the candidate
having a majority of votes was returned. But this ease is
not an error of that kind. If the contention of Mr. Mc-
Donald is correct, Dr. Robertson cannot take his seat under
that election, and, therefore, if the matter is referred to the
Committee, I cannot see that Parliament will be laying
down a pernicious or dangerous precedent, or that it will ibe
any encouragement to returning officers to forget the seri-
ous duties they have to perform, or to act in any spirit of
unfairness or partisanship.

Mr. BLAKE. If anything were wanting-and I do not
think after the speech of the bon. leader of the Goverument
much was wanting-to convince this House of the inox-
pediency of the amendment, we have heard it iu the speech
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which hasjust been delivered. The hon. gentleman wh
informs us that the Privileges and Elections Committee isi
judicial tribunal, of which he is a component part-

Mr. BRECKEN. No.
Mr. BLAKE. No? The hon. gentleman came in to

late. H1e was fortunate enough to have to appeal to a rea
judicial tribunal, else, perhaps ie would not ho here at al
The hon. gentleman who informed us that this Committe
is ajudicial tribunal, of which he is not a member, who say
that as ho will have to vote upon the question, he will no
express an opinion-but I think some of us were able, dur-
ing the course of his speech, to receive through some o
the slips and starts ho made, some slight idea of the opinion
ho entertains upon the question-tells us frankly that i
would have been right and better to return the man who had
the majority of votes. I was glad to hear that, and the hon
leaderof the Government said almost as much; but the hon
gentleman says the returning officer has not done much-
ho bas gone wrong a bit-he bas not done what ho
ought to have done, and, as ho bas done wrong, there wil
bo no harm in our doing wrong too. As ho has
gone wrong let us, says the hon. gentleman, refer
to the Committee the question of whether ho was
right or not. No; not at all, says the hon. gentleman, but
there are a number of facts to elicit; and he mentioned some
of them. He says Dr. Robertson was elected to the Local
Legislature upon such a day, that hewished to resign, that
under the Local Law it was impossible for him to resign
before nomination day, and that, as a matter of fat, ho did
send in his resignation-which we have not heard of in the
papers. He says there is the question to try whether or
not ho could resign, whether ho did resigu, whether he
resigned bond fide or not, and what happened upon his
resignation. We have been told, if we are to go into hear-
say, that the Local Government advised the Governor to
accept the rosignation, that they issued the writ upon it,
that a new election was held, that they returned a supporter
under that writ, that they beld power in the Island by vit tue
of that vacancy in King's which the hon. gentleman says does
not exibt. If there was no legal resignation then
there could be no new election, no writ, and the seat
is still vacant. That shows you the inconvenience of con-
necting two wholly distinct questions; the first, what
upon the papers before this House was the duty of the
returning officer, and the second and supplementary ques-
tion, after we have determined what his duty was, whether
any hon. member of this louse will propose a reference to
any tribunal to ascertain whether arn bon. gentleman who
ought to have been returned, and whose naine ought to be
inserted as a member of this louse, is or is not qualified to
sit bore. Upon such a reference as that, and upon that
alone, would arise the question to which the bon. gentleman
bas referred-that is, the question of whether Dr. Robert-
son bas resigned, or whether ho had effectually resigned.
All these questions would arise thon, but not now, bocause
the question now before us is that which was stated by the
hon.First Minister. 1did not understand him tosay that those
questions were to go before the Privileges and Eloctions Com-
mittee. He did not say the Committee should consider whether
Dr. Robertson was qualified or not, but they should consider
what the functions, duties, responsibilities, and powers of
returning officers were in general cases. The hon. member
for the County of Queen'a bas said, would it be possible that
a sheriff, who is also a returning officer, who knows that a
felon has escaped from jail, and has presented himsolf as a
candidate for the county, to affix bis hand and seal to the
return of that man to Parliament. I say, yes; it is possible.
Was O'Donovan Rossa a felon ? Was John Mitchel a felon ?
Were they returned to the Imperial Parliament by the
returning officers ? Were the returning officers censured ?
No. They were returned in the one case on election

o petition, and in the other the House dealt with them; but
a the returning officers returned them. But that is not this

case, and that affords some reason why we should consider
what we are doing. What does the hon. Minister of the
Interior propose to us? He says: "This is a question

o deserving of' great consideration; I put to you the
il case of a woman who should be returned at the head of the
1. poll; I put the case of au alien; I put the case of a felon ;
e let us consider all these things; let us have a full and ex-
s haustive report from the Privilegesand ElectionsCommittee
t as to what the state of the law is upon all possible and im-
- possible contingencies, and decide by what processof enquiry
f the sex ot the candidate is to be ascertained, and so forth;
n -lot us, I say, enter upon this interesting, minute and
t delicate investigation "-and I suppose the bon. gentleman
d will lay ai greon bag on the table presently--' but in the
. meantime let us keep the choice of the o'ectors of Queen's
. County out of the seat to which b is entitled." Sir, I am
- ready to enter with the hon. gentleman into an enquiry
e into all these questions; I am ready, as ho says there is a
l difficulty and a doubt and proposes so many nice points of
s law, to agree that they should be considered; but I am not
r ready te agree that this plain, simple question of obvious

justice should be complicated by all these questions with
t which the hon. gentleman has surrounded it, in order, if

possible, to obscure it. The other day, when the motion
l was made, the hon. gentleman complained that my hon.

ffriend had treated the House very unfairly, b cause ho
i had not given notice of the motion and given him ait
1 opportunity of considering the question, and that my

hon. friend had cited a lot of precedents which he bad
not the opportunity of lookng into. He, thereforo,
proposel the adjournment of the debate, in order
that he might consider the lino of argument ho would adopt
and how he would support that argument. And now ho
cornes down, after baving bad a full opportunity to examine
these precedents, and we do not hearaword about them. He
does not dispute them; ho does not comment upon them;
he does not give us a suggestion on those very points with
regard to which ho said be wanted time for research, for
enquiry, for the formation of a proper opinion. Well, ho
says the question is whether the returning officer should
have a judic:al power. Is that the question ruisel in this
return ? Does this returning officer assume to exorcise a
judicial power? las ho adjudged ? He has adjudged
nothing. The law says that ho shall simply state the num-
ber of votes obtained by both aides aocording to the law,
and shall declare the candidate having the largest number
to be the member. Ie has made a return, but ho has net
assumed to adjudge. Therefore the hon. gentleman has not
got to refer to the Committee a judgment of the returning
officer at all. It is not a question whether he had power
to adjudge, because ho bas not exercised any such power,
if any such power ho had. He has simply abstained from
doing that wbich the law says ho shal and must do,
namely, return as the member the man who as the
majority of .votes. But the bon. gentleman says:
"I admit that, from time to time, from year to
year, there has been a tendency to limit the old judicial
powers. of returping officers, and to make them more and
more ministerial or executive officers ; I will not trust the
case to go to an ordinary Election Court; i will not aver
that if it went before an Election Court, the returning
officer would have a good case; but is it true that the re-
turning officer eau in no case adjudge ?" I ask you how is
the returning officer to exorcise judicial funetions ? In the
first place, who is ho? He is the nominee of one party; how
ean hejudge between both ? The hon.gentleman has deliber-
ately altered the law,in order that he might appoint thejudge
from one party; in order that in Lennox and Car leton, as well
as in every other constitueny in this Dominion, he might
have the power of choosing his own friends ; and having
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chosen them, no doubt often at the instance ofthe respective
candidates in these constituenciep, to bhold office during iis
good pleasure and to perform his pleasure, ho now proposes
that we should seriously consider bow far those officers should
have judicial power. Beautiful judges, truly ! Wonderful
proposal !-first of all, that the 'Government shall take this
absolute power of nominating returning officers, and second,
that we should consider how far it is wise and prudent to
set back the current, and to declare, in the face and teeth
of the Statute which prescribes their duty as to the sum-
ming up of votes, how far they are to have power to adjudge.
Well, is the retnrning officer to have a court, then? Is he
to sit in solemn state between these two parties, call wit-
nesses, and perhaps have counsel to argue the case before
him and thon decide which of the twoshall prevail? No, Sir,
ho bas not attempted that. If he had a judicial power, he
has not exercised that power, and it would be a gross thing
to suggest that he ought to have such a power as the law
now stands. But ho ias not exercised a judicial power; if,
having the power to judge, ho abstains from judging, how is
he defensible for not havinig performed the functions of the
Statute ? What could be do except do what the Statute pre-
scribes: count the votes and returu the man with the
majority? My bon. friend has referred to the time at
which the judgment took place. If there be any hour at
which the returning officer may exorcise a discretionary
power, it is at the time the nomination papers are handed
in. I do not now suggest what the limit of his discretion-
ary power at that time is; but it would be subject to the
grossest and most palpable abuses, if the returning officer,
having received a nomination paper, as being a valid nomi-
nation paper of a qualified candidate, should allow him to
go to the polls with that assumption ; and after the yotes
have all been cast, should take out of his pocket-or, as the
hon. member for Queen's suggested, out of his recording
brain-the knowledge that this man was a member of a
Local Legislature, and his election, therefore, a sham; that
his nomination paper ought to have been discarded; and
that, therefore, he should return somebody else, or make no
return at all. Now, the returning officer not assuming to
adjudge, as ho did not in this case, the question is,
what return ougit he to make? Ought he to make the statu-
tory return, or throw the whole thing at the head of the
louse as ho ias done? It is perfectly clear that the

statutory return is what ought to have been made. The
hon. gentleman said that the Committee on Privileges and
Elections was struck entirely without regard to the political
proclivities of hon. members. Well, that was news to
me. I was on the striking Committee. I did not
hear any such observations made when we were striking
that Special Committee, and I suppose, after the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman, it happons by chance or
by coincidence-but still it will bo found, by a curious acci-
dent and coincidence, that the political proclivities of the
members of this Committee correspond to the political pro-
clivities of the members of this House. The Committee
was struck, the hon. gentleman says, entirely without
regard to political proclivities, but the hon. gentleman took
good care to have two votes to one on the Committee. The
louse is political and the Committee is political, and as

both are political in the same number and proportion, my
own impression is that we shall argue this question out
and decide it in the face of day here altogether, rather
than submit it to a small body of members, constituted
politically in the same proportions and for no other purpose,
I can conceive, after the speech of the. hon. member for
Queen's, than to complicate the two distinct questions-the
question whether Dr. Robertson is or is not eligible for the
seat,and the question as to what, upon these papers, it was
the duty of the returning officer to do. I say the motion
which the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) has put
before us is that latter question. It does concern the seat,

Mr. BLAKE,

the expectations of every candidate in the future, and con
cerns every constituency in this Dominion. It is a
question involving the rights of all the electors or
the country, and of every candidate in this country
for all time, and that question, as upon the papers which
appear before us annexed to this return, is: What,
under the law and the practice of Parliament, was it the
duty of the returning officer to do ? If that were a doubt-
ful question, one which required great research and upon
which the authorities were seriously conflicting, when
applied to the distinct language of our Statute, it might of
course be a subject of enquiry and of reference. But being
a plain question, a question which it is easy to answer from
the Statute itself and upon which the current of authority,
as my hon. friend has proved, is, with hardly an exception,
the one way-I say being a question of this nature it con-
cerns our dignity, it concerns the rights of the people that
we should here at once dispose of it; that we should
unequivocally declare that the returning officer's duty was
to have returned the man who had the majority of votes.
If any hon. member thon chooses to raise the question as to
the right to a seat iere of the man who, the hon. member
from Queen's admits, ought to have been returned, lot us
deal with that question when it arises entirely unprejudiced
and uncomplicated by this discussion-a question, as the
hon. member for Queen's bas said, depending on facts not
now before us which require to be elucidated, on papers not
now before us, on the customs and laws of a Local Legis-
lature which are not now before us, and a question, there-
fore, which will require probably some time for its consid-
eration and determination, and which may require for that
consideration and determination evidence to be brought
from Prince Edward Island. But in the meantime what
presses upon us now is to. vindicate the electors of King's
and their rights to the man of their choice--rights which
have been violated by the action of the returning officer,
whose violation of justice and right this louse ought, at
the earliest moment and in an unequivocal manner, to
rodress.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think the hon.
gentleman acted quite fairly toward me in introducing a
personal matter in his speech, when ho said that 1, or the
Government of which I was a member, had taken care to
make the returning officers servants of the Government,
and quoted Lennox and Carleton as instances in point. The
hon. gentleman ought to know before making that remark,
that the returning officer for Lennox, has been the returning
officer there for a quarter of a century, that the returning
officer for Carleton is a Reformer, who was appointed sheriff
and returning officer by hon. gentlemen opposite. It is
very unfair, very unlike the hon. gentleman-no, not vory
unlike him, but I thought ho had improved a little. It was
very improper in him, to make that allusion to me. In both
cases they were gentlemen, ho would have desired should
be returning officers. lie rather misrepresented me. When
I said the Committee on Privileges and Elections were ap-
pointed without regard to political proclivities, I did not in
any way wish it to be understood they were chosen equally
from both sides, nor, do I think the House understood that.
These Committees are reflexes of the positions of parties
and opinions in this House. They would be unfair Com-
mittees if they were not so. If the hon. gentleman's political
friends are not more numerous in any one of these Com-
mittees, that is the fault of the people. Let him bring an
indictment against the people of the Dominion who held
that he and those who acted with him were in the wrong.
But, I do say this, that the Committee was fairly chosen,
and I will venture to say, ailthough I was not here, that he
did not object to that Committee. He, as an able Parlia-
mentarian, was one of threm. I have no doubt he saw
on that Committee a fair proportion, according to the puo-
portion of this logqse, of his followers and the bost n
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among them. I do not sec why the hon. gentleman is afraid
of this Committee. I have seen him before afraid, when the
case of Mr. Anglin was before the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, when he was away for a long, long time. It
was said he was ill and could not come, but whon he did
come, he showed a great deal of vigor and strength. His
friends said ho did not show up there because Timothy was
concerned; they said that because Timothy was concerned
he had the hay fever. I have the right to talk in this way
when the lon. gentleman chooses to bring in a personal
remark altogether uncalled for with respect to myself.

Mr. BLAKE. It is the first time, for some years, in this
House an hon. member has venturel to repeat what, up to
this time, has found, to some extent, currency, I believe, in
Tory newspapers, and perhaps may have been spoken in
my absence. The hon. gentleman bas ventured to assert
that during the last Committeo on Privileges and Elections
in a former Parliament I was away, not because I was
really ill, but because I did not want to come. That is a
statiment utterly and absolutely without any particle of
foundation. I was confined to my bed by serious illness. I
am amazed the hon. gentleman should have dared to make
this statement at such a time of day. If there are any
words I can use which will announce in a more positive
and emphatie manner my denial of the hon. gentleman's
statement I want to use thom now. The hon. gentleman
bas said I was unfair in stating that he had chosen the
Sheriffs of Lennox and Carleton as roturning officers, who
wcre servants of the Governmont. Does the hon. gentle-
man suppose that my complaint of his law is confined to
the cases in which hc chose other mon than the shoriffs and
rogistrars ? No, Sir. What I complaim of is that ho should
make a law by which ho becomes the nominator and
appointer of returning officers. If they happen to be shoriffs
and registrars tliey are appointed not because they hold office
permanently from which they can be withdrawn only for
dereliction of duty or malfeasance, for they hold it at his
bid and pleasure, but they hold it at his pleasure to do
his bidding. That is the complaint, and the evil runs much
deeper and goes much farther than the hon. gentleman has
put it. It is not confined to an occasion in which ho has
departed from what would have beon the law, and nominated
others than sheriffs and registrars; but every shoriff and
every registrar whom he appoints, ho appoints not by virtue
of thoir office, but by virtue of his pleasure and to do his will.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tho hon. gentleman
says ho never heard this before. I think I have heard it in
the louse before.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have iard it in the

House before.
Mr. BLAKE. Never.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And the statement I

made was made on the authority of his own friond-I eau
tell him that-of his own political friends, who were dis-
gusted at his absence from the Committee, and who did not
hesitate in saying so. But, Mr.Speaker, I say this f urther.
The hon. gentleman objects very much to the appointment
ofreturning officers under the nomination of the leader of the
Dominion Government. No, Sir, he would like to have every
returning officer in the Province of Ontario under the
thumb, and all the officers of Ontario under the thumb, of
the present leader of the Ontario Governmont.

Mr. McCARTHY. I propose to call the attention of the
House to the facts of this case which the personal assault
made by the leader of the Opposition on my right hon.
friend the First Minister, ias somewhat diverted us from.
Now, Sir, the question is not whether we are to refuse to
seat Dr. Robertson and to alter this return, as moved for by
the hon, member for West Uuron, by declaring that Dr.

Robertson's name should be inserted and that he should
take the seat-thle question is whether that is the proper
course to take, or whether it is proper under all the circum-
stances of the case, to send this matter to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections. A great deal, therefore, of the
thunder from the other side is altogether wide of the mark.
If we were here refusing to acknowlecdge the right of the
electors, refusing to obey their choice, J could well under-
stand this indignation which, to my mind, bas been
altogether uncalled for and is altogether out of place upon
the simple proposition in amendment which is now before
the Chair. We arc asked to say whether under all the cir-
cumstancos of this matter-not the hearsay statements, but
the papers brouglit down by the Clerk of the Crown in
Cbancery and presented to the lHouse-whother under theso
circumstances we oglit now to carry out the motion mado
by the hon. mem ber for West Huron, or whothor wo ought
to send the papers to tho Committee appointed for that pur-
pose who are charged with the privileges of iis llou"e,
and whose duty it is to guard and protect those privilegos.
Now, Sir, what are the facts, I am not speaking of heur-
say-but what are the facts ? ' The facts which appear
before us are these: That Dr. Robertson was electod-I am
reading now fromu a return presented to the IIouse:

" That Dr. Robertson w's clected a memb3r of the Local Legislature
of the Province of Prince Edward Islani, and was returned by Sheriff
McCormack upon the 8th of May, 1882 ; that on the 13th of June the
same gentleman was nominated as a candidate for the same district, or
for a district including the same, for this IIouse ; that upon the 26th
of June the Lieutenant-G-overnor of Prince Edward Island certified
that be has ' not received from James E. Robertson, returned a meni.
ber of the TIouse of Assembly of Prince E:lward Island for the fourth
clectoral district of Rings Co1unty, nor fromn any other person on his
behalf, any resignation of the seat of the said Jemes E. Robertson as a
member of the Ilouse of Assenbly ; nor have I received any notice of
said resignation from the said James E. Robertson, nor from any mem-
ber or members of the said Ilouse of Assembly, nor from any other
person whatsoever, on behalf of the said James 9. R>b3rtson.' "

We have it perfectly clear that Dr. Robertson was eloeted
to the Local louse. Wo have it equally clear-not mte'ely,
as the hon. member for Queen's County stated, on, tio ipse
dixit of sevon electors-but we have the solemn. certificato
of the Assistant Provincial Socrotary that Dr.. Rbe'rtson
was returned. We have the solemn statement made b1y thej
Lieutenan t-G(-ovornor of te Province that Dr. Robertson hd
not rosigned. I think it is plain, therefore, that at that
time Dr.. iRobertson was a member of the Local Legislaturo
of the Provinice Of Prince Edward Island. Now, what does
the law, passed in 1873, say abo>ut cases like this:

"After the dissolution of the presentParliament of Canada, no person
who is a member of any Legislative Council of any Legislative Assem-
bly of any Province now included, or which may bereatter be included,
within the Dominion of Canada, shall be eligible as a.member of the
House of Commons, or shall be capable of sitting or voting in the same ;
and if any one so declared ineligible is, nevertheleas, elected and
returned as a member of the HIouse of Commons, his election shahl be
nuli and void."

The third section of the same Act says:
"If any person is made by this Act ineligible as a member of the

House of Commons, or incapable of sitting and vJting therein, does,
nevertheless, so sit or vote, he shall forfeit the sur of two thousand dol-
lars for every day he sits or votes."

Therefore it is not simply a question whether Dr. Robert-
son, who appears to have had the majority of the votes,
ought to have been returned by the returning officer.
RigLhtly or wrongly we arc now seizel of the facts of the
case, facts which are indisputable.

Some heu. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. McCARTHIY. Can it be doubted that Dr. Robertson

is a member of the Local flouse ? Why, evea the hon.
members who have spoken on the other side do not pretend
that he is not so.

Mr. CASGRAIN. H hlas resigncd.

1883. 157
i



COMMONS DEBATES. MAc 9,
Mr. MoCARTHY. Resigned ! But when ? He resigned

since his nomination for this louse.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Ilow do you know that.
Mr. McCARTHY. I say, upon the evidence bore, that I

have the right to assume that. I have a statement from
the Lieutenant-Governor that on the 26th June he had not
resigned. I will read it again:

I hercby certify that I have not received Mr. James E. Rubertson's
reEignation."

An hon. MEMBER. He had not resigned.

Mr. McCARTHY. He left his resignation in such a
position that if he was clected to this House it was to stand
good; but if ho was not elected to this House the resignation
was to be nuil. I bave no doubtfrom whatlhear-notfrom
wbat I know-that the intention of Dr. Robertson was to
put his resignation in sucli a position that ho was to con-
tinue to be a mom ber ofthe Local House if ho failed in the
piesent election, but if he succeeded in this contest then he
would claim the right to sit in this House ; and the law says
ho shall not do so. Now what are we to do with this
motion ? We are asked to declare that ho las a right to
lake bis seat in this House as a member. Who has a right
to take bis seat in the louse?

Mr. MACKENZIE. The man who had the most votes.
Mr. McCARIITHY. The man who, according to the law

passed ut the instance of the hon. gentleman opposite, who
did not like dual representation and who desired to deprive
the people of a free choice as to who they should send to both
IHouses, the man who, according to that law, bas no right
Io sit and vote here, and whose election was declared by the
Statute to be null and void. If ho were sitting in thelHouse
to-day we woulid have to rise in our places to draw attention
to it, anl the matter would have to be sent to the Com-
mittco on Privileges and Elections, just as in the days of
the good Reform party-the Party of purity-when the
House was full of contractors, and when we occupied a
considerable portion of our time in doaling with their busi-
ness. I therefore, say, that no matter what may have been
the duty of the returning offier, we are now in this position
that we have these facts before us that the person who was
returned is disqualified and couId fnot take bis seat. But we
are asked to day to say that he shali take his seat, though
the very next moment any hon. member could rise in
bis place and draw attention to the fact that he
was disqualified, and tLe matter would have to be
sent to the Committec on Privileges and Elections.
Surely the course suggested by the amendment is the
proper one, that the matter should now be dealt with before
we stultify our-selves by declaring that this gentleman is
entitled to take his seat, when the law says ho shall not
sit in this House. A great dealhas been said regarding the
duty of the returning officer, and I dosire to speak with
caution upon that subject. I do not pretend to be as wise
as the hon. gentleman opposite who ex cathedra can at once
tell what the law is and what it should be. I mean to say
tbat since the Statute of 1874 was passed, so far as I know,
ihere bas been no decision given with respect to the changes
Made by that Statute; andlI holdthat before the Act of
1874 was enacted it was perfectly plain that the returning
officer was not merely a ministerial but a judicial officer;
that ho had certain mninisterial duties to perform and certain
judicial duties to perforrm. It may be-and I hesitate to
express any opinion upon it-that the effect of the legislation
of 1874 is to have made him simply an executive or minis-
terial officer. I am not prepared to say it may
not be so; but what I an asking the House now
to do, now when censure is talked of with respect to the
returning officer, is to remember the position in which ho is
placed as the law stands and as the law appears to be

Mr. McCARTHy.

according to the best authorities. As the hon. the First
Minister has shown, there is in our Statute a doclaration
that if a returning officer refuses to return a man who after-
wards is declared by the Election Court to be entitled to his
seat, le shall be subject to a penalty of $500. Now, the
returning officer is placed in this dilemma: it is brought te
his notice, ho knows himself as returning officer, and at all
events it is ascertained by him by the highest possible
species of evidence, that this gentleman is disqualified.
Then the penal enactment of the Statute is pointed out to
him. What is he to do? If ho tok on himself to
decide, judicially, that Dr. Robertson ought not to be
returned, he might, perhaps, be open to censure, but
under the difficult circumstances Le decides: "I will
report the matter te the House. I will make a double
return, and not say that a man whom the law says is dis-
qualified is entitled te the seat: and at the same time I will
not say that a man who has merely a minority of votes is
entitled to the seat. That is a matter beyond me; but
these facts, brought to my knowledge, I will report to the
House, and the House will be pi epared to deal with the
case as the law of Parliament rcquires." That has been done.
We have the double return ; both gentlemen have taken
the oath.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. There is no double return.
Mr. McCARTHY. Pardon me. Although I have great

respect for the hon. gentleman's law, I must have a little
respect for my own notions, and i venture to say it is a
double return. The proof of it is that both gentlemen
have signed the roil and both have laken the oath, and both
can come into the House and sit. A spscial return is
quite apart from that, and is that the returning offic<r could
not say that one or the other candidate was entitled to the
seat; the distinction is very plain between that case and
this, which, according te my view of the law, is a double
return. That being se, Iet us see what the best writers say.
We have not all the superior wisdom of hon. gentlemen
opposite but we may pe! haps look ourselves and see what,
according to the authorities,the duty of the returning officer
was. Referrirg to the penalty clause -Mr. Rodgers' work
on Elections, a very late edition, says this, at page 338

" It would seem from the above cases, that the returning officer is not
subject to any liability, as f sr as Parliament is concerned, if he returned
a disqualified person ; nor, on the other hand, could he well be censured
for exercising his judgment as to the eligibility of a candidate, and
returning the person whom the judge ultimately decides to be entitled
to the seat; for in most of the cases in which a disq'îalified person bas
been returned, the form of the resolulion of an Election Committee bas
been that the petitioner ought to be returned. Indeed the sole considera-
tion with committees bas been, whether the returning officer has shown
any improper animus. (Ipswich, K. and 0., 379.) And accordingly, if
it were not for a Statute to be presently noticed, the conclusion would
be that the returning officer is safe, so tar as the House of Commons is
concerned, whether he decided or refused to decide on the qualification
of a candidate, provided he acted bona fide; but that it would be safer
for him to return the candidate who las the majority of votes, and
leave the question of qualification to be disposed of by the Judge."

He says according to the Statute. What does the Statute
say? It says:

" If any returning officer wilfully delays, neglects or refuses duly to
return any person who ought to be returned to serve in the Houtse of
Commons for an electoral district, such person may, in case it bas
been determined on the hearing of an electoral petition respecting the
election for such electoral district, that such person .was entitled to
have been returned, sue the returning officer having so wilfully delayed,
neglected or refused duly to make such return of his election, in any
court of record in the Province in which such electoral district is situ-
ated, and shall receive a sum of $500, together with all damages he has
sustained by reason theieof, and full costs of writ."

The writer, Mr. Rogers, further says:
" These words are very comprehensive and would seem to include lhe

case of a sheriff returning a disqualified person,provided notice and proof
of suòh disqualification had been previously given to him. And if this
be the case, a returning officer would, if the unsuccessfnl candidate were
held by the Judge entitled to have been returned, be subject to a very
serions liability. The question, therefore arises, what is the returnifg
offlcer's best course to pursue in such a case ?"
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We sbhould look at this question judicially; we should not
endeavor to mise popular cries, as is being done by hon.
gentlemen opposite. The delay cannot bo very great. The
hon. momber for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) brought the
matter to the notice of the House on the 20th of last month,
and he went away somewhere-1 do not know whore-
and left this unfortunate county without its second repre-
sentative in the House, and this great injustice bas remained
from thatday until now. I am aware its consideration was
postponed once at the request of the hon. the First Minister.

Mr. CAMERON. Three times.

Mr. McCARTHY. At all events the county would not
suffer from a further delay of three or four days. W hat is
the proper course to pursue ? The writer from whom I am
quoting says:

«I In the Leominster case, under similar circumstances, the sheriff
returned both the qualified and unqualified cndidate, and ibis conduct
does not seem to have been reflected upon ; and this it is conceived is,
on the whole, the safest course for the returning officer to pursue."

The able writer to whom I have referre I lays down
that the proper course for the returning officer, under those
circumstances, is to return both candidates-to inake a double
roturn: I have said alrieady that the effect of the legiation
of 1874 may make a difference; but it has never yet been
decided that it makes a difference. I hoard an hon. member
from New Brunswick intimate that it does make a difference.
Is that so perfectly plain ? The Act of 1874 is based on
the law as it stood. That is not the only law wo have to
look to. We have to read the law of Parliamont as
amended by that law, and looking at the law of Parliament
as altered by that do we find any enactment that the
returning officer shall from this time forth cease to be any-
thing more than a ministerial officer? That may be the
effect, but thero is no distinct enactment ; and it is not so
perfectly plain that we can assert it as a matter beyond all
doubt. I give hon. gentlemen opposite another authority.
lu Bushby's Practice on Elections, 1880, speaking of
double returns, the writorr ays the returning officer's duties
are partly min isterial and partly judicial. Such are the
opinions of the very latest English authorities, and we have
no writer asserting the contrary, thatthe roturning officer's
duties are wholly ministerial. The Act, of course, read
alone, without reference to the law of Parliament, is very
plain; but wo have to read the law of 1874 as a part merely
of the law which regulates us and guides us in matters of this
kind. In the case of a convicted fWon would not the retu]rn-
ing officer be quite warranted in refusing to retiirn him; or in
the case of a minor,a case which appears in tbe English books,
would ho not also in that base b authorized in refusing to
make a return. But this is a matter which ought to be decided
deliberately, and not by the violent harangues that we have
heard at least from one hon. gentleman, who bas spoken
on the opposite side. 1, therefore, submit with very great
confidence, that this isa matter which cannot be dealt
with, if at all dealt with in this House, in the manner sug-
gested by the hon. member who moved the original rose-
lution. Now, lot me.point to a pertinent incident. From
this very same Island, in 1874, Mr. Perry, Mr. Stanislas
François Perry, came to this House. He had been elected to
the Local Legislature. He had been again elected by a largo
majority tithis House ; but, Sir, when hoe camo bore, ho
found this law on the Statute-books, and, of course, accord-
ing to the notions of bon. gentlemen opposite, ho at once
should have taken bis seat, being the representative of a free
people who had sent him here in order to carry ont their
law and bidding, though in violation of the Statute, and
taken his seat. ie had done everything he could to resign;
but it was a question whether his resignation was proper
or not; and what did Mr. Perry do? He presented a peti-
tion t the House, and asked the House to consider the
matter-whether ho was entitled to sit and vote or not.

The House referred the matter to the Committee on Privi-
loges and Elections, and they said it was so doubtful whether
he was entitled to sit and vote that an Act of Indemnity
should be passed to entitle him to sit; and this was done.
This was a case exactly parallel, so far as the right of a
man to sit in the House, was concerned.

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, heur.
Mr. McCARTHY. Now, I venture to say, notwithstand-

ing the "heur, heur" of the hon. member for West Durham,
that, if we choose to-day to s'.y that Dr. Robertson was
elected, ho would not dare to take his seat, judging from all
we know of the facts. It is not for us to stultify ourselves
and declare by a resolution to-day that Dr. Robertson is
entitled to the seat; and by another resolution to-morrow,
on the ground that ho is disqualifie under this Act, to say
that ho must be expelled. It is not for us to do so; and
remember that this is not a simple question of regularity.
It is a question of positive disqualification which entitles
this House, irrespective of any Eloction Court or any
appoal to any legal tribunal, to say at any time
when attention is drawn to a member sitting in the House,
whether according to law ho is entitled to his seat. 1, thore-
fore, ask the Hous to recall ail circuinstances; and to siy
what should be done. We have the facts before us officially
certified to by the roturning officer; and ifany doubt existý,
and I venture to say that every bon. member must, if he be
not an ultra partisan, must entertain such a doubt as to
the duties of a returning officer, thon taking the authority
which Iventure to quote to the House-the only course and
the only proper course is to send ail the papers boforo the
Committee on Privileges and Eloctions, and lot that
Committee deal with it. I observed that the bon. momber
for West Durham, in the manner of a speial pliader, sought
to fasten a narrow issue, and say that my lion. friend, the
First Minister had not suggested that the Committec
would so deal with it; but that the Committeo was only to
deal with one bi anch of it. Tho hon. membor for West
Durham folt the force of the observations which I am now
making. He know perfectly well that Dr. Robertson was
not entitied-assuming the tacts to be as ropresonted-to a
seat in this House ; and knowing that ho endeavored to
make it appear that tb only matter the Committoe would
deal with was that one question of whether the motion in
amondmont was so; but the papers are hero bofore us, and
this House is seized of the facts. We have the return made
by the returning officer, showing that the matter should be
sont to the Cormm-nitt e to consider the whole subject, and
deal with it accordin to law and the usages of Parliament.

Mr. WELDON. Mr. Speaker, my hon. friend from
Simcoe, who has just spoken, has reforred to my hon.
friend from West Durham as being a special pleader ; but I
think, that my hon. friend bas endeavored to draw away
the attention of the House from this Fsubject and the roal
question, which is fairly embodied in the resolution of my
hon. friend from West Huron. My bon. fi iond says
that since the law of 1874, thero bas been no case
brought up before this liouse. I an very glad, Mr.
Speaker, that this is the case, and that this is the first
instance of gross dereliction of duty brought before Parlia-
ment in this relation; and it is for Parliamront to doal with
it. If tho returning officer failed to porform his duty' in
this case, the House shoiuld rectify the omission, and if
Dr. Robertson, is entitled to the seat ho should have it.
Before proceeding to the discussion of the question
of the Statute, I wili for a moment rofer t>
the case of Mr. Perry, in which this simple
difference appears: Mr. Perry was returned by the return-
ing officer as elected, while in this case tho returning
officer has not returned anybody. Thon I call my bon.
friend's attention to the Statute of 1873, in which it says
that the eloction of a person, who is a member of the Local
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Legislature, if elected and returned, shall be null snd void.
I also call the attention of the House to the Independence
of Parliament Act of 1878, which provides with regard
to the return of any member of the House of Commons
occupying office, &c., the seat of such member shall thereby
be vacated and his election declared null and void. Now,
I say, Mr. Speaker, that the only question which wo have
to consider, is exactly what is put forward by the hon.
member for West Durham-not the extrarieous facts put
forward by my bon. friend from Queen's, but bas the return-
ing officer done his duty? My hon. friend from South Simcoe
referred to various works on elections in England, but bas
not ventured, Mr. Speaker, to call the attention of the House
to the Act under which this Parliament is elected, the Act
of 1874. I venture, Mr. Speaker, to say that if pleaded ln
any court of justice, it would be at once distinctly pointed
out how utterly inapplicable English cases would b to the
Statute before the courts here. The bon. gentleman spoke
of a double return. Probably the last double return in
England was made in 1878 for South Northumberland,
where Mr. Ridley and Mr. Grey received an equal number
of votes. Both were sworn, and Mr. Ridley took his seat.
Still a petition was presented, and on Justice Field's return
Mr. Grey withdrew his claim to the seat, which was
awarded to Mr. Ridley. But in England the duties of
returning oficers are totally different in this
relation, because I think, Mr. Speaker, it is plain ;
and when the Statute is so plain, that ho who runs may
read, it does not require the astutenoss, acumen, and
ability of the hon. member for South Simcoe to expound it.
Any man can do so, and no necessity arises for saying
that grave doubts exist, whore no doubt exists at all. In
England, the returning officer may, in case of equality of
votes, give the casting vote. In the first place, this is
permissive and not mandatory, as in our Act; and in the
second place, it is qualified. le can o-ly do it there if ho be
a registered voter; but under our Statute, in case of equaLty
of votes, the returning officer shall give the casting vote, so
as to comply with the Statute by returning the
man who bas the majority of votes. My hon.
friend has referred to papers being before the
House. If properly and fairly before the Hiouse, it were
another matter, perhaps; but I say that these papers
are irrolevant, and to use a legal phrase impertinent.
They should be expunged and not read, the same as if
in a Court of Justice, evidence improperly admitted should
be rejected. We have to look and see what the duty of the
returning officer was. My bon. friend on my right pointed
out that bis duty was simply to return the man who
roceived the majority of votes. I quite agree with my bon.
friend opposite from Queen's, and my bon. friend from South
Simcoe, that the returning officer is a ministerial officer
and not a judicial officer. If he bas any judicial functions,
Mr. Speaker, I say they cease when the nomination papers
are accepted, and ho notifies the electors who ai e the candi-
dates at the election. Up to that time, Mr. Speaker,
no doubt, to a certain extent, he bas judiciat fune-
tions. It has been so decided, I think, in the
courts of Ontario, by Chief Justice Wilson. With
regard to nominations, ho exorcises judicial fune-
tions; bis attention may be called to the disquali-
fication of a candidate, which, if ho thon rejets him, ieh
is bound to return to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
with the cause of rejection, in compliance with the Act. In
that case the party whose nomination is rejected bas the
right of appeal to a tribunal, to which these cases are re-
ferred for redress, if at the nomination be were wrongly
rejected. But I say that the instant he received the nomi-
nation, that instant his functions ceased; and in only one
case does the law provide that a nomination can be with-
drawn, and then only at the instance of the candidate him-
self. But the moment tbat the candidates are put before

MIr. WELDON.

the electors by the returning officer, his duties cease, and
after that moment ho does not possess the judicial functions
even of the deputy returning officers because he has simply
to cast up the number of votes which have been returned by
the deputy returning officers. Ho does not even see the
ballots, but- h lhas to take the statements of the deputies,
and from them to return the man who bas the majority of
votes. We find that the Legislature bas endeavored, time
after time, to carry out that principle. In 1878, when a
new mode of recounting the ballots was provided, I find
that the recount is to be takon before the County Judge;
and the Act, after pointing out the duties of the deputy
returning officers, proceeds as follows:-

" The returning officer shail, immediately after the sixth day after
such verification. unless before that time he receives notice that he is
required to attend before a Judge for the purpose of a recount of the
votes given at the election, transmit bis return to the Clerk of the
Orown in hancey, that the candidate having the largest number of
votes has beeu duly elected."

In case a recount1s demanded:
" The Judge shall proceed to recount the vote according to the rules

set forth in Section 35 of ' The Dominion Elections Act, 1874,' as hereliy
amended, and sha rverify or correct the ballot paper account and state-
ment of the number of votes given for eacb candidate; and upon the
completion of such recount, or as soon os he has thus ascertained the
result of the poll, he shall seal up all the said ballot papers in separate
packets, and shall forthwith certify the result to the returning officer,
who shall then declare to be elected the candidate having the highest
number of votes; and in case of an equality of votes the returning
ofiicer shall give the casting vote."

He gives that casting vote whether ho is entitled to vote
or not, his duty being to return a member. That is the
policy of our law, and 1 challenge my bon. friends oppo-
ste, or such of them as are lawyers, to take the law of 1874
and the law of 1878. Lot the hon. gentlemen take the law
of cither England or Canada, and I am perfectly willing to
leave it to him, able lawyer as ho is, to say if any other
construction can 1o put upon the law than that which has
been put upon it by this side of the Houso. The clear duty
of the roturning officer, under the Act, was to return the
man who had a majority of votes, and if ho had a right to
enter into the other question at al], ho knew that Dr.
Robertson was a candidate, and why did he not
refuse to recoive his nomination ? But ho received
his nomination, thereby holding him to be qualified
before the electors as a fit and proper candidate,
and it did not lie in his mouth to take the ipse dixit ofseven
electors-for ho does not say on his own knowledge of the
facts that Dr. Robertson was disqualified -he simply gives
the statement made to him by seven electors of the County
of King's out of a body numbering some 5,00D electors in all.
Because seven mon come forward and say that the success-
ful candidate is disqualified he chooses to disregard the law
and refuses to return him.

Mr. McCARTHY. The hon. gentleman will excuse me,
but surely he bas not read the return. The returning officer
expressly rofers to papers E, F, G and H, which are with
the return.

Mr. WELDON. liere is what ho says:
"It having been represented to me at the summing up of the votes by

certain of the electors of the said electoral district hating a right to
vote at such election, as appears by the several papers returned here.
with and marked respectively with the letters E, F, G, and H."

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WELDON. But he puts it forward as upon the

representations of these electors. I have a great respect for
a person holding the position of returning officer, and for
the office itself; but I think this certificate, given under
these circumstances, shows that this officer was travelling
out of his duty, and when you compare that certificate with
the law on the subject, nothing more is needed to show the
state of the case. Supposing that the County Court Judge
of that county, on a recount being made, had 'returned Dr.
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Robertson, would the returning officer in that case have inter
vened and say, I will ignore that return because six or sevei
mon represented to me that the candidate was disqualified
and I will therefore disobey the law and refuse to perform
my duty. All we have a right to look at, sitting her
in the capacity of a judicial tribunal, is what th
returning officer is bound to return. We find that by the
Act of 1874, as pointed out by the hon. member for Huron
certain returns were to be made by the returning office
when the member was returned ; and we flnd that by th
Act of 1878, the returning officer, when he returned th
candidate who has the highest number of votes, is t
accompany his return, in addition to the papers required to
be returned, under the Act of 1874, with a report of hi
proceedings; in which report he shall make any observation
he may think proper, as to the state of the ballot boxes or
ballot papers, as receivel by him. The whole tenor of the
law shows that there was no intention to allow double
returns to be made. The returning officer was compelled t(
give the casting vote, whether he had a vote or not, and hi
whole duties were simply of a Ministerial character
comprised in the act of ieturning the man who had
the highest number of votes. I challenge any hon.
member to take up the law and read it carefully,
and whether ho is a lawyer or not, he will discern thal
this is the plain duty of a returning officer; and he wil]
corne te ne other conclusion than that the returning officer
failed to perform that duty in the present case. That being
the case, surely the Bouse is bound to rectify the error. If
other consequences are to ensue, let them follow in a legiti-
mate manner, so that they may not be mixed up and con-
fused with the clear issue which is now before the House.
I need not rofer at length to the precedents which were
cited by tho hon. member for Huron, but I may refer to the
Essex case. In that case the question was one of fact; it
was not a question of return, but of how a man voted, and
the Speaker in giving his casting vote, said that the matter
of fact was one to be referred to investigation. The present
case, however, is one of law, and there is no question of fact
involved. Then with regard to theWest Peterborough elec-
tion, it is truc that the minority candidate was returned, and
there was the return of' the sheriff before the louse. The
hon. the First Minister of thrt day, the present Premier, in
addressing the House in that case, pointod out what has
already been pointed out, that the tribunal to which that was
referred, was a judicial tribunal. He is reported to have
said:

"For the express purpose of avoiding such dolay in the public
business and for the higher purpose of avoiding party and poliidcal votes
or questions of this nature, the law had provided another and a special
tribunal-a tribunal surrounded with all the authority of judges-a
tribunal having all the duties to perform that the Judges of the land
imposed on them. This tribunal, upon whom both in England and
Canada, the duty of trying controverted elections bad been thrown, thie
tribunal had the same obligation as our courts; they took as solemn oaths
as our Judges did, and he hoped and believed they purged themselves
as completely of all political or party feelings in the execution of their
duty.'
Then, when we corne to the Muskoka election case, which
was analogous to this, we find a similar resolution put for-
ward. The hon. gentleman assented to that resolution, but
contended that it was a different case from the West Peter-
borough case, and said that a law would probably be
brought forward which would prevent such a thing in the
future; and the law of 1874 was for that purpose. But
ihis fouse does not altogether resign its priviloges by that
law; it may expol a felon, as was donc in the cases of
O'Donovan Rossa and John Mitchel. In ail the discussions
on these cases which took place in the Erglish House of
Commons, no one ventured to contend that, after Mitchel
and Rossa had been put forward as candidates for the
suffrages of the people, the returning officer had any right
to set ther neide. The hon. member for North Simcoe says
that we have ail the papers before the louse. I say these
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r- papers are not regularly before the Bouse, and we have no
n right to look at them. He says the evidence is not
, hearsay evidence. I say it is hearsay evidence of the
m worst kind. Is the sheriff to ascertain whether the
e parties who signed the nomination paper have. a right
e to do so? I ho to see whether the signatures are genuine
e or not ? He is not an officer to enquire. If lie undertook
, to examine witneses under oath, he might find himself
r prosecuted for violating an Act of Parliament by adminis-
e tering extra-judicial oaths. As to the validity of Dr.
e Robertson's resignation, that is a question of law, and as
o such was one which the presiding officer had no right to
o determine, 'No person could withdraw the nomination
s except Dr. Robertson himself. The simple duty of the
n sherif was te appoint his deputy returning officers, and
r upon receiving their returns, to sum therm up, and return
e the man with the majority of votes. If that was his duty,
e and he has failed to perform it, it is the duty of this Hoiuse
o to rectify his error. If there is any question as to Dri.
s Robertson's qualification, let it go before a tribunal fitted to
, deal with such questions, a tribunal far beyond party spirit;

where it will be calmly considered, and justice and right
. will be done.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria, Ont.) movel the adjournrnent
tof the debate.

Motion agreed to; and (at 5.50 o'clock, ).m.) the louse
adjourned.

f

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 12th Ma-ch, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Threo o'clock.

PRAYERS.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. BEATY moved that the time for preseating Privato
Bille bu extended to Monday, 19th March instant, in accord-
ance with the recommendation of the Select Standing Com-
mittee on Standing Orders.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally intioduced, an-d read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Davis and Lawrence
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 80) to amend the Act incorporating the Gi est
Eastern Railway Company.-(Mr. Massue.)

Bill (No. 81) to amend the Criminal Law, and to make
special provision for the punishment of persons convictod of
wife beating.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

TIIRD READING.

The following Bill was read the third time, and passed:-
Bill (No. 16) to incorporato the Conti-al Bank of Canada.

-(Mr. Small.)

CREDIT FONCIER FRANCO-CANADIEN.

Mr. DESJARDINS moved that the Ho' se resolve itself
into Committee on Bill (No. 22) respecting the Crédit Forn.
cier Franco-Canadien.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itsolf into
Committee.

(In the Çommittee.)
Mr. AUGER. 1 think that the Bill asks too much. The

promoters ask, by this Bill, to repeal an Act passed in 1880.
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It says: "The Act of the Parliament of Canada, forty-
fourth Victoria, chapter 58, intituled: 'An Act to enlarge
and extend the powers of the Crédit Foncier Franco-
Canadien,'" is hereby repealed. The Bill now before us
proposes to repeal that Bill. And what does it propose to
put in place of it ? It says :

" It shall be lawful for the said Corporation (Crédit Foncier Franco-
Canadien) at all times, in exercising the powers of lending and advanc-
ingimoney at any time given it by any Actof anyone of the Legislatures
of the Provinces composing the Dominion of Canada, to receive and
take any snch rate of interest whatever, for the money to be lent or
advanced, as may be lawfally taken by individuals, or in the Province
of Quebee by incorporated companies under like circumstances, not
exceeding eight per cent. per annum."

All the Bill asks is the privilege of charging eight per
cent., but in return for this privilege the company gives
the louse no security at all as to the manner it shall exer-
cise the privilege, in fact we bave no control on the com-
pany at all. The result will be that each Province will act
separately with the subject and in its own manner. More-
over, it is in direct contradiction to the first part of the
preamble, which says:

" Whereao the shareholders of the 'Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien'
have renonneed the privileges granted it by section 127 of the Act of
the Province of Quebec, incorporating the said Company ; and whereas
it is expedient to asEimilate the character and powers of the said Com-
pany to those of other companies of a similar character."

How will they be assimilatel if the company is to be
cbartered by the different Provinces ? The Province of
Quebec may pass a law, in one sense, and the other Provinces
may pass quite a different one. All the company wants to
get assimilated is the rate of interest. This the company is
not bound to make any report to Parliament. By the 44th
Victoria, the company there mentioned could only enlarge
its powers or change its rate of interest at the discretion of
this Housf. The Anglo-Canadian Society, organized in
1874. bound themselves in thoir Act of incorporation to do
certain things, to make a reporttothe hon. Finance Minister
of their operationa, but there is nothing of the kind in this
Bill. For this reason I am opposed to the Bill, and when
the proper time comes I shall propose an amendment.

Mr. OIRTON moved to amend the Bill by providing that
the interest sbould not excecd 7 per cent. per annum.

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. This Bill was reported to the
louse without amendment by the Committee on Banking
and Commeice. The proposition just made by my hon.
friernd was, I thinlk, considered there, but was not adopted.
When the Bill was ouiginally passed this company had
exceptional advantages in the Province of Quebec; those
ardvantages have been removed, and it was simply placing
this compary in precisely the same position as other
incorporated companies who were not allowed to excoed 8
per cent.

Mr. METIIOT. Ever since I have bcen in this House I
bave opposed this Bill on oeach occasion that it came up. I
have been opposcd to the* principle of allowing people to
lend their money at an unlimited rate per cent., and on two
occasions I have proposed to rcduce the interest to 8 per
cent. As that provision bas now been introduced in this
Bill, I shall change my opposition into favor of the Bill,
and shall support it.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. IvEs) declared the amendment
of Mr. Orton out of order, having been made without
previous notice.

Bill reported.

TEMPORALITIES FUND OF
CIIURCH OF CANADA

WITHI THE CIIURCli

THE PRESBYTERIAN
IN CONNECTION
OF SCOTLAND.

Kr. CHARLTON, in moving the second reading of Bill
(No. 39) to amend the Act of the Dominion of Canada, 45th

Mr. AueoR.

Victoria, chapter 124, respecting the Temporalities Fnnd of
the Presbyterian Church of Canada, in connection with the
Church of Scotland, said : As some hon. inembers
have spoken Io me with respect to the provisions of this
Bill, perhaps a few words of explanation miay be appro-
priate at this stage. The Act of Union was passed by the
Quebec Assembly in 1875; it was ratified by this Hfouse
last Session, and so far as its principles are concerned, this
Bill has nothirg whatever to do with tbem. It is a Bill
relating to the internai management of this fund ; each
minister of the Presbyterian Church of Scotland originally
Lad an allowance of $600 per annuum. In 1853, I
think, each minister received a bulk sum in lieu
of that allowance, the amounts varying from $8,000
to $10,000 each. In 1855, the ministers of the church,
seventy-three in number, created wh-at is known as the
Temporalities Fund. They funded the s-ums allowed to them,
and, in return, were each to receive $450 per annum; that
was the sum for which they commutd their interest, and
which created the Temporalities Fund. The Bill I have
the honor to move to-day guards the rights of the original
commuters, and provides that they shall mtinue to receive
the $450 per annum. It is necessary, however, that the
allowance to the other beneficiaries sh uld be reduced.
The original capital of the fund has teea trenched upon in
order to meet charges upon it, and while the commuting
ministers are not to be disturbed in the receipt of the sums
due them, $45J per annum each, the Bill provides for a
reduction of the amounts paid to the other beneficiaries.
After the creation of this funLd, m*nis'ers, hi -entiates and
probationers of the church were added. to the list
of beneficiaries. Their rights were subsidiary to the
rights of the original commuting ministers, and if any
shrinkage of the fund occurred, their righti must first
suffer. The fand originally amounted to £127,448 5s., or
$519,793. By the statement of 1881, csee the fand bas been
reduced te $322,192.48. It is, perhaps, not necessary to
enquire how this shrinkage in the fund ocaurrcd: it was by
losses on securities, by drafts on the original fund; and
these facts taken in connection with the circumstances, that
the rate of interest is less now than formerly, the Tempo-
ralities Board find they have less funds to dispose of to
meet the claims made upon them. By the last report the
original commuters were twenty-nine, entitled to $450 per
annum; the number of privileged ministers was returned
at fourteen, the number had been reduccd to eleven; and
the number of beneficiaries receiving $200 per annum, was
ninety-two. The Temporalities Board appointed a commit-
tee, and the beneficiaries also appointed a committee, and
these two committees have mutually prepared and drafted
the Bill which is now under the cQnsideration of the House.
This Bill bas four principal features. It proposes to pro-
cure to the beneficiaries the payment of arrears. While the
case was under adjustment before the Privy Council, pay-
ments were not made to the beneficiaries, and doubt still
exists as to the power of the Temporalities Board to make
those payments. It also empowers the Board to make a
reduction of 25 per cent. from the payments to beneficiaries
and privileged classes receiving 8400 and $200 respectively;
and it provided for an alteration in respect to payments
made to ministers, and for a change in the mode of electing
members to the Board. Under the law as it at present
stands, vacancies on the Board occur only by death or
by resignation. The Bill provides that four members
shall vacate their offices each year, and their places
shall be supplied, not as beretofore by the votes of the
remaining members of the Board, but by the votes
of the beneficiaries themselves, those votes being given
either by mail or in person. These are the leading
provisions of the Bill, the feitures of which have
been approved, on the one hand by the beneficiaries,
and, on the other, by the members of the Board.

162



COMMONS DEBATES.

1 have the honor to move the second reading of the Bill
which will be fully considered in all its details, either
by the Pîivate Bills Committee or by a sub-Committe
of that Committee, and the hon. First Minister assured
me that the fact that an Opposition member has charge
of the Bill will not be allowed to prejudice the interests
involved.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As I understand from
the hon. gentleman, the beneficiaries have agreed to the Bill
as well as the Temporalities Board ?

Mr. CIIARLTON. The committee of the beneticiaries.
Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Have the beneficiaries

agreed to it unanimously, or are there any dissentients ?
Mr. CIIARLTON. I believe the committee appointed by

the beneficiaries agreed to it unanimously. I am not aware
there are any dissentients on the part of the beneficiaries;
but I have mailed a copy of the Bill to every one of them,
and it is proposed that the Bill should be allowed to stand a
few days in order to allow thora a further opportunity of
further discu-sing and considering it.

Mr. HIAGGA RT. I observed by the Bil that there is a
class of beneficiaries to be affected, and another who are
not. The class whose interests are to be affected may be
deprived of those interests by the vote of those not affected
by the Bill. That class of beneficiaries ai e opposed to it
altogether, as the Bill enables the class not affected to take
away from the others 25 per cent. of their amount, or wipe
it out altogether if necessary. I hold that the true principle
i, that those affected by the Bill should have the right of
voting on it, and they alone.

Mr. MACKENZIE. As I understand it, Ihe fund has
diminished from various causes to such an extent that a
reduction is imperative, as it cannot meet the charges on it.
The original commuters only commuted upon the under-
standing the fund should not be interfered with, except by
iheir own act, and if others were subsequently added as
beneficiaries, those who originally commuted and estab-
lished the fund should not be affected until those others
were wiped out altogether. This may seer hard to the
subsequent beneficiaries, but I think we are bound to main-
tain the rights of the original commuters intact.

Mr. BLANCHET. I do not think I should have ap-
proached the consideration of this subject relating to a
religious community to which I do not belong, except from
the fact that I have received a letter from a retired minister
belonging to that denomination, in which ho manifesta
anxiety as to tfho interests of the parties dealt with in the
Bill. This is what ho says:

"I would at the same time beg you to read over the Bill. an I I feel
satisfied that after its perusal you will feel much as I do We have en-
joyed our living for nearly thirty years without any doubt being cast
upon the legality of our righta, andif any body of men can be now ap-
pointed to retain one-fourth of our living, I am inclined to believe that
anything whatever may be done."

I hope the mover will see rthat the rights of parties are
reapected, and that due provision will be made to see that no
suffering is brought about by the enactment of this Bill.

Mr. JAMIESON. I, too, have received from one of
m'y constituents, who is a beneficiary, a letter in which
ho protesta against the principle of the Bill. He asays
that ho las received from this fund during some
twenty-four years, that he is an old man, and if the
pi inciple of this Bill is adopted, ho will be deprived
of a considerable amount of his income, and ho thinks
that the principle of the Bill is wrong. Ho is entirely
Opposed to it; and unless the matter can be remedied
in Committee, to which it wili be referred after the second
reading,I should be obliged, on the representation which ho
makes, to vote against the second reading, because I think

, that it is an improper piece of logislation to deprive the
r beneficiaries of money to which 1 believo they are justly
E entitled.

Mr. CHARLTON. I think, M. Speaker, the gentleman
mentioned by the hon. member for North Lanark is, no
doubt, one of the original beneficiaries; hlie has beën on the
list for thirty-four years. I have received a letter from Dr.
Jenkins with reference to this matter, and I will read a short
extract from it. He says:

" The proposed rejection of 25 per cent. was agreed to by the bene.
ficiaries: it is in. their own interests and in the interesta of t he fuad no
doubt it is to conserve the fund. I do not suppose that everyindividual
among them is satisfied, but at a meeting of beneficiaies called to con-
sider this and other matters, bearing on the proposed change, to wbich
every beneficiary was summoned, the reduction question was unani-
mously agreed to.

As I said before, the fund was created by the original com-
muters. It was their money; and this $450 is a first lien
on the fund; they cannot be called upon to suffer any dim-
inution. The measure asked for by the promoters of the
Bill must be granted, or the fund will be diminished,
and payments must ho met every year by drawing on
capital ; and if this thing continues, there is danger that
the original beneficiaries will have their rights impairod,
and the managers of the fund will ultimately be unable to
pay the $450, to which in law and equity, as they founded
the furd, they are entitled. I presume, however, the dis-
cussion of the Bill at this stage is a little premature. The
beneficiaries will be heard before the Committee, as well
as the promoters of the Bill; and the matter will there be
fully discussed. The information to be laid bofore the
Committee I arm not in a position to lay beforo
the House ; but I presurme, perhaps, that the House
will let the Bill go before the Committee, with the under-
standing that sufficient time and ample opportunity will ho
given to all parties to be heard before the Committee.

Sir JOHlIN A. MACDONALD. I do not think that this Bill
will suffer in the bands of the hon. gentleman who bas in-
troduced it, and I hope ho will for a long time attend to
Private Bills and proe them before the House,which I have
r.o doubt ho will do with his usual ability. This is, however,
a very serious matter affecting private rights, and the
more serious, as when the last legislation in this relation
took place, which was only a Session or two ago-was it not
last Session -

Mr. HAGGART. Yes; last Session.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Parliament was led

to believe that the question was finally adjusted, and
that the vested rights of all these clergymen had been
settled. I am glad tob hear from the hon. gentleman
that :he does not propose to affect the interests of those
clergymen, who commuted their original annuities, which
were thereby absorbed, and made a fund, by genorously
giving up their securities, which now exist. However, I
was rather struck by a remark made by the hon. gentle-
man> who said that, unless this reduction were made with
respect to the salaries or incomes of the other beneficiaries,
the fund might be abolished altogether, and the commuted
alergy made to suffer. Now, as I understand it, the trus-
tees cannot do that, with a grave commission of money,
which would be a breach of trust, and would, perhaps,
involve them in proceedings, not only civil, but criminal.
I do not suppose the clergymen, although, as a general rule
they are not very good men of business, would so far
mistake their duties, as to waste this fund and expend it in
such a way as to reduce the security of the original com-
muters. Whether the gentleman mentioned by the hon.
gentleman from Lévis is a commuting clergyman or not, I
do not know-

Mr. BLANCHET. He is.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But I fancy be is the

same gentleman from whom I received a letter. From
the style of it, I presume that ho is the same person. He
does not state in his letter to me, however, whether ho is a
commuting, or a subsequent, beneficiary; but he says ho
considers himsolf secured in a certain amount, and holds that
ho would be wronged if this amount were reduced in his
old age. Still, if by misfortune the fund is reduced so that
it will not pay him-why, it cannot be helped, the ouly
question is this: Whether these gentlemen can be com-
pelled to submit to a reduction of their annuities; and
while the fund is low, should they be compelled by Statute
to surrender any claim which they might have in the
future, in case of the fund being hereafter in a more pros-
perous condition.

Mr. CHARLTON. The Bill provides against that.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Very well, I can then

see no objection to this Bill going to the Committee on
Private Bills, like any other Bill of this kind, as it involves
the comfort and happiness, and perhaps livelihood, of some of
ihese reverend gentlemen. I presume that the Committee
will give their best attention to it, and see that all the
parties concerned are hoard upon it before it comes back
to us here.

Mr. BLAKE, Mr. Speaker, there can be no doubt, in
ihe sense of the general proposition of the hon. gentleman,
that it is the interest cf the original commuters which
ought to be primarily considered, and no doubt it was
primarily considered. When they surrendered their money
-their capital-it was guaranteed to them that, as far as the
fand was concerned, their income would be paid out of it.
Now, suppose that, from time to time, as deaths took place,
the fund became more than adequate to bear the interest
charge for those who survived of the original commuters ;
and. there came on the surplus of the fund fresh men, who
had no claim as original commuters; and the surplus
interest money of the fund was u ed for the purpose of
increasing;the endowments of the church ; the capital of
the fund was sunk in financial operations, or large losses
were made, rendering it not possible to carry on the
operations which had been projected without impairing the
capital still further-the hon. gentleman will perceive
that, although the capital to-day may be more than sufficient
to pay the original commuters, yet still, if they proceeded
to impair the surplus capital and take away from it, and to
pay the subsequent holders, this would eventually affect the
position of the original commuters.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is true.
Mr. BLAKE. Then the fund would not hold out, but be

like the Irishman's blankot, unable to cover head and feet
together. Consequently there must be a reduction, which
should be made to fall on those who went in-subsequently,
protecting, as far as possible, the interest of those who
created the fund.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is quite true.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria, Ont.). It will be in the recol-

lection of the House that when the Temporalities Bill was
before Parliament last Session I opposed it very strongly.
I opposed it because I considered it to be a piece of most
improper legislation, and a shocking interference with
vested rights, taking away from one set of men what be-
longed to them and giving it to another set of mon. I
think that this Bill, introduced by my hon. friend from
North Norfolk, is adding robbery to robbery. At the time
the Bill was passed last Session it was held nut to members
of the old Kirk that, if at any future time any more sur-
plus accumulated, this surplus fand would be properly dis-
tributed; this was one of the inducements and salves
applied to the consciences of members to induce them to
vote for the Bill. Now, however, the trustees of the fund

Sir ,oHuN A. MACDONALD.

come before Parliament, and say: "We have been
living on our principal, which we have been eating up as
fast as we can; and we ask your sanction to the way in
which we have alministered this fund, and which we
need admit will not in the future, under any possible cir-
cumstances, leave any surplus, which can possibly be
applied to the benefit of the old Kirk." I would fail
in my duty did I not enter the most strong and hearty pro-
test possible against this legislation, as I did against the
legislation of last Session, I feel it an outrage in one See-
sion to repeat the wrong done then, with all respect to the
action of Parliament, in passing the original Bill. Of course,
knowing the seutiments of Parliament, as then expressed,
it would be futile to attempt to oppose this Bill on the
second reading; but when the details come to be considered,
I must say I will feel it to be my duty then to offer to it the
most strenuous opposition in my power.

Bill read the second time.

DOMINION RAILWAY T RUST AND CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY OF CANADA.

Mr. SUA LL mo, e i the second reading of Bill (No. 41)
to incorporate hlio D.,minion Riailway Trust and Construc-
tion Company of Canada, Limited.

Mr. BLAKE. I think this Bill will require the special
attention of the Government, or, at ail event@, of the hon.
Minister of Railways. I am not quite sure if my hon.
friend could find anything more than that the incorporators
could do under the Bil;,but I certainly cannot.

Mr. SMALL. The Bill will be referred to the Railway
Committee.

Mr. BLAKE. It should be referrel to alt the Standing
Comnittees, 1 think. It certainly does deal not only with
railways, but with canals and telegraph lines; but, then, it
deals with everything else. There are many things in the
Bill with which the Committee on Railways, Canais and
Telegraph Lines could not deal. It should go at least to
the Committee on Banking and Commerce, and the Com-
mittee on Miscellaneous Private Bills.

Bill read the second time.

CREDIT VALLEY RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria, Ont.), in moving the second
reading of Bill (No. 50) to amend an Act respecting the
Credit Valley Railway Company, said: In the absence of the
hon. member for East Bruce, who had charge of this Bill,
my name having been put upon it by mistake, I move the
second reading. Some years ago when the Bill which it is
proposed to amend by this Bill was before the House, I
opposed it; and I make this explanation, because to promote
the present measure under the circumstances, wouldbein-
consistent on ny part. The mistake of putting my name
to the Bill was made, by some means, in the law clerk's
office.

Bill read the second time.

CHIGNECTO MA RINE TRANSPORT RAILWAY
COMPANY.

Mr. CAMBRON (Victoria, Ont.) moved the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 51) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Chignecto Marine Transport Railway Company, Limite].

Mr. BLAKE. Is it the intentionin this Bill te give power
to change the Government subsidy to this Company which
has been authorized by an Act of Parliament ?

Mr. CAMERON. I really cannot answer my hon. friend's
question. I was asked to take charge of the Bill having
had charge of the one last year, but I confess I have not
read it.
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Mr. BLAKE. Weil, I have read it, and I call the atten-

tion of the Goverument to it. The hon. gentleman will
remember that the Company was incorporated and a separ-
ate Ministerial measure was passed authorizing the granting
of an annual subsidy on certain conditions. Apparently
power is given by this Bill to change that subsidy; and it
might make serious confiscations if money was borrowed
on the credit of the annual subsidy which has been author-
ized to be charged by a private Bill, and afterwards-the
subsidy being really conditional only on the work being
carried on for these years-that there should be a separate
set of creditors to deal with, who, under the authority of an
Act passed by the Parliament, could say that the subsidy
was changed for advanced money, and now they wanted
their money whether the enterprise succeeded or not.

Mr. CAMERON. I was informed that the Bill was in
reference only to the internal economy of the company
-the different issues of preference stock, bonds, &c.-that
it was only to provide for some alterations which the finan-
cial arrangements that the company made in England ren-
dered necessary. As I said before, I have not read the Bill,
but I think the point the hon. gentleman bas mentioned is
a matter which might properly .come up for consideration
in the Railway Committee.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Bill forgranting a sub-
sidy to aid the company, was predicated on a measure
settled last Session, and I was not aware until this m>ment
that there was a Bill for the purpose of altering the Railway
Bill of last Session. Of course, we will have to look into
the matter; but I hope the company do not expect, as a
matter of course, that the Government subsidy is t go to
the company with extended or altered powers.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The Bill, however, is not in order;
it deals with the public interest, and should not be intro-
duced in its present form.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course, if the Bill pro-
vides for changing the Government subsidy and handing it
over, that cannot be done without the consent of the Gov-
ernment; but any clause in the way of amending the inter-
nal economy of the company we have very little to do
with.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Then the Bill had botter stand.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL[D. Or we might stiiko out

the clause if it is wrong.
Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me to involve a serious ques.

tion. The clause te which 1 refer is the one substituted for
the ninth clause of the former Bill. It provides for the
issue of mortgage bonds, not exceeding £700,000 sterling,
which shall constitute a first mortgage and privilege upon
the railway, docks, and other works, and upon all subsidies,
guarantees of money, or securities for money which the
company may receive from any Government, und so on.

Mr. CAMERON. The Government can oppose any such
provision in the Railway Committe.

Mr. BLAKE. But as the hon. member for East York has
pointed ont, the assent of the Crown is required for the pre-
liminary step.

Motion allowed to stand.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were severally read tho second
time:-

Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the Dominion Phosphate and
Mining Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the Brant County Bank of
Canada.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant)

Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the Quebec and James Bay
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 55) to incorporate the Royal Canadian Passen-
ger Steamship Company.-(Mr. Mitchell.)

Bill (No. 56) te incorporate the Edmonton and Peace
River Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 57) farther to amend the Acts relating to the
New Brunswick Railway Company.-(Mr. Weldon.)

Bill (No. 58) to amend the several Acts incorporating the
Portage, Westbourne and North-Western Railway Company,
and to change the name thereof to the Great Northern
Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell )

Bill (No. 59) to amend the Act incorporating the Atlantic
and North-West Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 61) to incorporate the Niagara Railway Bridge
Company.--(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bil (No. 62) to incorporate the Atlantic, Pacifie and
Peace River Telegraph Company.-(Mr. Cameron,
Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 63) to amalgamate The Presbyterian Minis-
ters', Widows' and Orphans' Fund in connection with the
Presbyterian Church of the Lower Provinces and the
Widows' and Orplhans' Fund of the Presbyterian Church
in the Mar:time Provinces in connnection with the Church
of Scotland, and to create a Corporation to administer
such Funds.- (Mr. Richey.)

Bill (No. 64) to incorporate the Pacifie and Peace River
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 65) to amend the Acts to incorporato the
Ontario Pacifie Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the Quinze Pier Boom and
Improvement Company.-(Mr. Tassé.)

Bill (No. 67) respecting the Citizens'lnsui ance Company
of Canada.- (Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the St. Lawrence Bridge and
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 70) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Ontario Shore Junetion ýRailway Company.-
(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

Bill (No. 71) to incorporate the Cumberland Coal and
Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the Qu'Appelle, Long Lalco
and Saskatchewan Railroad and Stoamboat Company.-
(Mr. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 73) respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and
Western Railway Company, and to change the name thereof
to the Montreat and Western Railway Company.-(J&r.
Abbott.)

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Great North-Western
Railway Company.-(,Ur. Cameron, Victoria, Ont.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Board of Management of
the Church and Manse Building Fund of the Presbyterian
Church in Canada for Manitoba and the North-West.-(àIr.
Ross, Lisgar.)

PILOTAGE ACTS AMENDMENT.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) enquired, Is it the intention
of the Government to amend and consolidate the several
Pilotage Acts of Canada during the present Session ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is not the intcntion of the Govern-
ment to do so.

MIDLAND HARBOR.

Mr. COOK enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to place a sum in the Estimates this Session
for the improvement of Midland Harbor?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have received deputations
on this matter from the parties interested in the neighbor-
hood, but the Government bas come to no delisjon as yet.
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GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY'S RETURNS. to representation in this House-but also private rights,
what I term vested rights, the rights of two gentlemen, each

Mr. MITCHELL onquired, Whether the Grand Trunk of whom claims to be elected to this House. For that
Railway Company of Canada have regularly made the reason, I say we onght to approach it in an nupartisan
returns of all accidents or casualties, whether to life or pro- spirit, if it be possible for us to do so. Igrant we are all of
perty, the causes and nature of them, the points at which us members of one party or the other. I think there is
they occurred, the full extent and particulars thereof, and a scarcely any hon, gentleman who desiibes himself an an
copy of the bylaws, rules and regulations of the Company, Independent on the floor of Parliament at the present time,
as required by the fifty-fifth section of the Railway Act of except my hon. friend who usually sits in front of me. But
1879 ? although we are ail associated with one party or the other,

Sir HECTO.R LANGEVIN. In the absence of the hon. still, we ought, on an occasion of this kind, to diveat
Minister of Railways, I beg to inform the hon. gentleman ourselves of our party prejudices, and to consider the
that the Grand Trunk Railway Company have made question before us in a judicial spirit, free from parti-
returns of accidents, resulting in loss of life and injuries to san bias-if that, be possible. I grant it is difficult,
persons, giving 1 articulars, but they have not furnished the but, for my part, I .have, during the consideration I have
by-laws and regulations, and there are no roturns in cases given to this matter, endeavored, as far as possible, to
of loss of property. divest myself of any partisan feeling on the subject. I have

tried to ignore the fact that of these two gentflemen, one,
BRANDON PORT OF ENTRY. if doclared entitled to the seat, would vote with the party to

which I belong, while the other would vote against it.
Mr. SUTRERLAND (Selkirk) enquired, Whether it is 1 have also endeavorud, for another reason, to look at it in

the intention of the Government to make the town of Bran- an unpartisan spirit, namely, from the fact that in ail proba-
don, Manitobc, a Customs port of entry; if so, when ? bility this question will be referred to the Committee on

Mr. BOWELL. It is the intention of the Goverment to Privileges and Elections, of which I have the honor to be a
establish an outport at the town of Brandon ; and instruc- member. That Committee is looked upon as pre-emnently
tions have been givon to open it at as early a day as pos. required to discharge its duties free from any party or
sible. political bias. For these reasons I have felt, in considering

this question, that we ought to deal with it, apart from any
BRANDON POST OFFICE. spirit of party, as affecting the claims and opinions I have

formed in reference to it. When I say conclusions, I do not
Mi. SUT HERLAND (Selkirk) enquiord, Whether itis mean for one moment to say that I have arrived at any

the intention of the Government to erect a ncw post office definito conclusion as to the right of either of these two
building in the town ofBrandon, Manitoba, as asked for; if gentlemen who claim the seat, to obtain it as the result of
so, when ? the present enquiry-that I think is a matter that requires

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have received deputations further consideration ; but I have come to a conclusion as
on this matter, but have not been able as yet to make up to whether the motion, which my hon. friend bas made, or
my mind whether this should be recommended to Council the amendment of the right hon. leader of the House,
or not. ought to be carried. I have come to the conclusion that

the amendment of my right bon. friend indicates the
GOOSE ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE. proper course to deal with this matter, and I will

Mr. IKIRK enquired, Whether it is the intention of the proceed to, state my reasons. The electors of every
Government to erect, this year, a lighthouse on Goose constituency, ro doubt, have a right to have the per-
Island, Guysborough County, Nova Scotia ? son whom they choose duly to elect by a niajority

of votes, seated in this Ilouse ; but it is not necessarily
Mr. McLELAN. When the estimates of lighthouse grants a fact that the man who has reccived the majority of

will be laid on the Table, before the final passing of the Esti- votes is entitled to sit in the House, because there have
mites, the information wil be given to (ho hon.gentleman. been many cases in which gentlemen who have received

that majority have turued out to bc entirely disqualified,
CUSTOMS OUT-PORT, PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE. and either unworthy, as in the Irish cases referred to, or

Mr. WATSON enquired, When docs the Goverument in- disqualified from some personal rcason, some business asso-

tend to establish a Customs out-port in the town of Portaoe ciation, the holding of. some office, or some othor reason.

La Prairie, Manitoba, and why has the establishing of such Although one of the gentlemen may have had a majority of
da o the votes cast at the election, it does not neceisarily follow

port been delayed so long ? that Le bas an unquestionable right to take bis seat hore,
Mr. BOWELL. Instructions have been given to open though that has been the basis of the arguments of my hor.

this port as soon as the buildings promised for that purpose friends opposite, so far as I have heard them. The ques-
are ready. The reason it was not opened before, is because tion now, however, is: how are we to dispose of this mat-
the buildings that were promised were not given to uS. ter. We have beloro us the motion of my hon. friend that

this House should now summarily, and on the spot, declare
KING'S COUNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION. one of these two gentlemen entitled to the seat; we have

On the Orders oa tho Day being called, the adjouned the amendments of the right hon. Premier that this
S on the ors of Mr. ameron (Huron) relating to matter is one involving such grave and difficult qestions

debate on th motion of M . Gmeon (Huron) eln that it is only right and proper that it should be considered
tho King's County (P.E.I.) Election, was resumed' by that tribunal which the flouse annually, at every Ses-

Mr. CAMEIRON (Victoria, Ont.) If it be possible forevery sion, selects for the consideration of such questions-it
member of the House to approach the consideration of any being selected from amongst those most skilled to deal with
question tbat comes before us f£r our deliberation in a judi- questions of that kind ; which Committee is investei with
cial and unpartisan spirit, it is pre-eminently necessary that the power of protecting and looking after the rights and
we should do so when we have to consider such a question privileges of Parliament, and more particularly of dealing
as that before us at present. It is a question that involves 1 with every matter concerning elections. Now, in suppost
not ouly publie rights of a grave character, the most im- i of the position that where the matter is perfectly clear, the
portant that we have to deal with-the right of the people H flouse, without reference to any Committee, may dispose

Sir HCToR LANGEVIN.
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of it, my hon. friend from Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies),
quoted a passage from the speech of the right hon. Mr.
Gladstone, in which that gentleman very correctly and very
properly lays down the true Parliamentary rule-as we
should expect he would do-and with the permission of the
House I will read it again, because, although my hon. friend
quoted it as supporting his position, it seems to me entirely
to support the position which the Ministerial side take on
the present question. Mr. GladFtono says:

" If this were a case in which, after the best investigation we can
make, we thought that any good. fair, or reasonable doubt attached to
the facts or the arguments of the case, or as to the course which the
House ought to pursue, then I admit it might be the subject of a refer-
ence to a Committee, especially if the question was one which involved
the examination of a long and complicated series of precedents, such
as it would be diffieult to bring under the view of the House in debate.
But, Sir, in our view, it is neither the one nor the other. The facts cf
the case are the fewest as possible, and the principles applicable as
clear as eau be brought to bear on any question of Parlianentary
diecussion, and I wtuld submit that if that be the case, a proposal to
euquire instead of a proposal to act, would not be becoming the dignity
of this louse:"

Now, I entirely igree with cvery word contained in that
quotation ; and 1 think every word in it proves that the
only proper way in which to deal with this question is to
refer it to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
Ail we have to prove is, that this is a question in which a
well founded doubt exists as Io the right of these parties,
that it is not a case in which, to use Mr. Gladstone's words,
" The principles applicable are as clear as can be brought to
bear on any question of Parliamentary discussion." Now,
we-have bore the benefit of the long series of precedents
quoted by my hon. friend from West Huron ; but he says that
here themembers of tbis House, laymen as well as lawyers,
are suddenly-on hearing him quote these precedernts with-
out hàving an opportunity of looking at them. without
having an opportunity of considering the f icts of the cases
in which those points were decided-tojump to a conclusion
as to the true rule to bo deduced from those authoriti's.
Mr. Gladtone's opinion is that -where the question
involves the examination of a long and complicated sries of
precedents il ought to be refeTed tos Committee. This one
does involve a consideration of a long and complicated
series of precedents. Did ngt my hon. friend from West
Huron quote precedents for the last twenty, thirty, and
forty years from Canadian Parliamentary History ? And
bere he asks us now, without any examination of those
precedents, to jump to the conclusion that his quotation of
them is correct, that the way lie reads thein iî the true way
of understanding them, and that they prove the position
which ho says they do. I have myself looked -at some of
those precodents, some with which I wns familiar, and I
draw a totally different conclusion to that which h bas
drawn from them. We have the fact that the lawye s on
the floor of this House who have spoken upon the question
have exhibited very diverse opinions regarding it. We
have had the bon. members for West Huron, West Durham,
Queen's (P.E.l.), and St. John, on that side of the House
enunciating with great force their opinions; while on this
side, we have had the right hon. Premier, and my hon.
friends from West Simcoe and Prince Edward Islanid. The
latter of whom is familiar with the local laws affecting this
question, and all asserting the opposite. The isymen in
this House are asked summarily to decide this question
upon such contradictory opinions as have already been
developed, before the debate bas procceded further. I ask,
if the laymen of this House are, under these circumstances,
to be called upon to give a vote, by what possible rule
are they to be governed if not by the rule of their
party alliances ? And is that the rate that dught to be
applied to decide this question. If this question is
suddenly decided in this louse-decided upon the
merits now before it, upon the arguments of hon.
gentlemen upon one side ani on the other, who have con-

sidered the special facts of this case, and who upon their
professional training are conversant with such matters-
upon what other principle will this House decide it than
simply whether hon. nembers are in favor cf the Govorn-
ment, or against the Governmen t? And, if that be the case,
is that the proper way in which what is realy a jadicial
and legal question-one involving the gravest interest,
both aý iregards public and pi ivate rights-should be decided?
Is it not much more proper, under these circumstances, that
it should be sent to the Committee specially charged with
subjects of this kind, which Committee will thoroughly sift
the whole matters involved and report their conclusions to
the House-if not unanimously, at all events, the minority
will have an opportunity, after fully investigating and
discussing it, to state their views to the House, and
thon the House, with the matter fully discussed
before it, will comne to a conclusion, no doubt a
proper conclusion, according to the opinion of the Com-
mittee, if they think proper to adopt it. My hor1. friend
from West Durham (Mr. Blake) spoke the other day of the
Privileges and Elections Committee as being a partisan or
political body-I, on behalf of that Committee, disclaim any
such charge, and the hon. gentleman should have been one
of the last to have brought such a charge against it. Daring
my limited experience as a member of that Committe,
I remember an instance in which the Committee showed it
was superior to political and party considerations, and the
fact that it did se was owing to the honest, candid and
straightforward course which the bon. member for West
Durham adopted on that occasion. When the Anglin case
came before the Committee, and when we first met to con-
sider it, after the evidence had been obtained, I, myself,
was the instrument of having a resolution declaring
the view and opinion of the then Opposi'ion, that
Mr. Anglin Lad forfeited bis se::t in part and had
violated the I dependence of P. rliament Act by be-
coming a party to a contract under the Govern-
ment. The mombers on that Committee, supporting
the then Government of the day, opposed my reso-
lution. The bon. member for Sui'h Wellington (Mr.
Gutbrie) who bas rot now a seat in the House, moved an
amendment declaring there had been no violation of the
Independence of Parliament Act, that Mr. Anglin Lad done
nothing wrong, and had not forfeited Lis seat. On the
first day of the discussion every member supporting the
Ministry, without exception, opposcd my resolution. The
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), at that time a mem-
ber cf the Go% ernmrent, vertured to state Lis view of the
law, and ho enunciatei a proposition, which we lawyers
knew was absurd, nanely, that thore was*no contract be-
cause thore was nothing biinging it under the Statute of
Fraud, it not being in writing. The hon. member for West
Durham looked up-I recollect the occasion perfectly well-
and said the hon. member for Bothwell must have forgotten
(because ho assumed that ho must have known at some time)
that the wording of the Statute of Fraud shows that there
might be a good contract without any writing, and there-
fore Lis stateinent of the law was unfounded. The hon.
member for West Durham did not subsequently favor the
Committee with bis presence'for several days. Some little
discusýion, of a rather inimated character, occurred the
other day as to whether the illness, which was the unfor-
tunate cause of his absenc3, was real or not; h. seemed to
think an imputation was cast on him, thathe feigned illness
in order to absent himselffrom bhe Committee. That state-
ment is not correct. The hon. membor for Bothwell came
day after day, for three or five days, asking an adjournment
in consequence of the illness of the Ion. member for West
Durham. But when at last the hon. gentleman did appear
in the Committee, what did b say? le said that, withan
unimportant verbal amendment, he would vote in support of
my motion, and in opposition to Mr. Guthrie's amendment;
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and, therefore, Mr. Guthrie withdrew his amendment,
Mr. Mills withdrew his opposition, and every Minis.
terial supporter in the Committee withdrew his opposi-
tion, and my resolution, having been amended in an
unimportant particular, at the suggestion of the hon.
member for West Durham, was adopted. I say that
this incident shows that the Committee on Privileges and
Elections is a body which will render a dispassionate judg-
ment, and will do what is right and just in matters coming
before them. It shows that the Committee will rise above
party spirit, and, even if the majority belong to the Ministe-
rial party, the Committae wili be prepared tg say, if they
believe it, that Dr. Robertson is entitled to his seat ; and I
am quite confident that the hon. member for West Durham,
if he shows the candor and fairness which ho showed in the
Anglin case, when ho examines this whole matter, and comes
to the conclusion that Mr. McDonald is entitled to his seat,
or that there should be a new election, the hon. gentleman,
with his candor and fairness, will stand up and say so. The
Committee will consider this matter as judges-almost ail its
members are lawyers, and are accustomed to deal with such
questions; and they will consider it in a just spirit;
they will look into the whole matter carefully, and
not deal with it as a partisan and political body,
as the hon. member for West Durham bas stigmatized
the Privileges and Elections Committee, but they will
carefully consider the facts of the case, charged by tho
House with the responsible duty of acting as its legal adviser
on this occasion, and advise the House what is the law and
the righteousness of the case, according to precedents,
authorities and facts; and whea we have discharged our
duty, impartially, and without political bias, as I bolieve
we will, this House will be placed in a proper condition to
consider the subject and determine it on its merits. That
Committee is a proper tribunal to decide this question, and
I was surprised that the hon. member for West Durham
should have referred to the Committee in the way he did,
impugning the correctness of the course proposed, which I
am quite sure his own botter judgment wilt ilead him to
admit to be the correct one, in disposing of matters of
this kind. I this question free and clear from doubt?
If it is not, then it should be referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections. The lon. member
for Queen's, P.E.1. (Mr. Davies), made a similar
statement the other day, but he took the ground that
this case was so free and clear from doubt, that there
should be no reference to a Committee, but that the House
should decide it off-hand. L3t us consider the facts of the
case briefly, with a view to arriving at a conclusion. L
confess that when I first cursoriy considered the matter, I
was inclined to the opinion that the returning officer had not
acted properly and had not done his duty. I confess that was
my first opinion; but when I heard the authority cited by the
hon. the First Minister, and heard the clear argumentative
and able speech of the hon. member for West Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy), which would carry conviction to abpy man-and
I am sure every member on both sides of the flouse must
have admired the clearness and ability with which ho dealt
with the question-when I heard that spe-ch, and the
authorities which he cited, and when L subsequently referred
to them, as I have done since, I confess my opinion
was changed. I came to the conclusion that the
returning officer had acted within his duty, and
had done his duty in making the doub'e return. I main-
tain this: that the matter is not cloar and fiee from
doubt as hon. gentlemen oppo-ite would have us believe. I
thought at first the returning officer was wrong, but after
further consideration, and after hearing the arguments ande
looking at the cases cited, I have been led to the opposite-
conclusion. ls it not then manifest, from this circumstancei
alone, that one possessing a somewhat extensive acquaint-1
ance with election matters, as I do from my professional1

Mr. CAMERoN (Victoria).

experience, formel an opinion which second thoughts satis-
fied me was an erroneous ono, that the matter is one capa-
ble of being argued, one on which both Files should be
heard upon the eviden3e elicited and the authorities quoted?
It shows, I say, conclusively, that a full examination of
these authorities and precedents can only take place before
the Privileges and Elections Committee, which, as Mr.
Gladstone says, in the quotation which was made from his
speech, is the proper place and the proper manner in which
to discass this question, and then to go on with the con-
sideration of the facts. While I1am not committed to any
opinion as to the seat, and about the respective rights of
these two gentlemen to the seat, or as to whetber either of
them is entitled to it, or as to whether there should be a new
election-because I feel that it would not be right in the
present position of the discussion of this question to come to
any opinion on that subject, and more especially in the case
of a member of the Committee of Privileges and Elections-
still I have considered the matter, so far as to satisfy myself
that a grave doubt exists on the subject, and I will proceed to
state to the House the reasons why I think that this doubt
exists. We find a return before the louse, and my hon.
friends have taken exception to this statement on the
ground that parts of it have no business here; but still we
cannot shut one eye to this return. It is made for the bene-
fit of the House; it is before us officially and we are bound
to read it and take cognizance of its nature. It is an idle
argument to say that the returning officer should not give
this information or send these papers, and to point to the
fact that ho cannot do so, because that information is there;
and when we come to look at the documents we find them
to be of that character that they cannot be lost
sight of or set on one sile. This return is before the louse,
and from it we find that Dr. Robertson and Mr. McDonald
were candidates at the last election, thé former obtaining
a sr.nall majority of fifty or sixty over Mr. McDonald. On
the day on which the votes were summed up the returning
officer, the high sheriff of the county, was served with a
formal document, signed by seven electors, in which they
brought to his knowledge and notice, officially, that Mr.
Robertson was disqualified, from the fact that he was at the
time a member of the Legislative Assembly of the Island of
Prince Edward, and they supported that notice to the
returning officer by farnishing him with a cortificate, under
the hand of the Governor. First of all, however, they
furnished him with a copy of a certificate of bis own return
-becauso the same sheriff had himself returned Dr. Robertson
as a member for one of the electoral districts composing the
County of King's. They presented hirn with a certificate of
his own return. They presented him with a copy of the
Official Gazette of the Island of Prince Edward, in which Dr.
Robertson was gazetted as a member of the Legislative
Assembly. They presented him also with a certificate under
the signature of the Lieutenant-Governor to show it. Dr.
Robert-on had not, up to the 26th of June, sent in bis resigna-
tion, and that no notice of such resignation, in compliance
with the law, under the circumstances, of Dr. R]bertson,
have been received by two members of the said flouse of
Assembly, or by any person whomsoever, on behalf of Dr.
Robertson, and forwarded to the Lieutenant-Governor.
When my hon. friend from St. John, on Friday last, referred
to this certificate, I have no doubt he unintentionally made
an improper reflection on the Lieutenant-Governor ofPrince
Edwaird Island, by stating that the Lieutenant-Governor
assumed in bis certificate that Dr. Robertson had not sent
in his resignation; and that it was consistent with that
certificate that two other members of the Local .House
should have given notice of the resignation. If my hon. friend
will look at the Lieutenant-Governor's certificate he will
see that it expressly covers the case-stating that no notice
from the said Dr. Robertson, or from any momber or mem-
bers of the said House of Assembly, or from any person
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whomsoever, on behalf of the said Jàmes E. Robertson, had
been received by the Lieutenant-Governor, as to his resig-
nation.- Then we find that Dr. Robertson was elected and
returned on the 7th of May last as a member of the Logis-
lative Assembly, and on the 26th of June ho had not re-
signed. Now, I have looked at the law of the Island of
Prince Edward with the view of seeing what it is on
this subject. To begin with; we all know, because
it is a matter within our own - Parliamentary knowledge,
that a member of a Legislative Assembly of any Province
is ineligible as a member of this House. We start out with
that proposition. If, thon, Dr. Robertson on the day of
nomination, or still further on the day of election, was a
member of the Legislative Assembly of the Province of
Prince Edward Island, ho was, ipso facto, disqualified from
being elected or returned as a member of this House. That
being the case, we find ho was electod to the Legislative
Assembly on the 27th of May last; and we find that the Act
of Prince Edward Island, in the year 1876, in the 14th
clause, provides this:

I But no member shall so tender bis resignation while bis election is
lawfully contested, nor until after the expiration of the time during
which itmay by law be contested on other grounds than corruption or
bribery."

So that on the day of nomination, or of polling, but cer-
tainly on theday ofnomination, if Dr. Robertson was then
a member of the Legislative Assembly at the time, within
which a petition might have been presented against him
had not expired, heclearly could not resign. The law of
Prince Edward Island did not allow him to rosign. It was
impossible for him, try how ho might, to resign,
according to the law as it stood in the Island. The Con-
troverted Election Act of the Island, pasEed in 1874, second
sub-section of section 6, sys: "The petition shall be pre-
sented within twenty-one days after the return has been
received, at the office of the Colonial Secretary ;" and then
provides, in a-subsequent clause, that Sundays shall be
excluded from the computation. Excluding Sunday, the
computation, twenty-one days from the 27th of May, would
not expire until the 21st of June. That being the case, it is
abundantly clear that Dr. RobertsDn could not divest him-
self, by any steps which he might take prior to the
21st of June, of the position of being a member of ther
Legislative Assembly of Prince Edward Island. He could1
not so divest himsel., if ho tried; and we will sec presently
that ho did not try, within the proper time. Well, now'
what position does he stand in? On the 13th of June, the
day of nomination, and on the 20th of June, the day of pol-
ling, he was still a member of the Legislative Assembly of
Prince Edward Island. Incapacitated from resigning he
was bound to take lis seat, because the law does not allowi
any man to resign bis position, as a representative of theh
people, except in accordance with the provisions of ther
Statute; and he cannot resign in any other way. When E
elected a man is bound to take bis eeat; and lie cannot divestt
himself of the character, or of the trust which the people i
have put upon him. Then, up to the 21st of June, Dr. n
Robertson, ipsofacto by law, could not got rid of the posi-0
tion of a member of the Legislative Assembly of the Island; a
and, for that very reason, ho was disqualified and ineligible t
as a candidate lor election to the Houne of Commons. f
Ilowever, the law provides a mode by which, under certain o
circumstances, a man may get rid of his position- as mem- E
ber; but subject, of course, to that provision which I have t
read-until twenty-one days after the return las been certi- t
fied to the Colonial Secretary. Section 15of the Act of 1876, p
provides that if any member of the flouse of Assembly w
wishes to resign his seat, in the interval between two Ses- d
sions of the General Assembly, and there is no Speaker, or a
if such member be himself the Speaker, he may address a l
letter, to b delivered to any two members of the House, o
declaring and mentioning his intention toresign and stating a

that the two members, having received such declaration,
shall do-what ? Shall forthwith notity the Lieutenant-
Governor thereof, under their bands and seal, and who is
thereby empowered and required, within seven days after
such notification, to issue a writ-

Mr. DAVIES. Read on.
Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. I will read to the end

of L.e paragraph, or clause, if you like-" and shall issue
a writ for the election of a new member in place of
the member resigned, and the member so tendering bis
resignation, shall be held to have vacated his seat and to
have ceased to ho a member of the louse." I do not sup-
pose that my hon. friend will try to argue that it is suffi-
cient merely to send the notification of resignation to two
members of the House. I say that no lawyer will place
any such construction on that clause. The true construc-
tion of it is, that a member who seeks to resIgn, muet do al[
that is necessary to sce that the men to whom ho -entrusts
his resignation, do all that is necessary to divest
himself of his position, and if his two agents-for they
are bis agents-have bottled his rosignation up as I
have hoard from rumor they did in this case, intending
to use or not to use the resignation as might suit theim,
and this is apparent from what was stated in the course of
the debate the other day, this is insufficient to comply with
the terme of the law. In fact the resignation was signed
on the day of nomination, and these two gentlemen, to
whom it was given, did not deliver it until the 25th of' June,
more than thirteen days after it was given to them, and
they did not comply with the Act. They did not forthwith
give it to the Lieutenant-Governor as they were bound to
do; and Dr. Robertson did not give it to the Lieutenant-
Governor. I therefore saythat itdoes not lie in his mouth to
say, as my agents, to whom I gave my notice of resignation,
did not do their duty for although 1 signed it, they did not
deliver it, I am not responsible 1or such negloct; and if it
had turned out that Dr. IRobertson was not elected, that is
the last which we would have heard of his resignation.
In fact I am informed from rumor that in Prince Edward
Island, in the last election the selfsame thing was done.
That a member who is now sitting in the Logislative
Assembly of the Island-before going through the form of
rosigning, before handing in bis resignation-ran for the
House of Commons and was defeated-that his resignation
never was laid before Hie Honor, and the member is now
sitting and voting in the Assembly. In fact, I am told that
e is a member of the Executive Council of the Island.
An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. CAMERON. At any rate there is a member sitting

in the House, as I am informed, under the circumstances I
have deEcribed. It is quite clear that Dr. Robertson's
resignation did not come into the bands of the Lieutenant-
Governor by the 26th of June, because His Honor certifies
to that fact, and, therefore, I say that if the form of resigna-
tion was gone through with, it was a pretence, a
mockery, and a sham, probably intended to be used,
or not usod, as might ho most convenient
after the result of the elections. The very fact
that these disputes have arisen, that these questions of
act have to b enquired into-facts which hon. gentlemen
pposite, and especially the hon. gentleman froin Prince
Edward Island, are so anxious to contradict-shows that
here are at least grave doubts on questions of law and ques-
ions of fact; and these are matters which it would be pro-
er to refer to the Committee on Privileges and Elections,
Who are certainly a more competent and proper tribunal to
ecide such questions than hon. gentlemen whom I now
ddress. I say this with no disrespect ofyourjudgment, or of
my own ; but I say that a large body like this is not so capable
Df carefully weighing such questions, and arriving at a calm
and dispassionate conclusion upon them, as the Committee
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specially charged with such duties. There is another point
of view from which the Statute itself may be considered.
On lookirg further into this fifteenth clause, I am inclined te
think that it does not apply in this present case at all; or
that there was any possibility of Dr. Robertson resigning1
in the interval after the elections, and before the Speaker
was chosen. The eighteenth clause says:

"IAn two tmembers~of the Bouse of Assembly may notify the Lieutenant-
Governor, under their hands and seals, of any vacancy afising subse-
quently to a General Election, and before the first meet ing of the General
Assembly thereafter, by reasaon of 'the death or acceptance of office of
any member, and the Lieutenant-Governor is hereby empowered," &c.

So we have here a special provision for the issue of a new
writ in case where two hon. members certify to a vacancy
between a General Election and the first meeting of the
Assembly. The fifteenth clause refers to the interval occurring
between two Sessions- that is, two Sessions of tbe then
Assembly when there is no Speaker-the whole terms of
the clause evidently intending to refer to resignations
between one Session and another, and after the Speaker bas
been elected. On the other hand, the eighteenth clause is
manifestly intended to apply to the case of a vacancy
occurring from one or other of' two causes : the death or
the acceptance of office by any bon. member, provided it
happens between the election and the first meeting of the
Assembly. If my interpretation be correct, it is quite
clear that, until the first meeting of the Assembly, Dr.
Robertson could not have resigned at all. I have shownu
that, under the fourteenth section of the Act, he could not
have resigned until the 1st of June; I have shown that if the
fifteenth section applies, he did not resign; and I lave
shown that, under the eighteenth secLion, he could not resign
unlil the Speaker was elected.

Mr. BLAKE. But you have not prejudged the carc a bit.

Mr. CAMERON. No; I have not. I have simply stated
what strikes me as the true interpretation of these facts,
and Isba!1 be delighted to meet the bon. member for West
Dutrham, or the hon. gentleman from Queen's County, Prince
Edward Island, or the hon. member for West Huron, who
are indulging in these sarcastic interruptions and remarks,
before the Privileges and Elections Committee, and listen to
their.arguments and their logic-and I hope I am enough
of a lawyer to appreciate these arguments- and if they are
sound to be convinced by them, and to change the opinion
which I am now expressing as my own. Surely 1 bave
said enough to show that at least it is a question of the
gravest doubt Nwhether Dr. Robertson resigne I his seat in
tho Assembly oi not-whether he was eligible fir election
to a s9at in the House qf Commons or not. I have shown,
Il tfink, that the amendment of the bon. Premier should be
adopted hy the House. Hon. gentlemen opposite quoted
Mr. Gladstone's language; and they say "if there
is tlie greatest doubt do not refer it to the
Comm'.itee, but we say there is no doubt, aod therefore we
sh'uld dispose of itsummarily." I have said enough to show
that there is the greatest doubt, and one which at the pre-
sent moient, so far as I have been able to consider the ques-
tion,1Ihave been obliged to solve in this way-that Dr.
Robertson was not eligible on the day of his election. At
the smo time, if hon. gentlemen can show that I am mis-
taket in ny facts, that my arguments are unfounded, that
Dr. Robertson acted differently from what appears upon the
returps, they will be afforded an ample opportunity of doing
so, ând I shall b perfectly willing to change my mind and
conte tÔ the conciusion, if I can honestly do so, that Dr.
lobërtson is entitled to the scat. I freely admit that, in My

opin1i hethasthe preference to it, and, if it is at all possibly
coexsikfê6t with the law and the facts to support him in his
càfSiiû«he seat, he should be supported. I think the man
wlo-'hàs received a rnajority of the votes should be entitled
to the seat, and to every reasonable construction of the law

Mr. CAMERoN (Victoria).

in his favor. We should not force doubts, or make rulings,
or arrive at decisions which would tend in the direction of
putting the minority candidate in the seat, or of involving
a new election. I bave no prejudice against Dr. Robertson,
and if I can be convinced, before the Privileges and Elec-
tions Committee, that the difficulties which I have men-
tioned can be overcome, I shall be happy to vote in that
Committee that as a matter of right he is entitled to the
seat. I believe every fair-minded man will act in that
spirit, as I believe my hon. friend the member for West
Durham did in the Anglin case, to whieh I have referred.
1 am prepared to give him full credit for candid and straight-
forward conduct. I am prepared to admit that he
was not warped by party predilections or partisan
spirit when he acted on that Committee ; but I ask him
to give us the same credit whcn we ask that the
matter shall be referred to the Coinmittee. Do not let him
say that he and bis friends bave all the honesty, and the
impartiality, and the fairness, and the virtue, on their side
of the Ilouse, and that we have all the par:iality, all the
unfairness, and all the vice on our side. I know that that-
is the usual style in which some questions are discussed on
that side of the House; but I hope when we come to a
question like this, we can afford to discuss it in a calm and
judicial spirit. I hope that we can consider it dispassion-
ately, so that when we go to that Committee we will be
prepared to adt the part of judges or jurors, ahd prepared
to give a verdict in accordance with the evidence and in
accordPnce with our conscientions convictions. I have
only had an opportunity to consider summnarily and
cursorily the question as to whether there will be the
necessity for a new election or not. I have not formed an
op*nion on that subject, because the facts are not before us
upon the return. I do not know whether notice was given
to the electors of disqualification on nomination day or at
or before the polling; I do not know the partculars as to
the number ef votes given; I do not know whether the
district in which Dr. Robertson was clected gave such a
number of votes for him which might bo considered as
thrown away, as would give a majority for Mr. McDonald.
We know nothing of the facts; they are to be brought
before us, and upon the consideration of them will, to my
mind, rest the question as to whether there should be a new
election, or whether, in case Dr. Robertson is found to be
ineligible, the other candidate is entitled to the seat. Ali
these facts it will be our duty to enquire into; and the very
circumstance that there are these facts, and that they are
material facts, the consideration of which is necessary to a
definite conclusion, must convince us still more strongly
that the Privileges and Elections Committeedis the proper
p lace to dispose of this matter. Now, my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island told us very emphatically, the other
day, that there could be no such thing as a double return.
My reading of the Election Law has led me to a different
conclusion. I think this is a case of a double return, flot of
a special return. I confess I have no doubt at ail on that
subject. A double return, as I find it described by the
authorities on Parliamentary Law, is a return made by a
returning officer containing the names of two men, in case
of there being qnly two candidates, both of whom can come
forward and take the oath and claim the seat. Now, in
this case we have the knowledge that both of these gentle-
men came forward and took the oath at that Table, and
that both claimed the seat. I would like also to eall the
attention of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. )avies) to
the Controverted Elections Act of 1874, because if there
could be a double roturn then, there can be still. Section
seven of that Act says:

t A petition complaining of an undue return, or undue election of a
member, or»f mo reture, or dohia retura, or of an unlawful aot, by
"py candidate n t returned, by wbùah he ja alleed to hare become dis-
qualilel to ait in the rlouse of Commons, t any election held aher tue
passing of this A&ct, may be presented to the Court," ,ç.
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If a petition against a double return can be filed, how cal
it be said that thero is no such thing as a double retirn
Surely that is proof conclusive that there may be a doubl
returu; and the fact is we have a double return in th
present instance. Well, what might have happened'
Either of these gentlemen might have petitioned upon tha
return. So far as the documents on the Table of the Hous
go, I do not know whether either petitioned or not; but1
know that there has been no judicial decision by
a oourt, under the Controverted Elections Act
as to which, if either, was entitled to the seat. They both
come bore now, claiming the seat, the time for petitiouing
under the Controverted Elections Act having passed ; and i
we decide in favor of either of these gentlemen, whai
position will we loave the other in ? We leave him without
any remedy. Without fairly and calmly considering the
facts of the case, after hearing both sides, and looking at it
as a judicial tribunal, we would be deciding summarily in
favor of one man, and leaving the other without redress.
Would that be acting in a fair or judicial manner ? I think
the very fact that the time for filing a petition under the
Controverted Elections Act is now past, shows that we
ought to leave this case to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, before which both parties will be cited to produce
their evidence and their arguments, and which, after hearing
them, will report to the Bouse the decision it arrives at.
Then, again, that we have jurisdiction is beyond doubt.
Although we have a Controverted Elections Act, and bave
established under it a tribunal to decide cases of this kind,
it is hardly necessary to state, because it is clear to any
person at all conversant with Parliamentary Law, that this
flouse has not divested itself ofits right of control over its
own seats. In support of that posifion, I will read from
almost the latest books on the subject, Bushby on the
"4Practice of Elections," which states:

"It may be here observed that, although it is enacted by Section 50
of the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868 (the EnRlish Controverted
Act) that from and after the next dissolution of Parliament no election
or return to Parliament uhail be questioned, except in accordance witu
the provisions of this Act, this enactment does not take away the power
of the ouse ofGomemons to enquire into or determine upon the elegi-
bility of aây person returned as a member."

We still have jurisdiction. We have told candidates and
persons interested to go to the Election Court with their
cases; but if they do not choose to go to that court on ac.
count of any peculiar circumstances, if the two candidates
come and daim the seat, we have still power to dispose off
the matter. But is it fitting for the whole louse to try a
question of this kind? We are trying the right of eitherof
these hon. gentlemen tothis seat; we are trying the rights
of the electors of Queen's County ; we are sitting in our
judicial capacity, for that is the capacity in which we have
to deal with this question; and we are asked to shut the
mouths of these men, to say that we will not listen to them
or look at their documents ; but to summarily, by the force
of our power, give one man the seat, and leave the other
without right or remedy. I say it would be monstrous for
the louse to take that course. We must dispose of this
case as we would dispose of it if there were no Controverted
Elections tribunal in existence, and the only way we can
do that is by referring it to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections. A good deal bas been said as to whether
the duties of returning officers are judicial or ministerial.
The hon, member for West Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) quoted
a number of books on Parliamentary Law to show that in
England it was laid down since the passing of the Act simi-
lar to ours, tliat the duties of returning officers may now be
considerod as partly judicial and partly ministerial. The
very words used in this book are:

" Hli duties are still partly judicial an partly ministerial. As to his
jndicial duties, it- seems clear that he is only liable to an action of
willfal miscouduct. »But for a mistake made 'by him in the exorcise of
any of hi minist.erial dutipg, ho has bçen 14 W be liable, although he
b~u 4cteOd without Malice.,
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n Now, it bas been said, I think by my hon. friend from St.
? John (Mr. Weldon), that these dicta do not aply, because
e the duties of returning officers, under the Englih Act und
e those under our Act, are essentially difforent. ihive
? looked at the English Act, and I have fàiled te see any
t difference, certainly nonue in reference to making the return.
e In the English Act it is left to the diFcretion of the
I returning officer whetber h will give a vote in the caMè
y of equality, while ours says that he must do soe

I am not aware of any material difference in his duties,
h except that, certainly not as to the counting up of the num-
i ber of votes and making his returns. I will read 'the
f clause from the Act, and you will be able to judge, from
t your own acquaintance with our Act, if, in any respect, it

differs from it:
" Upon the completion of the counting, the returnin offioer will seal

op in separate packets the connted and rejected ballot papers. -e
shall not open the sealed packet of tendered ballot papers or mtarked
copy of the register of votera and counterfoils, but shali rpoceed, in
the presence of theaents of the candidates, to verify the ballot paper
account given by each preaiding officer -

That is what we calil the deputy returning officos' stato-
ment of votes.
" by comparing it with the'number of ballot papers recorded by him au
aforesaid and the unused and spoiled ballot papers in his possession,
and the tendered voters list, and shall reseal each packet after examin.
ation. The returning officer shall report to the Olerk of the Crown in
Chancery the result of such verification, and shall, on request, allow eny
agents of the candidates, before such report is sent, to copy it."

Now, in what respect do the duties of the returning offleor.
under that clause, differ from his duties undor our Act ?
He bas, under our Act, to take the statements given by the
deputy returning officers, sum them up, and make bis
return to the Clark of the Crown in Chancery-just what
ho has to do in England. Yet we are told bis duties
are so esSentially different that these Englieli
authorities do not app'y. I say the Acts ar p so much
alike, they do apply. But even apart from English
authoritios, the duties of our returning officers are still
prrtly judicial. I think I may appeal to the hon. member
for West Huron as to whether they are not partlyjudicial.
I think if the returning officer, who returned tho
non. member for West Huron, had not exercised
judicial funetions, we would not have the pleasure of
seeing my hon. friend seated in this House. If I am not
misinlorrned, my hon. friend stood in this position. On the
day of summing up the votes, it was found that in two or
three polling districts in his riding, the deputy returning
officers had not put into the ballot boxes any statement
of the votes, and the result would have been, had those
statements not been counted, that my hon. friend would
bave been left in a minority. If I am not misinformed-
and these are facts i have from the friends of my hon.
friend-the returning officer, appointed under that wicked
and abominable law which my right hon. friend the
Premier introduced last Session, was such a bitter partisan
that, on the application of my hon. friend, he postponed h-s
declaration for two or three days to see what couId te
don.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). What was there judicial in
that ?

Mr. CAME RON. It was adjourned by this austere
returning officer appointed so corruptly. I fail to
see in the Election Act any authority for a returning offcer
adjourning an election for any*such cause. There is a
power to adjourn the declaration under stated ciroumstances,
but not'for that cause; and I think if the rettirning offlcer
had done his duty strictly and not exercised judicial func-
tions, he would have summed up the votes,'according to
the étatement found in the sealed ballot boxes, and have
returned Mr. Porter instead of my 'hon. friend; ly hon.
friend, however, got the declaration adjourh'd-rightly or
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wrongly, legally or illegally-and ho took the very best
authority he could get on the case. He was not content with
his own opinion, nor even with that of the hon member for
West Durham, nor with that of any of the leading lawyers
of the Reform party, but he came to the hon. member for'
West Simcoe and got his opinion. My hon. friend from
West Simcoe, taking legally the same view ho expressed
here in his Parliamentary capacity, said the returning
officer's duty was still partly judicial; and, applying a liberal
construction to the Statute, ho had the right to allow the
two or three deputy returning officers, who had not sent in
statements, to supply the omission before making up his
declaration. Those statements having been so made up,
the hon. member for West Huron was returned, no doubt
rightly and properly, because he had a majority of the
votes, so far as the merits of the election went; but, in my
opinion, wrongly according to the strict meaning of the Act.
Yet my hon. friend says the duties of the returning officer
are purely ministerial, though ho himself is sitting in this
House by virtue of the exorcise by that officer of judicial
duties. This inconsistency shows that we should not be too
fast in coming to a conclusion; that the matter is one of so
great importance that the reason given by the hon. Premier
for its reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions are well founded, and that the duties and functions of
returning officers are still in such doubt, it is desirable we
should have them fully investigated now when the question
is brought before us. This is the proper time, and this
Committee is the proper tribunal for deciding this matter-
not only this particular case, but to give the whole question
such a thorough investigation as will establish a precedent
that will bind Parliament in all like cases hereaftor. For
those reasons it seems to me so free from doubt as scarcely
to require argument that our proper course is to refer the
matter to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, which,
I am sure, acting in the spirit in which it acted on a former
occasion, will do justice between man and man in this
important matter.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Although the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down, and the hon. member for West Simcoe,
both expressed the opinion that laymen should not interfere
in this argument, Iventure to attack the position the hon.
gentleman has taken, and to present, as well as I can, the
views which, as an impartial observer and an impartial
judge in the matter, I feel bound to express. The hon.
gentleman affected a tone of great moderation, and assured
the flouse of his anxiety to reach the truth in regard to the
course to be taken in this serious case, and I have to express
my extreme regret that ho was so unsuccessful in bis
search. There was, Sir, some appearance of fairness in the
remarks of the right hon. gentleman who leads this House
in opening the case. There was a still greater appearance
of. fairness in the language of the hon. member for Queen's
(P.E.J.) when he frankly gave away the whole case
by admitting that the returning officer would have
done botter had ho returned the man who had the
larger number of votes; but as the debate proceeded
we found a degeneration in argument, until the hon. gentle-i
man who has just spoken occupied actually an hour of ouri
time without presenting one single point that affecta the1
position. The hon. gentleman proceeded upon the assump-i
tion that what he calts Parliamentary Law bas reference to
English Statutes and English precedents in connection withi
those Statutes. The hon. member for Simcoe carefullyi
avoided the slightest reference to our own Statute, underi
which alone Parliamentary Law can be created. What is
Parliamentary Law but a reference to the cases which have1
been decided under the Statute Law of the country ? Now,i
so far as our Parliamentary Law goes prior to 1874, the
cases are wholly in favor of the contention of my hon.(
friend from West Huron. There has been no case sincei
1$74, when the law was radically çhanged, We bave,

)[r. Camaow Viptoria).

therefore, no Parliamentary Law to appeal to, ifwe strictly
interpret the meaning of the present Statute. But we are
willing to go beyond that, and appeal to the precedents
under the Statute Law of the old Province of Canada up to
the time of the change I have alluded to, in 1874; and in
every one of those cases we find the one great principle
taking precedence of everything else, namely, that the
person receiving the larger number of votes should be
elected. That is the Parliamentary Law; and I hope my
hon. friend won't go out, for I intend to deal with some of
his arguments shortly.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria, Ont.) I will return in a
moment.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I dare say we can get on. Now,
Sir, the right bon. gentleman in moving his amendment did
not inform us what ho proposed the court to enquire into.
As I understood the hon. gentleman who has just sat down,
and the hon. gentleman for West Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy),
their enquiry is teobe devQted altogether to matters entirely
extraneous to the matter before the flouse. All that bas
been said about the Local Law and the proceedings taken by
the hon. member for King's, P.E.I. (Mr. Robertson), is
matter that might possibly go to an Election Court, but they
are not matters with which we have anything to do. They
do not in the slightest degree affect the merits of the case,
because the seat is claimed under tho law of 1874, and we
are not supposed to know anything concerning the details
that may have taken place at the time of the election with
regard to the resignation of the Local seat. I do not, there-
fore, intend to diseuss that at all, further than this-and
I regret that my hon. friend has gone out before I touched
that point. In alluding to the claims made on this side of
the House, that the certificate of .he Lieutenant-Governor of
Prince Edward Island, and the statement of the individuals
who signed the paper and gave it to the returning offlcer,
in reply to the assertion made on that side of the House,
that these papers were improperly before us, the hon. gentle-
man said: "Well the papers are there,the documents are before
us, and we cannot help"-I think ho said, I took down his
very words-" we cannotshut our eyes to these documents."
Now, what I have to ask-and I ask it from the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria with the greatest possible bumility, seeing
I am one of the laymen-I ask if it is a rule of law to
receive evidence which would not be admissible upon trial?
My impressions were that in a case conducted by the hon.
gentleman himseolf ho would ask for the judgment of the
court to rule out such evidence as- ho here says we cannot
shut our eyes to. Now, the hon. gentleman has shut his
eyes to everything, apparently, except what leads to re-
taining the seat for a political friend of is own. Now, Sir,
I take it to be the duty of the leader of the House, instead
of sending this matter to a Committee to make vague and
meaningless enquiries, to protect the rights and Parlia-
mentary position of every man who bas been elected to
this flouse. I understand that his duty, as leader of the
House, is to see that the Election Law is complied with, and
that nothing is suffered to interfere with the retura of a
member according to that law and his taking bis seat in
this House. Now, what are the facts of this case ? I will
not diseuss at any length whether a returning oficer has or
has not any ministerial duties; I will merely say that no
member yet, from the Premier down, has shown a particle
of authority,-for the assertion that ho had any other than,
ministerial or executive duties. The law is most explicit
upon the question of the duties of a returning officer-and
I refer to the law with all the more confidence that I had
sométhing to do with placing it on the Statute-book, and to
that law we now appeal. The present Chief Justice of
Quebec was chiefly concerned in drafting this Statute ;
and the principal object he had in view, and that I hel in
view, and that my Administr#tiop had in yiew, was te mak@
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it impossible for any one to doprive a candidate of his righ
who had received a majority of votes. Now, let us real som
of thé clauses that relate to this. The 59th section declares

" The returning officer at the place, day and hour appointed by h
proclamation, and having received all the ballot boxes, shall procee
to open them in the presence of the election clerk, the candidatesc
their representatives present, and of at least two electors, if th
candidates or their representatives are not present, and to add togethi
the number of votes givea for each candidate, from the stateinents col
tained in the several ballot boxes returaed by the deputymreturnn

This is most explicit as to the duty immediately after th
polling. Then the sub-section declares that the candidat
who shall, in the summing up of the votes, be found to hav
the majority of the votes, be then declared elected. Ther
is no room for an assertion that any judicial duties ar
imposed upon him or exercised by him. Then tLe 60t]
section.provides that:

"When on the final addition of votes by the returning officer, an
eqnality of votes is found to exist between any of the candidates, an
the addition of a vote would entitle any of snch candidates to b
declared elected, the returning officer shall give such additional o
casting vote, but shall in no other case have the right to vote."

Could anything be more explicit than that? The hon
gentleman who bas just sat down declared from the readinî
of the paragraph in the Controverted Elections Act, tha
because the words 'ldouble return " are used in order t
cover every possible case that might arise, therefore th
Statute regulating elections is to be interpreted by a clans(
in another Statute. I venture to say there is very littl
law in that, and very little justice if there is any law; an
I am afraid he would hardly venture into a court of justic
-though ho may do it here-to lay down such a proposi
tion as that a clause in a different Statute altogether is ti
take the place of one in another positive enactment. Then
the 61st section provides:

I The returning officer, within four days after such verification, shal
transmit his return to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, that th
candidate having the largest number of votes bas been duly elected
and shall forward to each of the respective candidates a duplicate or
copy thereof, and such return shall be in the form Schedule 8 to this
Act.,

Now in this case there was no quality of votes, therefore
the returning oflicer bad no right to vote. There being no
equality ofvotes it was impossible there could be a double
return ; and it is the exercise of the flimsiest sophistry to
allege that because the words "double return " are men-
tioned in the Controverted Elections Act, there might be a
double return where the officer is directed-where it is
made mandatory upon him-to settle the case and vote in
favor of one of the candidates. This is not directory, in
the English Act it is directory. "He may give," bere it is
4 He shall give." Now, with regard to the provisions of the
56th section, that the returning officer, within four
days after such verification, shall transmit his return to the
Cerk of the Crown in Chancery, declaring who had the
largest number of votes, that return was not made, and
the returning officer violated his duty, and by a plain vio-
lation of his duty he has deprived an hon. member from bis
seat, who was elected to a seat in this House. And now
the hon. leader of the Flouse, disregarding the Statute Law
that is before bis face, disregarding right and justice in this
matter, and backed up by two gentlemen who think that
because they are lawyers they are peculiarly qualified to
decide every case, no matter what its merits may bo-tbey
are all anxious to keep a man out of hie seat wlhom they
know has been duly elected to it by a considerable majority
of the legal votes cast. This is the real position of the
matter, and no amount of special pleading, however able it
may be-and I admit the ingenuity of the bon. member for
Victoria (Mr. Cameron) in making special pleadings-will
do away with the timple and incontrovertible fact that the

tg majority of votes was given to this candidate whom we desire
e to see in his proper place in this House.

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

ed After IRecoss.or
he
er Mr. MACKENZIE. I was endeavoring to show, before
- recess, the position in which this matter stands, viewed as
g 1 view it from a common sense stand-point, as well as, for

I pretend to know the law, from a legal stand-point; and I
e was endeavoring to point out the varied inconsistencies
e which characterized the speeches of hon. members on the
e other side of the House. It is true the hon. member for
e Victoria (Mr. Cameron) appealed to the House most
'e warmly and earnestly, apparently, to consider this question
h in a judicial spirit, and endeavored to do what was right;

in short, to fulfil-the law in a measure of justice as well
d as of technical obligations to that law. But if my hon.
d friend meant that speech which he made to-night as a
e judicial examination of the subject, I can only say that I
r should like to hear him when engaged in presenting a

partisan view of a point. It did appear to me that his
. speech, and that of the hon. member for West Simcoe (Mi.
g McCarthy), were strongly characteristic of the political
t partisan rather than of the judicial official. The right
o hon. gentleman who leads the -House admitted,,to use his
e own words, that the tendency in legislation of late years
e was to deprive returning officers of any judicial power to
e act, to make them mere executive or ministerial officers;
d but ho did not make any attempt to show wherein the
e present law failed to accomplish what, according to ie
- inference I drew from bis words, ho seemed to
o regard as a beneficial change. If tho right hon.
9 gentleman can point out any wording which is necessary

in the Statute of 1874, whieh rogulates elections, to mako
it more completely a ministerial duty on the part of roturn-
ing officers, I should like to know it. I am not able mysolf,
I confess, to imagine any words more complote in their

r meaning, by any and every possible interpretation, than
Sections 58 to 62, which regulate the duties of returning
officers; and if we are to assume to ourselves the duty of
determining upon olections, we may at once revert to the
position we occupied under the Greîiville Act, where it was
naturally the case that men were seated or unseated, to a
very great extent, by a political prejudice or feeling. We
deliberately, as a matter of choice, by the Act which was
passed. and bas since been amended, divested ourselves of
all authority respecting the seating of members, except
where we found that something might strike the House as
being absolutely necessary to do; in other words, we re-
tained the power, but with the understanding that ail ques-
tions of the kind raised by this case shall be dotermined by
a judicial body, namely, the Election Court. The hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Cameror4) bas explained that if
we seated Dr. Robertson under a direct motion of the House,
we at once deprive bis opponent of the right of petitioning,
as that opponent bas allowed the time to lapse. This House
is not responeible for the lapse of lime. The gentleman who
had a minority of votes, knew the Election Law, I pre-
sume. He must have known it was the duty of the returning
officer to returi the candidate who bad received the majority
of votes, and if ho imagined he could unseat the person 80
chosen and elected, by an appeal to the J'udges of the Elec-
tion Court, then ho had a right to do so; but he had no
right to presume, nor bad any one a right to presume, that
this louse would permit the occupation of one of its seats
by a candidate wbo bad a minority of votes, or that the
House would reject an application for bis seat by a member
who was duly returned by a majority of votes.
Wbile I decline to discuss the question as to whethor
the resignation by Dr. Robertson of the seat 14
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the Local louse, was regular or not, or the question
whether the Lieutenant-Gover nor of the Province was or wau
not acting under a strict sense ofdaty in giving his certificate,
that be had not received any resignation, I hold 'there is
but one view to be taken on the one vital issue, even from
the point of view of the hon. gentlemen opposite, who
assume that the returning oflcer had a certain right to act
in a judicial manner; in other words, that he had the right
to netion and decide op the qualification of one of the
candidates bore bim. The Act gives no such powe-;
there is nothing in the Act which hon. gentlemen oppo-
Mite can point out as implying that it gives that powr.
shere ti e simple declaration that the returning officer
shall receive tho nomination paper signed by a cerain
number of electors, accompanied by a deposit of a certain
sum of money, and accomparnied also by a letter of accept-
ance from the candidate himself. Boyond that he ha no
right to go; but if the returning officer àssumed, as he did
afterwards in this case, evidently under some inspiration of
which we aie not iîtforned, the riglit to judge as to the
qualification of the candidates, then ho should have judged
unfavorably of' that candidate at the time the nominations
were made. It wos bis duty to have said: "This person is
disqualified by reason of his not having made bis resigna-
tion at the proper time cf the Local seat, and, therefore, I
decline to place his niame on the list of candidates to be
voted for." -While such a decision would be unaccountable
to mie, and extravagant in its presumption, yet I could
understand, if the judicial power was to be assumed at all,
that was the time to assume such authority. The returning
officer would have been liable to the juast censure of the
House for such an exorcise of power wbich he was not
entrps el with; but, at the saie time, itwould have enabled
the electors to nominate some one else, if the returning
officer had refused to accept the nomination of Dr. Robert-
son. As it is, there was no choice, and the names having been
regularly placei on tho leaf, the returning offleer declared,
in the loudest tones and terms ho could use, that Dr. Robert-
son was a candidate with Mr. McDonald for election for that
county. Dr'. R)bertson ie'eived an absolute majority ôfthe
votes polled, and it was only aifter thoso votes were received
and tho summation ef the votes made that the returning
officer presumod te excroise the power whieb ho did exorcise,
of refusing to declare e!e2ted the gentleman whob ad týe
major ityt f votes. Such a proceeding was altogether unjas.
tinable. The righthon. First Minister and the hon. mem-
ber for Queen's, P.E.. (Mrr. Brecken), in their speeches the
other day, tok the grourd t hat i ei e was a natural nèeessity
for a roturning officer exercising such discretioný in
placing the i ames of parties w-ho were nominated pon
the* election list, n21 fithe right hon. gentleman
suggested the case or a felon being nominated.
The member for 9ueen's immediately followed, taking up
the same idea; and :that gentleman evidently forgot that
thore were precedents for r'eturning officers being o iged
in the eeiriseo of their dutie , to receive the nomninafions
of felont. Then the right hon. gontleman assurnMed tiat
for fear a female might bo nominated, which would be
perfoectly irreguhir, it would be necessary fothe returning
officer to oder an inquisition to discover the sex or the
candidate. Anything more weak, more absurd, more
ridiculous, coutd scarcely b uttered by any one ; and to
have thii gravely propounded by the leader of the House,
was evidence to me of how little he had to say in justification
ofthe extraordinary course pursued by this returning officer.
Not, Sir, but what I partially expected that, because, during
ail my Pàrliamentary life, I am bound to say I have
g wngallyÇund the riglt hon. gentleman and his friends
vegrywiling te give their support in questionable cases to
the mmbe4s oftheir own party; while aM not aware of a
gingl0 dase where the Liberai party have endeavored to
depriveàna keep byany vote any member of and from his

Mr. MAcxawzii,

seat. Wel, hon. gentlemen may laugh; but I would be
glad tolknow where the precedents are. Nay, more, Sir,
it will be admitted the gentlemen on this aide of the House,
whenin power, lo§t no time in the very first Session in
which they cuntrolled a majority in Pziliaàent,
in taking pain% to make the law as expliit as
possible, and so explicit that during the elections
run - iàneonly this single case has arisen under
that Act; and no one yet has pointed out.on the iInistî,ial
aide of the House to-day, a single clause, or word or para-
gr4ph, by which the returning officer can, by any pretence,
jàtity bis action in refusing to return the member i'o had'
tue m4jority f votes; and if there are' any wo-dswhich
c6 maki tehe Statute more explicit, I would like to hear
tin repeated, and if there ais anytbing more definite laid
down in any other Election Law in the world, as to the
duties of returning'officers, I would like extremely to know
where they can be found. Now, I have watched
with the -utmost anxiety and the greatest eagerness,
the course 1which was to be pursued by gentlemen
opposite, upon ithis question. It is true th•at ,the
gentlemen who have spoken on that side of the House have
avowed an intention to consider this matter impartially;
but I was amused at the member for Victoria (Mr.
Canmeron) wl.o spoke of the view which the Ministerial
side of the louse took of the question, showing that it
was a Ministerial question, and that, however anxious
members opposit e might be to do what is just' and fair in
this case, we know now that the Ministerial whip is cracked
o*er them, and that cvery one of them is expected to do
his duty by voting for the amendmont moved by the right
hon. gentleman, no matter in what way should bé inter-
preted the Election Law which governs this case. Now,
some person is entitled to the seat. The law
supposes that every election return has been complete;
and it is complete in all cases except this one.
No one bas this seat, and certainly a number of the people
are unrepresented, and until they be represented there is
an absoluto injustice done to some person, and also to
the electers in question. Prima facie, the man who
has the greatest num ber of votes is the man entitled to be
elected, and there was duo notice given of this, as a mattor
of course, in the Election Act to every one who is a candi-
date. The returning officer, accord ing to law, bas a copy of
the Election Law placed in his bands by which to be guided
in7making his return. That return was not, however, made
accorling to the directi-n of the law, and, therefore, the
man who had the majority of votes is deprived of
bis seat. Now, hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored
to argue a great deal-and -wholly from the prem-
ises connected with Local- Legislation-as to whether
the resignation was regular or irregular, and whother
it was in time or out of lime; but that is a matter
for the courts to determine -it is not a matter for ui. We
have a plain duty beore us, and that duty is to seek the
man who bas received the greatest number of votes, as the
one, and the onlly one, who could be by law duly elected.
Any question of qualification might arise-and I have no
doubt that they will arise-if this case goes in the way the
hon. Ministers are apparently determined it shall go ; but if
the law remain as it is -or indeed whether the law remain
as it is, or not-if the present Parliament in power retain
their position, we are fairly warned by this case, that in the
future it shall be optional with a returning offleer to decide
in his own mind, whether I or any other member
on this side of this Houre, be, or is qualified
to bie, eleocted as a member of Parliament. Some five or six
men will go to the returnmng officer and say:' "We know
that A.B. Is a contractor with the Government, and that he
i not qualified to be a member." The returning officer, acting
gn t-is pecedent which is about to be set,will-if he la an-
extreme partisan, or a weak an subject to the infuence of
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the partisans around him-as a matter of course fdllow
thfi oxample, and will decide: "I will not return A.B.
bedanse ho is said by some parties to be a conti-acter."
Nowrthe right hon. gentlemen in his change of the Elee-
tion Iaw, last Session, took additional security fbr the par-
formance of such antics -as this by the election of returning
offreers, because ho took the power to appoint such
ni as be pleasel; and chose mon who have
conducted the elections, in miany places, in a most
extraordinary way, too mueh of what we anticipated
at the time that this Act was amended last year, bas taken
place in the irregularities which have characterized many
of the élections. Now, I appeal to every member of the
Honse ; I appeal to a higher law than even our Statute of
1874; I appeal to that Statute which provides that every just
and honest man will endeavor to and ought to endeavor to do
unte others ashe would that other-s would do unto him. I
ask, if there is a single member in this House, who looks at
this ëà:se dispassionately, and who knows that this Dr.
Rôbertson bad a large majority of votes, who will
sag, if lie was in bis place, ho would not take the
seat; or if his friend and brother opposite him
was in a similar position whether ho would vote
to deive him of bis seat in this fouse. We read in an
ancient Stätute-book, much more ancient than any of ours,
of the case of certain people who habitually set aside the
fundamental and moral laws, and we read that the Pharisees
ofJudea made the law of God ofnone effect by their traditions;
and so, Sir, we find the due successors of those Pharisees
to-day, instead of serving the law, setting akide the law of the
]and by these traditions, and this in a matter so deeply
affecting the rights of the people as this question does affect
them. Now, Sir, I think that I can appeal, with some
degree of confidence, to the inner consciousness of the
members of this House, the representatives of the people
iu it, as to who is right or wrong in this matter;
as to whiether the returning officer faiied or did not fail in
the discharge of bis duty, Lot them take tho Statute of
1874 and read it carefuily, and I am perfectly satisfied that
no inan will decide or can decide in any other way than
that this officer violated the law, refused to perform bis
duty, and failed to accomplish what the law required him to
do, placed in the position in which he was placed. I am
only astonished, very much astonished--

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Amazod!
Mr. MACKENZIE. Amazed. My hon. friend recalls a

word whieh, 1 believe, I have used very frequently, and if
he can imagine any word that can more strongly express
the feeling, I am quite willing ho should substitute it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Bewildered1 '
Mr. MACKENZIE. I am sure no one is botter qualified

to appreciate the position than the right hon. gentleman,
or understands more thoroughly than ho does, that ho is not
doing in the matter that justice to the candidate that he
would like to be'done to him if ho were in a similar posi-
tion; and that is after all the real test of what is right or
wrong in this world. If tbe hon. gentleman can point out
anything to me which justifies a different concluion, I shall
undoubtedly go with them in any motion which they may
propose that is consistent with the law of the land. But
the hon. gentleman makes a motion which is intended to
deprive a member of bis rights, which is intendod to set an
ev-fl example to returning offcers, which is intendedas a
public proclamation that-although the law is explicit and
mandatory as well as directory as to certain things being
done-if they do not do them their offence will be looked
upon as a venial one; and that if the candidate deprived of
his seat by such means only belongs to the mirority for
the time being, bon.-gentlemen opposite will give him ample
prfection. Thatis the implied intehtion of hon. gentlemen

opposite. Nothing else cau be deduced from their arguments

and statements than that this plan will be cariod out in
futute J, therefore, appeal Most anxiously to the House to
do what is right in this matter, to discard every considera-
tion but what is required to ascertain what constitutes a
precise observance of the law which we are required to
recognize, and what is a violation of the law which we are
required to condemn. On a former occasion, whon a case
of this sort w'as before the Houpe, I moved an amendeent
to the amendment. I shall do so again to-nighlt, if he
orders, under almost precisely similar circumitaàces to
bring back the division to the point of a strict and exprèbs
approval or disapproval of the course of the returning
officer. I am anxious to know if hon. gentlemen opposite
will really set aside all justice, will violate all law, and say
that they are resolved, in spite of every consideration which
can be mrentiond in connection with the law, to deprive a
man of the right he has attained under the law; or whether,
like bon. jnembers on this side, they will act fairly, honestly
and justly, in requiring returning officers to observe the
law at they.ought to observe it. I move in amendment to
the amendment:

That all the words after tbe word "That" he loeft out, and the fllow-
ing iuserted in lieu thereof:-" this House deems it proper in the matter
Of the return for the electoral district of lting's, in the Island of Prince
Edward, to act upon the law of Parliament, ae ýestablished in the-pre-
cedents of the old Parliament of Canada, and the Parliament of the
Dominion, an the Beauharnois, Kent, Oxford, Gasp4, Bagot, Esses, Len-
noxa nd Addingtonuand Muskoka cases, and the law passed by the Par-
liament of the Dominion of Canada in 1874, respecting Elections, which
enacts that the returning officer shall, at the place and hour appointed
by his proclamation, and after having received all the ballot boxes, pro-
ceed 'o open them in the presence or the election clerk, the candidates
or their representatives, if present; and of-at least two electors, if the
candidates or their representatives are not present, and to add together
the number of votes given for each candidate' from the tatements con-
tained in the several ballot boxes returned by the deputy returning
officers, and that the candidate who shall on the summing up of the
votes be found to have a majority of votes, shall be then declared
elected, and that the returning officer shall transmit bis return to the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, that the candidate Laving the largest
nuxnber cf votes hue been elected.

IlAlso in conformhuiy with these precedents andthis law, to assist its
jurisdiction, to maintain its privileges, and forthwith to redress the
violation of law and duty apparent on the papers which has been com-
mitted by the returning oflicer in not returninig as elected the candidate
having the greatest number of votes ; and this House declares that James
Edwin Robertson ahould have been returned as one of the members for
the said County of King'a by the said returning officer, såvibg aIl rights
of all persons to contest the election and return."

With the permission of the House, there is just one word
which I desire to say with reference to a matter mentioned
by the hon. member for Victorin, recalling incidents con-
nected w ith a meeting of the Privileges hnd Elections Com-
mittee in the Parlianment before the last, la regard to Mr.
Adglin's case. I heard the right hon. gentleman opposite
accuse my hon. friend for West Durham of shamming sick-
ness on that occasion. From tho position I held at that
time in the House, and in the Committee, I had the best
reasons to know that Do charge could be more unfair or
unjugt, and I would feel that I was not discharging1my duty,
man tornan, unless, after what passed, I bore my teàtirnöny
to that undoubted fact.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cannot well follow
the resolution, which is a very lengthy one, and which has
not been communicated to me. lt occurs to me, however,
to bo in substance the main motion. It seems to me it is
out of order.

Mr. ELAKE. We have had this question up several
times, and nothing is clearer than that when different
statements are made, and additonal observations introduced
i o an amendment, it is diffirent from the original motion.
This is very like the motion made in amendment to the
amendment in the West Peteborough case. We have had this
question raised time and again, and I think under your pre-
decessors, Sir, you will find that motions bearin less on
the origiial motion than this docs bave béon bel to be in
order.
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Mr. SPEAKER. In a case which the amendment and
the amendment to the amendment left out several recitals
that were in the original motion, Mr. Speaker Cockburn
ruled that the amendment to the amendment was in order.
le says:

; It proposes to the House a resolution which is substantially the same
as tbat involved in the original motion, but it omils considerable matter
of recital both of fact and law, and in that respect I think the pro-
position is one whioh the hon. member may propose as an amendment.
He may say very properly, as he does say, that he bas no desire to com-
mit the House to the recitals which form a part of the original motion.
I think the motion is, therefore, in order."

Thatdecision of Mr. Speaker Cockburn was given on the occa-
sion ofsubmittingthe resolutionsrespecting the BritishNorth
America Act, to which Sir George Cartier moved an amend-
ment, and Mr. Dorion moved an amendment to the amend-
ment, to which Mr. Harrison raised the objection. In the
Peterborough case, the report of which bas just been placed
in my hands, I find that Mr. Blake moved, in qffect, that
John Bertram having received a majority of votes over
William Claxton, ought to have been returned. The right
hon. Sir John A. Macdonald moved, in amendment, to refer
the question to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
Mr. Mackenzie moved, in amendment to the amendment :

" That the words: 'the return made by the returning officer of a mem-
ber to represent the West Riding ot the Oounty of Peterborough in this
House, and all the papers connected therewith, be referred to the Select
Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections, to be appointed in
pursnance of the Orders of this flouse, made on the 6th instant, with
instructions to proceed without delay, and report to this louse on the
proper and legal course to be adopted with regard to the said return, in
order that the rights of aIl parties concerned may be duly protected,'
be left out, and the words 'this House deems it proper, in the matter
of the return for West Peterborough, to act upon the precedents in the
Parliament of the Province of Canada in the Uxford case, the Kent case,
the Beauharnois case, the Bagot case, and the Lennox and Addington
case, and in conformity with t ese precedents, to assert its jurisdiction,
to maintain its privileges, and forthwith to redress the grievous and
flagrant violation of law and duty apparent on the papers-which has
been committed by returning the defeated as the successful candidate ;
and this House declares that John Bertram Esq., should have been
returned as member for West Peterborough and has aright to take his seat
saving all rights of aIl other persons to contest the election and re-
turne,' inserted instead thereof."

The question of order does not appear to have been taken
in this case. The amendment to the amendment, contain-
ing different recitals from what are contained in the origi-
nal motion, although the concluding portion seems to be
substantially the same, would, therefore, seem by these pre-
cedents to be in order.

Mr. WOODWORTH. There are two propositions before
the liOuse, Sir, or were a few moments ago,until the amend-
ment of the hon. member for East York was proposed.
These two propositions are submitted for the consideration
of a House composed, Sir, with yourself, of 211 members,
I think, nearly half of whom are new to this Parliament;
and how it would be possible for those new members, 1
being one of them, to undertake in the short time we have
had to go through the different cases, to read them, to
study them, to understand them, so that we could give an
intelligent vote on this subject, I am at a loss to know.
The hon. member who made the first motion asked this
House to seat a member from Prince Edward Island. The
first asked that the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery do attend
with thenecessary papersat the Table of thelHouse,which wasr
done. I do not think that the hon. member, at that moment,
knew exactly what those papers contained, but the moment
they were read, this House was seized of the facts contained
in those papers; and I was rather surprised to find that
the hon. member for West Huroni-like a lawyer who has
asked a question of a witness when he did not know exactly
the answer that would be given, or was, as it is called,
" fishing for evidence "-found that the papers were a little
too much for him, that they stated more than be expected,
and, therefore, he complained of their extent. In his firsts
motion he asked for the papers. After the papers came%

Mr. BLAKE.

down, he said: "There are other papers before Parliament
now-I think improperly before Parliament." But ho was
the hon. member who asked for these papers. We turn
back to the files of the 19th February, and find the follow-
ing motion made by the hon. member for West Huron:-

"That the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery do attend this House,
to-morrow, with the returns of the last Election for the Electoral
District of King's County, P.E.., together with the statements of the
several deputy returning officers, for the said Electoral District ; and
any documents used, or required at such election, or which may have
been transmitted to said returning officer, by such deputies.'

On that motion the papers were brought down. Then the
hon. roember said ho thought they were improperly before
the House. If they were, he was the means of bringing
them here. I do not think that the House can possibly go back
on the consideration of those papers. What do they state ?
They state, not that Mr. McDonald or Dr. Robertson is
entitled to the seat hore-they state that Dr. ]Robertson had
more votes than Mr. McDonald, but that Mr. McDonald was
a candidate against whom nothing had been said, while, on
the contrary, evidence had been adduced before the return-
ing officer of that county, sbowing that Dr. ]Robertson was
not qualified to take his seat. Now that we are seized of
these papers, how is it possible for us to give the seat to Dr.
Robertson ? If the returns had not shown what they have,
the motion of the hon. momber for West Huron, would pos-
sibly bave prevailed, but the House is possessed of all these
papers, and, in order to obtain an intelligent opinion on the
case, it is necessary-especially for the new members, of
whom I am one-that we should have some time to deliber-
ate; and in taking this time I do not see that any wrong is
done either to Dr. Robertson or to Mr. McDonald. It is a
very serions thing to deal with the seat of any hon. member.
Thore is no member more willing than I to give a vote
in favor of any contention which, I think, is borne out by
law and by fact. If we did what the hon. member for
Huron asks us to do, we would place Dr. Robertson in such
a position that he might well exclaim in the words of an-
other eminent gentleman: "Savé me from my friends." We
would place him in this position under the Act of 1873,
from which I quote:

" If any person who is made by this Act ineligible as a member of the
Bouse of Commons or incapable of sitting or voting therein, does, never-
theless, so sit or vote, he shall forfeit the sum of two thousand dollars
for every day lie sits or votes, and such sum may be recovered from him
by any person who will sue for the same, by action in any form allowed
by the law of procedure in the Province in which action is brought in
any court having jurisdiction."

The precoding clause says:
" If any member of the fouse of Commons sha lie elected and re-

turned to any Legislative Assembly, or shall be elected or appointed a
member of any Legislative Council, and accept the seat, his election as
a member of-the fouse of Commons "-

Now I will quote the Act of 1872. The first clause says:
" No person shall be eligible to, or lie capable of being nominated to

or voted for, or of being elected to or ot sitting or voting in the House
of Commons, who on the day of the nomination at any election to the
House of Commons, is a member of the Legislative Council or Assembly
of any Province in which, by law, members of the Senate or louse of
Commons are rendered incapable of being appointed to, or of sitting or
votig in the Legisiative Council or of being elected to, or of sitting or
voting lu the House cf &.sembly tlïreof-2'

The second clause is as follows:--
"If any such member of a Provincial Legislature shall, notwith-

standing his disqualification as in the preceding section mentioned,
receive a majority of votes at any such election, such majority of votes
shall lie thrown away, and it shalllie the duty of the returning offmcer
to retiirn the person having the next greatest number of votes, provided
he be otherwise eligible.

If that be law--
Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. The hon. member for West Durham

says "hear, hear," and so does his faithful friend behind him,
who made a very able speech, as an election speech, but
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not a very legal speech-the hon. member who got his sea
without any contestation whatever. I say if this be the law-
and I am not as wise as many of the hon. members opposit
-as has been said by the hon. member for West Simcoe, i
this be the law, shall not we, half of whom are neç
members, have time given us to consider? If this be th
Iaw, the votes given for Dr. Robertson may b
thrown away. It may turn out that Dr. Robertson i
entitled to the seat. No one would be more pleased at thi
than I, for I sympathize with small numbers, and I woul
not take away the slightest degree of comfort from the hon
members opposite. If they can feel any happier than they
look by getting another member, I would be the last man
to vote to take away that member. The hon. member fo:
Queen's, whbo is so happy in bis seat, and bas no trouble
and who, if repoit says truly, is the retained counsel of Dr
Robertson--

Mr. BLAKE. Order.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I do not say this as a stigma on

the bon. member. I only say it to show that the zeal ho ha
evinced in the matter of bis speech is the product of his
being so intimately related with the subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It was not a brief speech
at all.

Mr. WOODWORTII. The moment the hon. member for
Simcoe had departed in the slightest degree from the lega
argument ho so clearly and ably adduced here, we heard th
hon. member for West Huron make bis ironical "hear
hear," and exclaim, "You are an honest judge." The
moment the hon. member for Victoria made bis statemeni
of the case in his calm, lucid and most able manner, we
heard the same remark again. We hoard the remark that
he was prejudging the case; and I could not help noticing
the fact that an hon. member opposite, who made a very
good speech, was retained as counsel.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not call the hon. gentleman to order
because he should not mention it if it was true, but because
it was not truc, and the Rules of this fouse forbid, under
the most severe penalties, any member of the long robe
taking part in a discussion in which he has been retained as
counsel.

Mr. WOODWORTII. Lt would have been botter if, when
I had been called to order and interrupted, the explanation
had come from the hon. member himself. I think that
when the bon. member for West'Durham makes this bold
statement that it is not true, he should have given some
other proof than merely calling me to order. It would have
been much more in keeping with the deliberations of
this House and in accordance with the practice of Parlia-
ment for the hon. member affected by the statement to have
made the explanation. I am glad to see that my hon. triend
does not deny it. I stated it without the slightest ill-will,
notwithstanding the provocation from the other side. My
hon. friend from Queen's, who bas got rid of all the troubles
and trials of bis election campaign, quoted in bis eloquent
speech, from some remarks made by Mr. Gladstone in 1870,
I think on the O')onovan Rossa case. As that bas been so
ably handled by the hon. member for North Victoria, I
shall merely allude to it; but if he had quoted some other
part of what Mr . Gladstone said ho would have put himself
out of court altogether. Mr. Gladstone said further :

" The Law and precedents appicable to this case are, on every point
of substance, perfectly clear."
That is the reason Parliament dealt with that matter, but,
in every case in the Parliament of Great Britain whore there
is a doubt as to the law and the fact, is it sent to a Standing
Committee on Privileges and Elections such as we have bore ?
No, Sir, it is sent to a Select Committee, and the House

23

it goos to the trouble of appointing a Select Comrnittee te
- which te Bond those matters. 1 will aise quote from May's
oe "Parliameutary Practice," page 548, to show the haw on thia
if point:
w' IlWhenever aay question is raised alffetin g the seat of a member, andýe involvlng matteru of doubt, either in law or faet, it is customary to refer
le it to the conideration of a Oommittee."1
s F The v'ery words, almoiet of Mr. Gladstone. One bon. mom-
is ber quotos from the West Peterborough case. I do net know
d anything about that case, and I doubt if msany mombers bore
i. do. Yet, tley are caled upon te vote irnrediatoiy ou the
yr proposai of the hon. membor for West Huron, te put Dr.
a Robertson in bis seat bore, and if we did se, hoe would ho
,r hiable, possihiy, te a penalty of $2,000 a day for sitting bore.
, The amendment proposed by the hon. member for East
7.York (Mr. Mackenzie), is moreiy a rocapitulation, as I under.

stood it4 of statoments made on that sideo f the flouse-
perfoctiy true thoy may bo for augbt I know, but thoy do
net lead us te any conclusion. The difficulty we have te

n solve is this : tînt we do net know at this moment
-9 -tbough tbe hon. the Firat Minister and the bon. member
s for West Durhamn may know-but thc majority of

the membors hore do net know at this moment wbat are the
Sriglits of this matter. They do net want te do an injury te

Dr. Robertson or Mr. MeDonali, and tbcy want this matter
fuily investigated se that the rigît man may get the seat.

r I was rather surprised te bear the bon. mem ber fer East
J York state that ho lad nothing te do with the question of
ewhethor tho timo lad oxpired for petitien in this mattor.

fi e did net caro anything about that, ail ho wanted was te
9get a man named Robertson inte the flouse. I arn quite

s ure that if Dr. IRobertson got bis seat unfairly, and if ho
Dwais a fair man, le would net tlank the hon. member foi,
tEast York or any other membor for placing bim in a seat
5te which hie was net entitled. This is the first question of
rthe kind that bas cerne te my cegnizance during my Par-
liamentary experience, and I certainly would be vcry loth
on the first vote I gave in the Dominion Parhiament, te givo
one that might hereaffor ho feund centrary te right and te
justice and te law. The hon, gentleman quoted semething
in regard te the Pharisees when ho sat dewn. Weil, Sir,
we have ail been welh breught up, and bave ail learned
semet hing about the Plarisees. There was a time
wben bon. members opposite sat on this side of the
flouse, and they appoared as if thoy wanted a wbitewasbing,
and they geL iLteeo. But how unkind .-t would bo for any
member te apply te thern tbe remark that was made about
the Phariseeis, tînt tbeugh they appeared outwardly beauti-
fui, inwardly they were fuit of dead men'is boues and al
uncheanness. -Hew unkind tint weuid be, and yet tbey did
appear outwardiy beautif ni, until at last the voil was
removed, and the Committee ascortainod that while sitting
bore they were violating the laws3 of Parliament every
breath tbey drew. 0f course I shail net go into thoe que.
tations, because time weuld lait me, and iL would net ho
profitable te the flouse; but I reiterate again that this
m4ator shouhd ho taken eut of the regien of partisanship,
and when iL cernes before the Committee-if 1 arn on tIe
(Jemmitte, and I bolieve I am-I poiete give it my most
earnest attention, and te voe for dseig of the matter in
the direction îndicated by the law and tho facts, withou-t'
regard te whicl aide they may favor. In the meantime 1
shaît vote tint tbis maLter ho referred te tIe Cemrnittee on
Privileges and Elections, as las been snggosted by LIe Ion.
Premier on whom rests a great dent of responsibility, who
is an ohd Parhiamentarian and wbo bas the law of
Parliament ahmost at lis finger's ends. In the cas Mr.
Gladstone referrod te LIere was ne doubt; but in this case
LIe hon. Premier says thero is a douht. We ait know thero
la ; and I shah voe to t send it te a Committe., where
tbose doubts may ho cleared up and the matter properly
adjusted.
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Mr. FLEMING. I desire to make a few observations lis supporters might have an opportunity of looking into

on this important subject, and if I fail to maintain that thern;and yet, alter ail this delay, they core and tell the
proper judicial spirit in my remarks which characterized fluse they are unable to find precedents contrary to tho
the opening of the address of the hon. memaber for NorthVic eited by tle hon. member for West Huron, and in
toria,and which he maintained so successfully throughout, the amendaent to the amendment. They have not
it will be attributed to my want of the varied experience been able to flnd tlem, because there are no other prece-
which he bas had in Parliament and otherwise, and which h dents to find. They have not been able to find on record that
made so abundantly evident in the course of his address. the Parlianent of this country bas ever decidedquestions of
But although there may be a suspicion that the hon. mem- this kind ia any other way than that proposed by the hon.
ber far Victoria departed from a calm judicial consideration member for West Huron. We are about to depart,
of the case-although I have heard laymen in the House for the first tue, from the course which thoso precedents
assert that ie had, to some extent, in stating the facts, and declare Parliament las invariably followed, and tlat, too, at a
quoting so largely as he did from the Statutes of the pcriod in the history of the Dominion when a departure is
Island, prejudged the case which hon. gentlemen oppo- of tle very greatest importance-at a period when tle law
eite propose to send to the Committee on Privileges las been cbanged se that the nomination of thec returning
and Elections; yet I must say, in the absence of aRl judicial oficers is in tle hands of the Administration of the day-at
authority, for the course suggested by the supporters of the a pericd whcn the law bas been ebauged so that returning
amendment, there is judicial authority for the position of oficers no longer hold their appointments by reason of the
the hon. member. i have read of a case, il is truc it is the high positions they occupy in the public service, but as the
case of a foreign court, but with that respect which we neminees oftle Administration et tI day; and wc are about
ought to show for the judicial decisions of a friendly to make that departure, if tlicamendaent is adopted and thc
nation it is worthy of respcct. This must have been operating case transmitted te the Committee on Privieges and
upon the mind of the on. gentleman, and bis remarks seem Elections, unlcss tli liuse first declares clearly and
to have been founded upon it. The case was one specifically what it considers te be flicduty ef the
of a Dutch Justice in the Western States, who after having rcturning oficers; and there will thcn be estal-
considered the matter before him, said : "I will take three lished a precedent whidh will, 1 fear, when other elections
days to consider this case, but ultimately I will decide for be productive of fruits, the like of which we see ce
the plaintiff." I do not think it is necessary tbat i should round, ia several cases in the present liuse, and wc will
allude to the speech of the hon. gentleman who has just sec many more of them. Thc object of hon. members sup-
addressed the louse. I do not think, with all due defer- porting the motion and thc amendment te flic amendment
ence to his argument, that he added anything to what bad is that thc liuse should affirm, and affirm clcarly, that tlis
been already said, and said better by those who bad pre- liuse shah consist of members elccted by a majority of thc
ceded him. The opening argument which he addressed people and ne otlers; that ne members shah occupy scats
was one that had been repeated by others before, namely, by virtue ef any law or functions, wletber judicial or other-
that this House was seized of the papers which the return- wise, on the part ofreturning otlcers, except sud as arc con-
ing officer returned; and he quoted from ithe speech of the tained in the Statute. The hon member for Victoria (Mr.
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Cameron) and from the Cameron) bas sfated tlat the hon. mcmber for West Huron
Votes and Proceedings, to show that those papers were hero eccupies bis seat by virtue of thc judi&al functions
at his instance and upon bis motion, in order to show that cxercised by thc returning officer in that ceunty, because
the hon. member far West Huron was responsible for thele deferred Ic declaration unfil li got al
presence of the papers, and that they could not be ignored. thc retnrns in-because the refurning officer manifestly
But every lawyer knows, indeed I have found that laymen performed lis duty by waiting until ail the depufies
in this ouse know, that there may be papers returned in lad furnislid him with their brIlot boxes, and fhe
connection with a return here, as there may be in other proper papers ly which le could deelare wlo was cleefed;
court@, fIat cannet leread in cennection with thcreturis. because oe did that thae on. member for Victoria wityo o is
If the Ion. gentlemen wbe have addressed the lieuse judicial mind, whiuî lis speech se well exemplitlcd, dcclared
from fthce tler side attempted, in flic course of tlieir legal that flic returning officer was exercising judicial functions!1
practice at nisi prius, te, attach a paper which lad neWliythe adjourn for dinner would t hey carcising judi
connectionwithtflicord, and stating facts net within thc cial unctios ! To nadjourn fr any other ncessary purpose
record, if woulcl be excludcd as net pertinentfte tIc case; would have been exrcisi g jdicial function s! And there
juet aq, in regard tefliese papers, wîen fhe rbturning officer are, if ru mer speaks correctly, on. members in thisr leoe,
by the Statute is instructed te make a specific returu, cvcry. wh' do .ccupy ilcir seats by virtue to fi onjudcial or
thing oufside ef thaf is outside et thc record, and ail sud other funlions of returning officers-and there are in this
papers transmittcd are extraneous, and net -pertinent te thi ouse, if I arn corccwly informe, liaon. mem be wheo,
returu, and in thc proper sense are net before thelieuse at instead of being Wtes Hurosentatives ae tb county that
ail. But we lave flicIon, gentleman quoting ftom f Mr. they purprt here te reprsewt, arcfunctionaries et
Gldstone again-tie third finie fIe quotationlias beenfher functions et returning officers exercised in the lasf
made in thisflouse - andfhen pleading ignorance effflic election. Now, Sir, te prtvent the recurrence of su ha
question because lie lias nof lad fic te give if calta consid- state cf things as this, thIsfouse owes to itse f and terning
erat-ion, tlook into precedents and examine> cases. What, members occupying seats here, te declare tfat when an
I sliouldike te asklias thchon, gentleman been doing lien. memberp las secur fhe confidence of tha people, te
during these busy days et thc Session ? 1 do nef know whomlic las appealcd for confidence, that that bon. mcmr-
fIat Ion. members lave heen omployed te any great bershan lone, by the officers appointe by this liuse for
citent since flic 20fh Febi ary, when the papers in thaf purpose, duly returned according tervic plain dirc
thisvase wcre breuglf befere the flouse. I arnnet awarctienso e of tf Statute. iron, gentlemen opposite say, neo
that;ýgislative dutlies have borne seleavily on lion. mcm- precedents laveparisen under thI Election Actof 1874-tant
eas trender thorm unable fo give fat censideration tene tionof islInd tasarisenunderit. I saythatis a

this imnportant siibject which if demands, and which thcy cmmecntary uponfh perfestion of thElcdtion Lyw of 1874
fcmsolyo say it demauds. Tliese papers, as I have already as if existcd hefore it was cîangcd by hon gentlemen op-
said, were laid before tIchieue on 201 February. Their posite, and we find the effeet ofjeat change e ebe rs sat at th
consideration bas been adjourned tîrefinies at the instance very firt elect ion, afder thc change is made, w have mIs cae
of flic bon, leader of the tovern men te in order thale and j coming p in this Parliament, and we bavefti clethr cae th

Mr. WOODWORTH,
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which Ibave alluded, in which hon. mombers have either beer
refused their seats or have been improperly returned by th
judicial or questionable functions of returning officers. Bu
there is a precedent in point, a judicial docision by th
highest court of the country. In the newspapers ofthe 28Lt
of February, there was published the judgment of th(
Supreme Court of Canada, in the Queen's County eloctiou
case, in which it was stated by one of the Judges that th<
functions of returning officers were ministerial and no
judicial. Why, this House-although theofficial report haç
not been published-by the presence of the hon.member foi
that county-his corporal presonce in this House-bas
jadicial notice of that judgment; and that precedent is in
accordance with the plain wording of the Statute and with
the practice of Parliament in the past. All that is soughl
bore by the hon. gentleman's motion, and by the
amendment to the amendment is to affirm that principle,
so as to prevent the recurrence of a case of this kind again,
The hon. member for Simcoe in his very able argument-the
ablest by all odds that we have heard from that side of the
House-says, that the returning officer had grave doubts, and
that there were great doubts in his mind, whether if lie
should return a gentleman to this House, who was not
duly qualified, he was not liable to the penal clauses of the
Statute ; and the right hon. gentleman, the leader of the
House, recited these penal clauses, to show that the
returning officer had exercised a wise discretion in making
the return he did in this case; and at tho same time, these
hon. gentlemen are telling us, that the returning officer
would have done botter, if ho had returned )r. Rob..
ertson as having the majority of votes. We hoard
them saying that, in order to save himself from
the effect of the penal charges, ho was obliged
to make this return, while at the same time ho could have
made a better return, though in danger of suffering from the
penal clausos, if lie had done botter than ho has done.
That is the effect of their argument upon the question of the
penal clausos of the Statute. The hon. momber for Simcoe
puts, perhaps, the case in the strongest way in which it bas
come from that side of the House, when ho says that Parlia-
ment woild be acting improperly in declaring Dr. Robert-
son entitled to a seat to-day, when it might on the finding
of the Committee be obliged to declare, that ho was not en-
titled to the seat to-mDrrow. That is perbaps the strongest
argument which bas comne from that side ofthe louse, but it
doces not necessarily follow that Parliament would stultify
itself if it acted in that way. On the contrary, Isubmit that
Parliament would stultify itsolf, if it does not declare in the
most clear and emphatic manner that the duty of the return-
ing officer bas not been performed in this case. The returning
officer is an officer of this House. The returning officer has
failed to return the member whom the people of the County
of King's desired to sit bore as their representative; and if
the lInuse fails to correct the return and do what the return-
ing officer ought to have donc, thon this House is taking
upon itself a responsibility and is assuming to porpetuate
the wrong, and the responsibility of declaring that those peo-
ple must go unrepresented or be represented by somebody
not their choice. Now, Sir, there can ho no danger, thOre
cau be no inconvenience, there can result no pos-
sible wrong, if the House adopts the motion as
proposed to be amended by the amendment to the amend-
ment, although the hon member for Victoria bas
argued that if this House declares Dr. Robertson entitled
to the seat, it leaves the other candidate without remedy,
because the time bas elapsed in which ho could apply to
the Election Court; bat the hon.. gentleman answered him-
self when ho made that declaration in one breath, by
citing from Bushby to show that Parliament, although it
had passed a Statate providing an Election Court, had not
divested itself of the right to dckeç whether or no;t a

n member has a right to a seat. The rights of the Minority
e candidate are not taken away, athough the time hs elapsed.
t It is quite competent for any hon. member to rise in this
a House, even afier the adoption of the motion of the hon.
h member for Huron, and movo to refer the question of the
e qualification of Dr. Robertson to the Privileges and Elec-
i tions Committee, so that the remedy is not taken away.
e Al that is asked by the motion is that the fact should
t be emphasized that no returning officer shall take upon
s himsolf to elect mombers to this House-that no returning
r officer shall undertake.the duty of declaring that the choice of
s the people shal fnot be returned to this House--that no return-
a ing officer shall dare to evade the clear declaration of Parlia-
i ment and the country, or interfere in any way with the
t choice of electors. As a young member I have co:ne to

this House imbued with a deep sense of the dignity of Par-
liament. I have come here expecting that when hon.
members were sitting in their places, exercising judicial
functions as they are doing in this case, they would
approach the consideration of a question of this kind in the
same spirit, though perhaps not with thesame wisdom, that
the Judges of the other courts of the country woull do. I was,
therefore, disappointed when I heard the amendment moved
by the right hon. leader of the House, and I have been
greatly disappointed at the manner in which this question
bas been discussed by hon. members on the other side.
The question is one of such great importance that it is duo
to the security of every hon. member of this House that
some clear declaration should be made that returning
officers snall not interfere any further than the Statut)
gives them authority to do. Hon. members may be strong
here to-day, but ifreturningofficers are tobebthe electorsin
the future, as they have been during the last elections to
some extent, hon. members may find that their own seats
are not secure. They may be the choice of the people, but
the returning officers exercising those judicial functions,
which hon. members opposite say they have a right to
exercise, may prevent them from occupying the pusitions
to which the people have elected them.

Mr. AMYOT. I have listened with a great deal of atten-
tion te the arguments which have been advanced on both
sides of the louse, for, being a member of the Ujommitteo
on Privileges and Elections, I wams anxious to bocome ac-
quainted with the facts of the case, and to hear how my
colleagues understood the law. The bon. member for Eat
York says very correctly that in the Act of 1874, section 59,
are specifically stated the duties of returning officers, and
ho truly says that unless we flnd some other clause giving
additional powers to those officers, they are bound to follow
that clause. le is perfectly right in that. But if we find
that there is a special clause in which the returning
officer is bound to act in a certain way, if we find that
t)he returning officer in this case bas acted in that particular
way, I hope the hon. member for East York will ask
leave to withdraw his motion, and will say that the
returning officer has acted properly. I admit with all the
hon. membera who have spoken on the other side of the
House that generally speaking the returning officer has no
judicial authority. A man may be a contractor or a Judge,
he may b entirely disqualified, and the returning officer is
bound to accept his nomination, he is bound to count the
votes, and to declare elected the man who has a majority of
votes. But there is one case in which he is bound to do the
very reverse, and what is that case ? When a man who is a
member of the Local Legislature-who has been returned as
such, and whose return bas been published in the Oficial
Gazette-becomes a candidate at a Federal Election, the
returning officer is bound to accept the ballots; but if upon
opening the ballet boxes this candidate is found to have a
majority of votes, it becomes the duty of the returning of0er
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to return the person having the next highest number of
votes. The clause of the Statute is as follows:-

" Ifany such member of a Pi ovincial Legilature shall, notwithstand-
ing bis disqualification as in the preceding section mentioned, receive
a majority of votes at any such election, such majority of votes shall be
thrown away, and it shall be the duty of the returning officer to retarn
the person having the et greatest number of votes, provided hhe be
otherwisa eligîbla." (1872, ch. 10, s. 2.)

What is the position in this case ? We had a returning
offioer who knew the candidate-who knew that he was
the Local member, for ho himself djclared him returned
for the Local louse. Some say: Where is the proof that
he is the same man? We have the oath of the return-
ing officer himself. Lot us take the common sense of
the matter. We know that a bouse is a house, and that
a river is a river, and the returning officer knew that
Mr. Robertson was the member for the Local House and
he declared so. Furthermore ho gives us written evidence;
we have authentic certificates; and if the returning officer
of that constituency had not made the return he has
made-in fact he as not gone far enough, inasmuch
as ho did not declare that the candidate having the next
number of votes was duly elected-I say that if ho had not
made the return he has made he would have failed in his
duty, and ho might have been brought before this honorable
House for contempt of Parliament. I admit that there would
be the greatest possible danger in giving judicial authority,
generally speaking, to the returning officers. Govern-
ments may change; our enemies either on this side or on
the other may come in power, and thon hon. gentlemen
know what might happen. But the Legislature, in 1872,
thought fit to except such cases as the present. Did the
Legislature of that day foresee this election ? 1 am told that
very near me sits an hon. member in this House who had
to fight another Local member of that same Province ; and
what became of his bogus resignation when that Local
member was defeated? The resignation was thrown away,
and the Local member went on sitting in the Local House.
I do not care to enter into the morits of the case itself, but
I am speaking on the amendment, and I think it was an
election in which the returning officer was bound to accept
the nomination papers and to open the ballot boxes, but
upon being satisfied that the man having the majority of
votes came under section 2, chapter 15, of 35 Victoria, ho
was equally bound to declare that that man was not eligible,
and to return the person having the next highest number of
votes. Now, what does the motion ask ? It asks us to
declare Dr. Robertson elected, that the law of the
land is not to be observed, and that in spite of
the contempt of the law exhibited by Dr. Robertson, the
Statute shall not be vindicated in his particular case.
That is, it is asked to declare by a mere resolution of this
House that the Statute is not in force, but that we should
act under the old laws of Canada and according to prece-
dents. The old laws of Canada are no longer in force, when
contrary to the Federal ýStatutes. As .o precedente, they
are sometimes the science of ignorance; very often precedentsi
are cited when they only mean that the law has not been pro-
perlydecided. I say, when we have a law so clear as the one
I have quoted, we are bound to put aside the law of«
England and the precedents, and act according to our law.1
The motion, again, speaks of reserving rights. What'
rights? The law in force says that thirty days after thei
return is published in the Official Gazette, no petition can
be brought before the courts; and does the hon. member for1
Rat York believe that by a more resolution of the Housei
ho can change the law.? Suppose that to-morrow, if1
that motion was carried, a petition came before a Judge-1
what would he say? He would say that the Gazette, on1
the 29th of June last, contained a double return, and thati
there was no petition against it within the lawful time.
So Dr. Robertson would keep his seat in this flouse; we1

Mr. AMYOT.

would have sitting in this House a member who had
despised the law of the country, and who, according to the
law of the country, had not been elected. It seems to me
to be very clear that when such a question as this comes
before the Flouse, it is the duty of the House* to declare that
the law must be followed, or to send the case to the Com-
mittee to be enquired into. I am surprised that any mem-
bers of this Flouse should throw suspicion upon the
integrity and intelligence on the Committee on Privileges
and Elections. I find that the Committee includes six of
the leaders and the best menbers of the Opposition, and I
think that they ought to wait until that Committee brought
in its report before casting any doubt or suspicion upon the
other members of it. The Opposition may rest assured
that we shall go there as judges anxious to do our duty,
and not as partisans or attorneys ot parties. If they
are able to establish that the law is not as 1 stated, they wilt
carry their point; if not I suppose the members of this
honorable House will agree that the law should be followed.

Mr. AUGER. One of the arguments offered by those
hon. members who oppose the motion of the hon. member
for Huron is that the new members, especially the laymen,
do not know enough of the law, or have not got enough
judgment to decide this case, and therefore it must be sent
to a committee of lawyers. That seems to be the idea that
was stated by the hon. leader of the Government, and more
plainly stated by the hon. member for Victoria. I repel the
accusation that laymen do not understand the Election Law;
and I maintain that, as a general rule, laymen know more
about the Election Law than lawyers themselves. The reason
is this: Most lawyers who have had contests, trusting their
knowledge of the law, very often had agents; but most lay-
men, like myself, who had bardly a lawyor on my side, had
to take the law in thoir hands and interpret it for them-
selves. And, Sir, 1 found that law so plain that, when I first
looked at it, I thought somebody besides lawyers had some-
thing to do in making it. I am not a lawyer, nor the son
of a lawyer, but I believe I can claim to belong to that class
of men from whom the hon. member for West Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) will choose his third Commissioner. As a man
of common sense, I will just state wbat I think of the case ;
and I feel quite prepared to give my judgment here, without
waiting till the case bas been before the hon. gentleman
who bas just sat down, or the hon member for Victoria.
Sir, the case is'very plain to me. The discussion reminds
me of how a child, when reproved by his mother for wrong-
doing, will sometimes point away with his finger, and say:
" Ah, mother, look at that birdie !" That is what the hon.
gentlemen opposite have done. When we speak of the law
of 1874, they say: "Look at that birdie; look at England ;
look at the law of 1872, but do not look at our present law."
I think, Sir, it would be a dangerous precedent to pass the
motion of the right hon. leader of the Government. When
a law is so plain as our Election Law, and when we find men
in the highest stations here encouraging different views of
its meaning, what is the effect upon'the people ? They will
say that if the leaders of those who are expected to pat the
law in force are found helping those who refuse to obey the
law, they are tempted to do the same. Sir, if this honorable
House hesitates to do its duty, hesitates to rebuke this
returning officer, what will be the consequence ? By-and-
bye another returning officer will be induced to go a litile
further. I understand that at the last General Election the
hon. leader of the Government was elected for two counties-
Carleton and Lennox. Suppose that two days after the
election the returning officer for Lennox, having seen that
the hon. gentleman was elected for Carleton, had decided
that ho ought not to declare him elected, because ho would
be a member for another county, suppose the returning
officer for Carleton had done the same thing, the Govern-
ment would have been almost beheaded. Mr. SpeakerI
have read that law, I had to read it, I had no one to read
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it for me. I had to study it; and what did I find ? I found
that there were some preliminary stops to be attended to.
I found that after I was a candidate, no one could take the
election away from me except the electors of my county;
and as soon as I got the majority of the electors I was the
member for Shefford. The law is plain, it cann-t be
plainer. The question is: Was Dr. Robertson a candidate?
If ho was a candidate, then the law says ho was to be de-
clared elected. Was ho elected? No; tho returning officer
makes bis report, and says he has the majority of votes.
Well, I think the duty of this House is to do just what the
returning officer ought to have done, declared Dr. Robert-
son elected. Some hon. members opposite say: "But you are
going to put that man to the expense of $2,000 for every day
be sits here." They take a good deal of interest in that man
all at once. That is why I am prepared to vote now. AI-
though I am not a lawyer I think I understand the question
well enough to vote just as well now as after the case has
been in th hands of the last hon. gentleman who spoke, or
of the hon. member for Victoria.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The discussion has been confinel
to the lawyers of the House, with the exception of the two
hon. gentlemen opposite who have contributed that peculiar
quality to the debate, whicb, on high authority, is the spe-
cial attribute of non-professional gentlemen. 1 am em-
boldened, from the fact that they have discussed this
question, to offer a few remarks in relation to it. I am
whether not going to discuss at any length the question
a returning officer possesses judicial as well as minis-
terial functions under the Act of 1874. I am bound to say,
however, it is rather a remarkable faef, that, in one case at
any rate, that of the election of the hon. member who
brought this matter before the House, the returning officer
did exorcise a judicial as well as a ministerial function, and
that, had it not been for the exorcise of the former quality,
the hon. member in question would not have been here to
bring forward his motion. The hon. member for East
York insists on the literal reading of the Act of 1874. He
points to the 59th clause, which says:

"The returning officer at the place, day and hour appointed by bis
proclamation, and after having received all the ballot boxes,-shall pro-
ceed to open them, in the presence of the election clerk, the candidates
or their representatives, if present, and of at least two electors, if the
candidates or their representatives are not present to add together the
number of votes given for each candidate, from the statements contained
ix the several ballot boxes returned by the depuity returning officers."

According 0tothe literaircading of that clause, the returning
officer has to do Folely with the " statements" of the
deputy returning officers. If the returning officer, in the
case of the election of the hon. member for Huron, had fol-
lowed that rule, that hon. gentleman would not have been
here to bring this matter before us. It is quite true, that
the returning officer may, under certain circumstances, take
means to ascertain what has been the result of the voting,
but the 63rd clause declares the only cases in which ho can
take those means, and those are:

"In case the ballot boxes or any of them bave been destroyed, lost, or
for any ether reason are not forthcorning within the delay so fixe i" -

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Read on.
Mr. WH1TE. In the case referred to, the ballot boxes

were all there and the only things wanting were these par-
ticular statements of the deputy returning officers, from
which alone, according to the exact reading of the Statuto,
the returning officer had the power to make bis roturn. I
am glad to know the hon. momber for West Simcoe gave
advice in precise accordance with the opinion ho has ex-
pressed on the floor of this House. It is a matter ofsincere
congratulation to hon. members on this side and ought to
be also to hon. members opposite that, in the magnificent
speech which the hon. gentleman delivered bore, ho took
precisely the same ground that-although ho might be ac-

.cused of partisan feeling here-he took in advising an hon.
gentleman who is a political opponent and in a case when
the result of his advice wa to seat a political opponent in
this House. That is not the only case. It happens we have
a judicial decision on this very Act of 1874. Irefer-to the
South Renfrew eloction case which cameup before the Hon.
Chief Justice Wilson in 1874. Whattheon. Chief Justice
said is worth reading. The facts of the case, from reading
the judgment, were that the returning officer refused to re-
coive a nomination paper because, although there were
twenty-five names upon it, the paper being apparently quite
regular, it turned ont, according to representations made to
him, and into which ho exercised the judicial function of
enquiring, that one of the names was not on the votera
list, and therefore the returning officer assumed that tho
person in question had not the right to sign the nomination
paper. He consequently threw it aside and the matter was
brought before the courts under the protest. What wero
the statements made by the Hon. Chief Justice Wilson ut
that time. HIe said:

" The petitioners complain of the rejection of Mr. Bannerman's nomina-
tion papers. It is not said that Tierney's name was then upon the list, nor
is it contended so now : and it appears he was not on the assessment
roll of 1873 in respect of real property, but it is said there were the
names of twenty-five persons on the nomination papers as, and purport-
ing to be, the names of actual bonafide electors of the South Riding, and
twenty-four of them are so in fact, aud the twenty.fifth was honestly
believed to be so too. That it was a genuine paper, and not a sham
document, anl being so, although as a fact, Wm. Tierney was
not an elector, yet the paper being duly swon to according to the
Statute, the returning officer was bound to accept it and to act upon it
as a genuine truthful document. It is said be and the election clerk
raised and took objection, which was not apparent on the face of the
document, and that they discovered it by an examination of the voters'
list, and that such a proceeding was in effect a judicial investigation and
inquisition held without authority, and determined contrary to law. For
the respondent it is said that the returning officer is not wholly and
only a ministerial cffizer."

Recollect this decision is on the Act of 1874, which hon.
gentleman opposite cited as establishing the tact that the
returning officer is simply a ministerial officer.

" That lhe is necessarily, and in fact bas certain judicial functions to
perform ; that he is by section Il of the Act to decide on the number of
polling places to be appointed ; that he bas to grant a poli by section
24 if more candidates than can be returned are nominated in the manner
required by the Act ; and he is by section 23 to report any nomination
proposed or rejected for non-compliance with the requirements of the
Act ; and that in all cases when the objection to the candidate or voter,
or to the nomination paper is patent or notorious he may actjudicially;
and that he cannot receive a nomination paper with only twenty-four
names to it, for that would be the same as if he received it with less
than the number of twenty-five electors in tact upon it.

"-I am of opinion the returning officer is both a ministerial and judicial
officer. He bas not now, as formerly, to hold an inquisition into the
capacity or qualification of a candidate or voter ; but I feel assured if a
person appeared and was nominated, and such candidate were a woman
or a mere child"-

It is rather remarkable that the statements made by the
right hon. First Minister and sneered at by the hon. mem-
ber for East York, were almost precisely the words used by
the learned Chief Justice on that occasion:

" If such a candidate were a woman or a mere child, the returning
officer could deline to receive such a nomination, and in like manner he
can decline to receive th3 nomination of a Chief Justice or the Speaker
of the Senate."

Now the disqualification of a Chief Justice or a Speaker of
the Senate is procisely the same as the disqualification of a
member of a Local Legisiature. It must be admitted that
the returning officer could have rejected the nomination of
Dr. Robertson when that was presented to him, upon this
statement of the law as laid down by the learned
Chief Justice, that the duties of the returning officer
are judicial as well as ministerial, notwithstanding the
apparently plain words of the Statute of 1874.
But it ia said in this particular case that the retumning
officer did not reject the nomination of Dr. Robertson, that
he allowed that nomination to be made, that he permitted
the electors to vote upon if, and that it was only after the
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votes had been cast tliat the returning officer assumed th
judicial functions, which he might, according to the decision
of the Chief Justice, have assumed eight or ton days before.
Now, so far as the facts affect the interest of the electors-
and that is the important question with which we have to
deal-I take it that it makes very little difference so
far as they are concerned, whether within the two hours
between twelve and two o'clock it is discovered by the
returning officer that the candidate who is nominatel in
good faith, it may be by twenty-five electors, is not qualified
and at five minutes to two o'clock he declares that
candidate bas no right whatever to the nomination, and is
perforce compelled to declare the other gentleman elected.
Yet that i-3 the argument which hon. gentlemen opposite
would use if they accept the decision of the Chief Justice.
But what are the facts in the case ? It seems to me that if
the returning officer can exorcise judicial functions in
determining upon the regularity of the nomination of a
candidate, that ho must be permitted to exorcise those same
judicial functions if facts are brought to bis knowledge
afterwards which affect the qualification of the candidate
who goes to the polls. In this particular case
what do we find ? There is no doubt whatever that
Dr. Robertson was a member of ihe Local Legislature,
and the retuirning officer may or may rot have known
whether he had resigned. It is true that under the law of
Prince FdAward island, as we have had it read to us here, ho
could not resign within twenty-one days of the time of the
official announcement of Lis election in the Qficial Gazette.
Although, the returning officer may have bad personal and
judicial knowledge of the fact of the clection-becanse it
appears ho was himself the returning officer at that election
-it does not appear, nor is it certain, that ho could have
known anything whatever of the procise date upon which
that particular official declaration was made. le may have
known it or he may not have known it. If Le had not
known it, and if ho assumed that Dr. Robertson Lad re-
signed, thon in that case itis quite clear he cou ld have gone
on permitting the nomination, and having afterwards dis-
covered, from facts submitted to him, the true state of the
case, he declared that Dr. Robertson was not qualified
because he ocould not in fact resign bis position, within the
time roquired, as a member of the Local Legislature. We
know from the statements made here that Dr. Robertson
was not the only gentleman in Prince Edward Island who,
having been elected for the Local Legislature, undertook to
find a seat in this House. We know that in the case of Mr.
Perry, who ran for Prince County as the colleague of the
hon. gentleman who sits bebind hon. gentlemen here, we
know that in his case he ran for that county, and it is fairly
to be assumed that ho sent in his resignation in the same
way to two friends with the understanding that if he was
successful in bis contest for the flouse of Commons they
shouldc send it to the Lieutenant-Governor. Wé know as
a matter of fact that Mr. Perry was defeated, that bis re-
signation was not sent to the Lieutenant-Governor, and that
he is sitting still in the Local Legislature. I think
we may fairly infer, so far as any special sympathy is
due to Dr. Robertson, that his intention was precisely the
same as that of Mr. Perry, as ilustrated by bis subsequent
conduct. But what is the position in which we flud our-
selves to-day? Suppose that we pass the amendment of the
hon. nember for East York, ard that this gentleman is
permnittod to take his seat in this House, or to have authority
to take bis seat-what thon ? The time bas passed for
lodging an election petition before the courts. The hon.
member for Peel (Mr. Fleming) tells us that, notwithstand-
ing that Mr. McDonald will still Lave Lis rights, because
he can go before an Election Committee of this House-that
is to say, because he can go before the precise Election
Committee to whom it is proposed to submit this case now.
Well, suppose we admit him to the floor of this House, and

Mr. WHiTE (Cardwell).

e the moment he comes here some hon. member gets up and
n calls attention to the fact-as Las been done already in a

number of cases-thet there is a gentleman sitting in the
House who is disqualified to sit here, what is the course to
be taken ? A motion is immediatelv moved to refer
bis case to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. Then
we should have exactly the same course to pursue, tIe same

B enquiry to make, that it is now proposed to make by the
amendment of the hon. leader of the Government. But,
Sir, there is another view. Supposing Dr. Robertson,
realizing the fact that he is disqualified-and upon the
statenents that have been made that is not an unfair pre.
sumption - or believing, at any rate, that he is disqualitied,
declines to take his seat in this House ; suppose he
prefers to remain in the lobby, that he proposes to do what
an hon. gentleman did in this flouse in the last Session of
the Parliament, of 1874-78, that is to say, that he comes
hre to his desk in the morning and writes bis letters, and
the moment you take the Chair he leaves and goes into the
lobby knowing that he is disqualified, just as the hon.
member for Montreal West did, who was disqualified be-
cause he ad a contract, and when the people of Montreal
West were left unrepresented for the whole Session by the
connivance of hon. gentlemen opposite-suppose he did
that, then where are the rights of Mr. McDonald ? The
attention of this House cannot be called to the fact that any
one is sitting here improperly because he as not sitting
here. He choses simply to remain in the lobbies. He
keeps the county closed and the people unrepresented;
he prevents the possibility even of any member call-
ing attention to the fact that ho is in the House, and,
therefore, the case could not go before the Committee on
Privileges and Eleclions. As I have said, we have one
remarkable case in point. At the close of the Session of
1877, a number of gentlemen in this House were found to
have had eontracts with the Governinent. I dare say many
of them had them unwittingly. I am not going to raise a
question at all as to the propriety of their conduct; I am
dealing simply with the facs. I am quite certain that with
some of them the contracts were taken unwittingly on
their part; but it was found they Lad those contracts. Many
of them resigned their seats, went back to the electors, and
most of them were returned again. But the member for
Montreal West avoided all that, defied Parliament, defied
lis constituents and remained out of the House altogether
during that time, and we had as a result of that proceeding
that constituency unrepresented during an entire Session.
Now, in this particular case, that must necessarily be there-
sult, if Dr. Robertson, having been given the right to sit hero,
should take it into his head that he had better not run the
risk of a penalty of$2,0JO a day for sitting here, because that
is the result if disqualified. The hon. gentlemen opposite
speak as if there was a disposition in this flouse to decide
this question in the interests of one party or another.
That is not the motion before the House at this moment. The
motion before the House is simply this, that we shall refer
this question now, in order that Dr. Robertson may have
bis rights, to the Committee established by Parliament to en-
quire into every question affecting its dignity and privileges,
and the right of its members to sit here. That is the only ques-
tion before us. It is not whether we shall seat Dr. Robert-
son or Mr. McDonald, or whether we shall decide to have a
new election or what resuit may follow; it is simply that
we shall take now in advance that proceeding which hon.
gentlemen themselves have said we must take afterwards in
order that all the parties to this controversy may have
their rights. It may be convenient or it may not, to have
another election in King's for one political party or another,
I am not saying whether it will be or not. It may not be con-
venient for hon. gentlemen opposite,for we know that shortly
afterwards, at the local elections, Dr. iRobertson and his
friends were unsuccessful, and, therofore, it may not be in
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accordance with their views that there should be an eleo-
tien at this moment. If that is the case, the object, and the
only object of the resolution proposed by lon. gentlemen
opposite ,is simply to keep that seat closed, and to dis-
franchise the constituency. It seems to me that the fair and
hônest course to all parties in this case, to the constituency
seeking to be represented on the floor of this House, to the
hon. gentleman who says that being the only qualified
candidate he ought to be here, to the gentleman who,
although declared by some parties to be disqualified, had the
majority of votes, is te refer the matter to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections, where it may be thoroughly
and fully discussed and a decision arrived at. When
the report cornes from that Committee, then it will
be time for hon. gentlemen to say whether injus-
tice has been done to any of the parties ; but
until this has taken place the motion of the hon. gentleman
opposite is simply an attempt te drag a herring across the
trail, to excite the people's feelings without justification, by
representing the House as endeavoring te ref use a seat to a
gentleman wbo is entitled to it. As te the amendment te
the amendment, I do net think hon. gentlepien will gain
much by it. It may be that they may think they have
gained something by inducing a number of members to vote
or appear te vote against the plain proposition embodied
from the Statute; but after all, the sting is in the tail,
the declaration that Dr. Iobertson should be seated ;
strike that part out and there is nothing left except a
recital from the Statute, and, therefore, hon. members
are net called on te vote that what is said in the
Statute is said in the Statute, any more than they are called
on to declare that the earth revolves on its axis every
twenty-four hours. The point we are asked te vote for in
the amendment te the amendaient is that Dr. Robertson
should be seatcd, and by seating Dr. Robertson now we
will have te do ore or two thinga, either immediately refer
the matter to the Committee on Privileges and Elections
and have it di-cusscd and decided as te bis qualifications, or
give him the 1 ower te keep bis constituency without a
representalive at all and do gross injustice te all parties
connected with the case. For one, 1, as a layman, have ne
hesitation, looking at the matter apart from legal techni-
calities and simply from a common sense point of 'view, in
voting for the amendment of the right hon. the First
Minister.

Mr. DAVIES. As my naine bas been ientioned in
connection with the dispute between Dr. R ,bertson and
Mr. McDonald, I may perhaps claim the indulgence of the
House te say a word or two; and I will net repeat the
arguments I have attempted te lay before the House when I
first adressed it, inasmuch as they have been more ably
stated by the hon. member for East York and the hon.leader
of the Opposition. Beforereferring te the personal matter, I
desire te say a word in reply te the case which the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) las just quoted from the
Ontario reports. He bas quoted a decision by Chief Justice
Wilson, te the effect that a returning officer's duties are judi-
cial as well as ministerial. I think you, Mr. Speaker, will
bearme out in saying that when the hon. member for
West Huron presented the case, and was followed by several
hon. members on this side, we acknowledged the correctness
of the law as laid down by Judge Wilson; but the hon.
member for Cardwell has failed -te understand or lay befo; e
the House the plain and clear distinction which Judge
Wilsbn laid down in that decision. And that distinction is
this: that while the returningofficers'duties are ministerial
and judicial, they are judicial quoad the reception und rejec-
tion of the nomination papers ; but after he las exercised bis
judieial discretion and received the nomination papers and
pslaed the candidates before the peeple te receive their
vôtes, then his judicial duties end and lhis ministerial dutiés
begin. If the hon. gentleman will refer te the 23rd section

of the Election Act, he will see it is expressig laid down that
when a returning officer exercises the judicrainnftmtion *ith
which the law clothes him, in respect to the réception or re-
jection·of nomination papers, and this is the only judicial
ftnetion he bas, that in the event of rejocting a nomingtfon
paper he must return it to the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cry with his reasons; but when ho accepts the nomination
paper he admits thattlhe candidate is a fit and proper peison
to reccive the peoples suffrages, and the candidate has thWe
right to assume that those votes will have a proper and legal
effect; and that when the returning officer comes to sum up the
votes, le will do wbat the Act affirms ho must do, declare
the man with the majority of votes duly elected. But
the hon. member for Cardwell goes further and nsys, that if
Dr. Robertson is allowed to take his seat, ho might refrain
from doing so, and prevent the House from taking aetion
in the matter. Surely the hon. mem ber is not serions in
that proposition, he should know, and no doubt the legal
gentlemen on his side of the House can inform him, that the
louse has as much jurisdiction over meinbers who have

taken the oath before taking thoir seats as it bas after-
wards. If Dr. Robertson was declared by the House to have
been properly returned, and if ho had taken the oath he ias
just as amenable to its jurisdiction as if ho had taken bis
seat, and it never was disputed that the House had jurisdic-
tion and could exercise it if it chose. But the greatprinci-
ple really at stake is thut the returning officer has no ther
duties to perform than those which the Acts pointout; and
that the House must assert the rights of the electors and its
own privileges, by seating the candidate elected before it
refers the question of his eligibility or disqualification to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. There
are two questions involved in this debate, and we on this
side of the louse have a right to complain that the greater
question bas not been touched by hon. gentlemen opposite,
who have confined tbemelves to the minor question as to
whether Dr. Robertson or Mr. McDonald is the proper
person to represent King's County in this House. I submit
that it is a small question whether Dr. Robertson or Mr.
McDonald is the member, but I submit it is a vital question
affecting not only thom and the electors of King's County,
but every electoral district in the Dominion, whether the
voices of the electors must be given effect to, or whother they
can be reversed at the more whim of a roturning officer.
That is the question before the louse; and I submit, with
all deference and humility to bon. gentlemen opposite, that
they have directly evaded it. Now, I will put this to hon.
gentlemen who may entertain a doubt as te the proper course
to be taken. I had the honor to quote from a speech
delivered by the hon. the Prime Minister of England, as to
the rule to be adopted in these cases, and I have noticel
that every hon. gentleman-every legal gentleman, at least,
who bas followed on the other side-has endorsed the rule
laid down hy3Mr. Gladstone, as fair and reasonablo, and that
is this: that where there is no fair, reasonable, or honest doubt
as to the course to be taken, the flouse, Sir, should decide
immediately, in deference Io its own dignity, with-
out referring it to a Committee of Privileges at all.
Now I ask, has any legal gentleman on the other
side of the flouse in his place, taken the Statute in his
band and read the words of it, and said that there was a
reasonable or fair doubt as to their meaning. I submit that
they have not. I submit that even the right lon. gentleman
himself has net done so. If the speeches delivered on the
other side of the House are read. it will be shown that not in
one of them have the speakers expressed a doubt as to what
the Statute means ; not one of them bas ventured to express a
doubt as to what the real duty of tho returning officer ip,
although some ofthem have endeavored to gloss over bis
conduct, in this particular instance. What does the righthon.
gentleman himself say: that the general rule is clear, the
person having the majority of votes ought to be returnod,

183.



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 12,

but there may be exceptions. Very well, what are they? The
exceptions are the cases of a felon and of a woman. But is
Dr. Robertson within either of these exceptions ? No
other exception is given, and the general rule is plain. And
as to the instance which the right hon. gentleman gave of
a felon, I think that the member for South Durham effect-
ually answered it by quoting the cases of John Mitchel and
O'Donovan Rossa, who although felons, were both returned
to Parliament, and I venture to assert that if the returning
officers in either case had dared to refuse to roturn a duly
elected member although a felon, he would have received the
censure of the House of Commons who are very jealous of
their privileges. If I turn from the right hon. gentleman
to the gentleman who followed him, I find that this gentle-
man, my hon. colleague, opened by admitting that the
returning officer would have discharged his duty more
correctly if he had returned Dr. Robertson, and not
enquirel into his eligibility or otherwise. And we find
the hon. member for South Simcoe, 'whose speech has been
so much lauded in this House, stating I am not prepared to
state that it may not be so; namely that the returning officer
is simply a ministerial officer. There is not an hon. gentle-
man on that side of the House-of the legal profession at
least-who has ventured to say that there is the slightest
doubt as to the meaningof that Statute; and this being
so, I contend under the authority of Mr. Gladstone's
speech, which has been read bere, that this House has a
plain and distinct duty to perform, and that is, to call
the returning officer to account, and to insist on the votes
of the people having effect, by amending the return so as to
declare that Dr. Robertson should be the representative,
and to put him in his place in this louse. Then if
the question of eligibility, or of disqualification is
raised, that matter and all the papers pertaining
to it should be referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges, to calmly and cooly enquire into the whole
circumstances of the case. The hon. member for South
Simcoe instanced a case as in point, and I believe that this
was the only precedent cited by hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House; and a most unfortunate precedent it was.
What was it? He held in his hand the Journals of this

House for the year 1873, and he stated he had found a case
analogous to this, which happened in connection with the re.
presentation of Prince Edward Island. Mr. Perry, at that
time, sat for Prince County in this flouse, and was disqali-
fied-or it was alleged he was-but the distinction between
Mr. Perry's case and this, was this: the returning officer in
that case knew his duty, and discharged it, by returning
Mr. Perry to this House. Mr. Perry took his seat as a
member of this House ; and after he had done so, as the
member duly qualified, having taken the oath, he was pro-
soecuted for the penalties under the Statute, and then he
came in and petitioned the House to relieve him from the
penalties and to affirm that his resignation as a member of
the Local Legislature was within the tenor of the
Statute, and the House so affirmed ; so that the pro-
cedent quoted, instead of being in favor of a return-
ing officer daring to exercise a discretion, which the
law did not give him, is directly against the position of
hon. gentlemen opposite, showing that he must discharge
his duty by returning as elected the man who has the ma-
jority of votes. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to
weary the House, and I will only touch upon another
point. The hon. gentleman who represents King's,
I think, in Nova Scotia, made a speech this evening,
in which he referred to me-I do not think it was
necessary, however, to drag in this matter at all-as now
being the counsel of Dr. Robertson. Well, whother the
hon. gentleman was in order or not I am not a sufficient
Parliamentarian to say; but I can assure the House
that I am not now the counsel for Dr. Robertson; and as
many facts have been roferred to which are not strictly

Mr. DAvins.

within the record, I will recall to the House certain f4cts
i within my own knowledge. When Dr. Robertson was

deprived of hi seat, did he sit quietly by and attempt to
secure it by a majority, or part'san vote in this House.
No; but he went to the courts, and deposited 8 1,000 there
and filed a petition, and he did all that man could do, to
endeavor to serve his opponent with a copy of the petition.
But the latter evaded kervice, and when an application
was made to the court to extend the time to serve Mr.
McDonald, in order to leave to a tribunal not animated by
passion or prejudice, whether Dr. Robertson was disqualified
or not, Mr. McDonald employed counsel vigorously to
oppose any extension of tbe time, and thus succeeded in
evading service of tho petition. I was the counsel of Dr.
Robertson in that matter. It was disposed of by the court;
and I am not his counsel now. Hon. gentlemen opposite
may laugh and sneer. They may possibly think that I am
not as dispassionate, and as impartial, and as. judicial as
some of the hon. gentlemen who have made speeches on
the other side of the fHouse, but I claim, Mr. Speaker,
that in this matter, at any rate, I have not shown any unfair
prejudice-at least I do not think I have. At any rate, I
have done nothing that could justify hon. gentlemen oppo-
site in imputing to me any unfair partiality. My opinion
may be wrong. I do not claim infallibility; but I am honest
in the expression of my views, at all events. "But," says the
hon. member, and I believe he is a member of the
legal profession, too, "lit is truc that the returning
officer may not have the power to place these papers before
the House; but inasmuch as they are bore, we are bound
to treat them as if they were properly and legally here." I
would like to know whether my hon. friend would
stand up in any court of Christendom and adduce that
argument before a Judge. It is preposterous. Tho
question before the House is this: Had the returning officer
the right to send these papers here at all? In sending an
ex parte statement which may, or may not be truc, he as
entirely gone beyond his Province ; but the learned gentle-
man quietly assumes that it is within his right, and assumes
the correctness of all the alleged facts. He says that
they are before us and we must discuss them. There is tIhe
petition and there are the papers, and we must consider
them, whether they are bere legally and properly or not.
Such a petitio principii, I never heard before in my
life. But theb on. gentleman goes further, and discovers
an argument which was supported by the hon. gen-
tleman on my left-I 'do not know his electoral
district, but I believe it is Bellechasse-namely, that
the Act of 1872 was applicable to this case; an.d lie
endeavored to place it before hon. members, as
if this Act was binding on the sheriff, and could be en-
forcel in this country at the present time. Surely the hon.
member could not have looked into that Statute or known
that it was long since repealed. The Act of 1872 was
passel for the purpose of preventing in this Parliament dual
representation in thoso Provinces where dual representation
was probibited. It provided that if in these particular
Provinces, legislation prohibited a member of this House
from occupying a seat in the Local Legislature, the converse
position should be taken here; and then local members
should not be allowed to sit here. It went on to provide
that if a Local member attemnted to run, the sheriff should
treat his votes as a nullity. In 1873, however, an Act
was brought in which totally altered that, providing that
no member of any Local Assembly should be eligible to sit
in this House at al], effectually annulling and repealing the
Act of 1872-and lot me remind the House that when that
Act was passed, in 1872, Prince Edward Island was not a
part of the Dominion at all. In that'part of the Dominion
the Act of 1872 never was in force. After the passing of
the Act of 1874, there was not a shadow Of doubt as to
whether the Act remained in force. The Act of 18fA
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entirely remodela the law; it makes a new law-a neyý
guide for the returning officer. That is a fact which mus
be plain to everybody. I will not say any more.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ilear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES. I am glad I have succeeded by one sen

tence, at least, in ploasing hon. gentlemen opposite. ]
beg to remind them, however, that while this great consti
tutional question is being so ingeniously shirked, the
resolution of the leader of the Government is going
upon the records of the House as a precedent, whieh May
in the future operate against some of those who are now
cheering it so loudly. I beg to remind hon. gentlemen whc
come from the outlying districts of the Dominion, that
while public opinion, and the power and fear of the press
may prevent returning officers in the more central parts of
the Dominion from exceeding their proper functions, and
acting illegally, there is no such power or fear likely to be
exercised in these outlying Provinces;; and if you now
establish the precedent that the votes and the voice of
the people may l'e set aside by the whim or partisanshi:
of a returning officer you will reap in the future a rich
harvest of similar cases. It will not then be a question
whether a majority of the voters voted for one candidate or
the other but whether the voice of such majority is pleasing
to the returning officer. If it is, the return will be made
accordingly. If not, it will be reversed or nullified.

Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Mackenzie) negatived
on the following division:

YES
Mesieurs

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (St John),
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,.

asgalu,Catudal,
Chariton,
Cook,
Davies,
De St. Georges,
Fairbank,

Allison,
Amyot,
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Biliy,'
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Boldue,
Bosse,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness),
Cameronl(Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimnon,
Cochrane,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Courso,
Curran,

24

Fisher, McMullen,
Fleming, Mulock,
Forbes, Paterson (Brant),
Geoffrion, Pickard,
Gillmor, Platt,
Gunn, Ray,
Harley, Rinfret,
Innes, Robertson (Shelburne),
Irvine, Ross (Middlesex),
Jackson, Somerville (Brant),
Keefler, Somerville (Bruce),
King, Springer,
Kirk, Sutherland (Oxford),
Landerkin, Thompson,
Lister, Trow,
Livingstone, Watson,
McMillan (Huron), Weldon,
McCraney, Wheler,
MeIntyre, Wilson,
Mclsaac, Yeo.-60.

NaTS -
messieurs

FarroweMassue,
Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)Méthot,
Ferguson (Welland), Mitchell,
Fortin, Moffat,
Foster, Montp laisir,
Gagné, OBrien,
Gigault, Orton,
Girouard (Jac. Cartier), Paint,
Girouard (Kent), Pinsonneault,
Gordon, Pope,
Grandbois, Reid,
Guilbault, Richey,
Guillet, Riopel,
Hackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Haggart, Royal,
Hall, Rykert,
Hawkins, Scott,
Hay, Shakespeare,
Hesson, Small,
Hickey, Smyth,Hickey, iSproule,

HomerTarsé,
Hurteau, Taylor,
Ives, Tille,
Jamieson, Tupper,
Kilvert, Tyrwhitt,
Kinney, Valin,
Kranz, Vanasse,
Langevin, Wallace (Albert),
Lesage, Wallace (York),

I
t

Dlvl
Daoust,
Dawson,
Desaulniers,

Dejrdins,
Dicinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,
Dupont,

Macdonald (Sir John), White (Cardwell),
McDonald(Oape Breton) White (Hastings),
Mackintosh, White (Renfrew),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil), Wigle,
McCallum, Wiliams,
McOarthy, Wood (Brockville),
McDougald, Wood (Westmoreland),
McLelan, Woodworth,
M1cNeill, Wright.-1l8.

Amendment (Sir John A. Macdonald) agreed to, on the
same division reversed.

Main motion (Mr. Cameron, Huron), as amended, agreed
to on same division as the last.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourninent of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 10:55 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUESDAY, 13th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill (from the Sonate) was introduced,
and read the first time:-

Bill (No. 82) to amend the Act to incorporate the North.
Western Bank.-(Mr. Beaty.)

THE QUEDDY RIVER DRIVING AND BOOM
COMPANY.

Mr. MITCHELL, in moving that the petition of the
Queddy River Driving and Boom Company be now received
and referred to the Committee on Standing Orders, said: The
reason I make this motion is, that the Local Governments
of the different Provinces, more particularly the Province
of New Brunswick, in which this company exists, have,
ever since Confederation, and prior thereto, exercised the
right of granting charters for the booming of navigable
rivers. It was believed they had that right; they had
granted these charters before Confederation, and there are
fifty or sixty of these booming companies throughout tho
Province in that position. The first occasion on which
the right of the Local Legislatures to grant these charters
has ever been questioned, recently occurred, and the matter
is now before the Supreme Court. [t was discovered, from
the intimation given by the Judges during the argument,
that there is little doubt the decision of the court will be
adverse to the right of the Local Legislature to grant these
charters. The result will be that hundreds of millions of
feet of lumber, which will in a few weeks bc floated down
the rivers, will be at the mercy of any one who chooses,
from malicious or other motives, to go and cut those booms
away. It is for this reason that, late as it is, and although
it is beyond the limit set for the reception of these peti.
tions, it bas become necessary fbr these gentlemen to corne
to this House and ask it to consider the emergency that ha
arisen. I hope the House will have no hositation in receiv-
ing the petition on which a Private Bill may be founded.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I know there will
be a strong objection to this Bill. The very case
on which the hon. gentleman bases his request was before
the courts only last month, and no decision has yet been,
given upon it. This is only one of a number of cases in
New Brunswick that will be affected by the decision of the.
court. The members from New Brunswick who are most
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interested in this case, together waited upon the Govern-
ment, and asked them to take into consideration the condi-
tion of the boom companies in New Brunswick, in case the
decision of the court was against the legality of their char-
ters. This is the only case that bas been argued before the
courts. Parties were here at the time who were largely
interested in this boom eompany, and they expected that if
the decisions of the court were adverse to the right of the
Local Legislature to grant the charter, that this Govern-
ment would legalize the companies. I think that this Bill'
is very objectionable in itself, besides its being brought at a
very late hour; and that, under the circumstanco:, and the
matter having been brought to the notice of the Govern-
ment, I think it is a little premature, and a little unfair to
bring a Bill of this kind before the House, leaving the par-
ties who are deeply interested in it no chance to protect
themselves.

Mr. MITCHELL. What the hon. gentleman states is
quite true. Persons representing this boom interest did
come to Ottawa, and all the members of New Brunswick
were consulted about it. The unanimous opinion of the
members from New Brunswick who met in caucus on the
subject was, that a committee should wait on the Govern-
ment to suggest that some general measure should be in-
troduced in order to relieve publie claims which were likely.
to suffer by the charters being declared illegal. We know
that Governments are proverbially slow. We are not at all
sure the Government will take this matter up, although;
they have it en dalibéré. But these gentlemen have their
boom erected on a stream that opens very early, as it runs
into the Bay of Fundy-these southern streams open several
weeks before other streams-and unless some immediate
steps are taken to enable this company to protect the property
which is floating down into the river it will be lost. The
hon. gentleman says it is late in the Session; it is late accord-
ing to the Rules of the House, but the Rules are made for
the purpose of getting the business early before the House.
We know they are not cast-iron Rules, and we know that
the universal practice of this House has been that when-
ever a case of injustice or hardship can be shown to exist,
by no fanlt of the parties interested, this House las never
refused to consider that case on its merits. What are the
facto here ? These gentlemen say that before a publie Bill
is likely to be prepared and can bepresented, or in case the
Government decides not to go on with a general measure,
their property will probably b drifted away to sea, from
the fact that parties are in a position to go and eut away
their booms with impunity. There is no danger that
private rights will be interfered with, as ample op-
portunity will be allowed to protect those rights;
and besides the power of this Houpe will be called
into operation to prevent any injustice being done
then. It is true, as my hon. friend has stated that this
legislation is going on. But we do nt ask that this Bill
shall interfere with any pending cases. We propose to put
in the Bill that will be submitted to the House a saving
clause which will reserve all the rights of interested parties.
What we say, and what we have a right to ask this Houoe,
is, that as a crisis has arisen, and as this company's pro-
perty is threatened, this flouse should take the matter into
consideration, especially as it is probable that the dccision
of the court will be adverse to the legality of their character.
It would, therefore be the greatest folly to wait any
longer, in the hope that the decision of the court will be in
their favor. They come here asking this House to prevent
a great loss, and it will be quite open to my hon. friend and
the hon. gentleman who raised this question against the right
of the Local Legislatures, to come to the oliuse and show
in what way the Bill which we propose is going to injure
them, or to affect them u:njustly, and they will have
ample opportunity of protecting themselves. But we
think, in view of the emergency, that the matter should

Mr. BuarPz (St. John).

be éonsidered before the Committee, irrespective of the
fact us to whether the Government will take up the
question or not. This is a matter for which no one could
bc blame 1. Dozens of charters have been renewed
since Confederation. Not one has raised this question
before, and the whole publie have been taken by surprise.
These parties should be dealt with by the House in a gen-
erous and liberal spirit, at ail events as regards placing
their case before the Committee, with a view to having
their property, and not only their property, but also public
property, protected, because hundreds of millions of dollars
worth of property will, in al[ probability, be lost, if some
action be not taken in this regard.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not suppose there are hundreds of
millions of dollars worth of boom property coming down
the river, in which the company is interested; and the hon.
gentleman will find that the whole lumber exports in the Do-
minion do not quite pan out the figures hehas talked of. But
the position of the question requires much consideration. If
I rightly understand the matter, it is truc that, since Confed-
eration, a very large number of charters fbr boom corn
panies of navigable rivers have been granted by Local
Legislatures, not merely in New Brunswick, but also in
Nova Seotia. I remember to have passed under review, a
very considerable number of such charters, during the Lime
it was my duty to consider them-and, I believe also, a con-
siderable number in Ontario. The question, whether the
charters were within or without the power of the Local
Legislatures, seems not to have been raised in court until
the case of which the hon. gentleman speaks was brought
forward; but, if I am rightly informed, the decision at
which the court in New Brunswick arrived at last Decern-
ber, was adverse to the validity of the charters. There
was a decision of the court at that time, in favor of the
view that the Local Legislature had not the power
to issue such charters. The companics said they
would not corne to this House for a Private Bill, but prefer
to appeal to the Supreme Court in order to obtain a reversal
of that judgment. The hon. gentleman tells the House
that the case was argued the other day, and that the Judges
in the course of the argument indicated opinions which led
him to adopt the view that their judgment would, perhaps,
affirm the judgme-nt of the New Brunswick Court. The
hon. gentleman does not, of course, know what will be the
result ; the ways of Judges are past finding out, and pro-
bably their judgment may be different from their d'ia given
in the course of the discussion. The suppo.sition that the
judgment of the court below will be affirmed, ii not sufficient
ground for the House to allow, Ut this late hour of the Ses-
sion, the petition to bec presented. The hundreds of millions
of property of which the lion. gentlemanu speaks will not be
relieved by this Piivate Bill, bat only if Privato Bills are
passed in ail cases, or a general measure introduced. We
had not, thercfore better enlarge the question, but deai with
the present petition, which is one for a Private Bill to incor-
porate this particular eonpuy; and dealing with it in that
way, I feel that the circunstance that, in December lat, a
judgment was obtaired from the court in New Brunswick;
adverse to the charters, and that the company di1 not care
to come to Parliament earlier, because they hoped to reverse
it, dcs not furnish a sufficient reason for the Iouse grant-
ing leave to present this petition at this stage of the
Session.

Mr. M[TCHELL. I incant hundreds of-millions of feet
when I inadvertently stated hundreds of millions of dollars'
I am not sure that there are not hundreds of millions e'
dollars worth of such property throughout the Dominion f
but, in regard to New Brunswick, I am sure I am right in;
saying there are nany hiundreds of millions of feet coming
down the rivers there. I fail to see the force of the kon.
gentleman's objection; I think these people have a right to
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come here-it ie not very late in the Session yet-and ask
to have their claims coùsidered.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Rules of the House were,
no doubt, enacted for the purposo of protecting the rights of
individuals from being interfere.d with by legislation, with-
out sufficient notice having been given; and there can be no
doubt the hon. gentleman, in moving the motion, wishes,
for the time being, to dispense with the Rules of the House
so as to enable him te introduce a petition and Bill. I would
suggest that he should not press the matter, because a depu-
tation of gentlemen from New Brunswick has waited on
the hon. iMinister of Justice, and presented very fully and
clearly the circumstances under which the parties in whose
interest the hon. gentleman is moving, are placed; and I
may say to him that, while the Government would feel it a
very serious matter to undertake to legislate upon questions
of this kind without giving an opportunity to parties whose
interest might be affected, they are prepared to consider the
question of bringing in some legislation this Session to
relieve them for the p)resent, in this particular case, until
legislation can be had, and due notice given to all parties.
The Government have about arrived at that conclusion; this
case involves a very conidserable amount of property, and
the hon. the Minister of Justice and the Government are
considoring the matter with the view of obviating the diffi-
culties which my hon. friend is seeking to meet by legisla-
tion. I think, therefore, from what has recently taken
place, if the hon. gentleman will allow the matter to stand,
he will find, as regards this case, that it will be met by
legislation this Session.

Mr. MITÇIHELL. Under these circumstances, and after
the explanation of the hon. the Minister of Finance, I will
ask the permission of the House to withdraw the motion,
feeling assured that the necessary steps will be taken by
the Government to meet the case.

Motion withdrawn.

CONTROYERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the fouse that he had received
from the Hon. Mr. Justice Sicotte, one of the Judges selected
for the trial of Election Petitions, pursuant to the Dominion
Controverted elections' Act, 1874, his final judgment in the
matter cof tie Con troverted Election for the Electoral District
of Louville, and also for the Electoral District of St.
Hyacinthe, declaring the sitting members in each case to
have been duly clected.

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS LEGISLATION.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I told my hon. friend
opposite, last night, that I would go on to-day with the fol-
lowing resolution;-

That the following paragraph of His Excellency's Speech of the
opening of this Session, be read at the Table, that is to say :

"I am advised that the Judgment of the Lords of the Jndicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, delivered last June, on the sppeal of
Russell versis The Queen, goes to show, that in order to prevent the
unrestrained sale of intoxicsting liquors, and for that purpose to regu-
late the granting of shop, saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by
the Dominion Parliament will be neceqsary. Yaur earnest considera-
tion of this important subject ii desired."
And that on the said paragraph being read, it b-referred to a Select
Committee of seventeen members, with power to send for persons, papers
and records, and to report by Bill or ctherwise, and that the said Oom-
mitte3 be composed of Mesers. Blake, Ross (Middlesex), MeCarthy,
Cameron (North Victoria), Blanchet, Laurier. Desjardins, Ca nin,
Hall, Poster (King's County, New Bru'swick), Burpee (St. chn),
Richey, Robertson (Shelburne), Brecken, Ioyal, Baker (Victoria, B o.),
and the mover, and that the Rule as to limitation and selection of mem-
bers be suspended.

But I find, that owing to some inadvertence, the judgment, '
which was to be printed and distributed, bas not yet been
distributed. It will, howcver, be distributed to-morrow

morning, and I wifl, therefore, postpone this matter untit it
morning, and I wHll, therefore, postpone this matter until it
is in the hands of hon. gentlemen.

BANKS AND BANKING.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 46) further to amend an Act intituled: An Act
relating to Banks and Banking, and the several Acts
amending the same.

Mr. FAIRBANK. Mr, Speaker, on rising to address
the House for the first time, I beg to ask its kind indul-
gence while I make a few remarks on the important
question before us. I would have preferred, Mr. Speaker,
had necessity not required me to break my silence,
to defer my few remarks till I had become more
familiar with the political atmosphcre of this higher
latitude; but this measure is of that importance
to a large number of very wortby citizens of Canada,
that I cannot allow the opportunity to pass without
expressing my views on the subject before us; and
in doing so I must, of necessity, briefly allude to our
banking systemu. This system consists of large central
banks with numerous agencies acting under charters which
allow tbem, under certain restrictions, to issue inotes
payable on demand. Through thoir agencies they accumu-
late the surplus money of the country, and collect the
capital forming our great financial revenues ; which are as
important to the business life of the country, as are reser-
voirs of water to great cities. To the chartered banks we
must add a large number of institutions known as "private
ban ks." A work performed by banks, which does not
usuaily attract much attention, is the settlement of debts by
the use of instruments of credit. This 1s done to a very
great extent ; and probably not less than 95 per cent. of
our entire commercial transactions are carried on through
credits without the use of coin or bank notes. Mr. John
Thompson, one of the oldest American bankers, says:

"I feel confident that 95 per cent. of our business and the business of
Europe às done on paper tokens, cheques, drafts and letters of credit
which so long as confidence is good are a perfect substitute for money."

Comptroller Knox, of the United States Currency Depart-
ment, states that the transactions of the banks on June 30th
amounts Io $284,000,000, while the actual money employed
in gold, silver and paper currency ainounts to only 814,000,-
000; thus the business transactions of the banks were êMO
in those tokens of credit to $14 in cash. The experien"e in
England in this respect is very similar. Sir J. Lubbock
gives an account of a days transaction amounting to £23,000-
000 sterling, of which 94 per cent. and over was performed
by tokens on credit, and 5? per cent. in coin or bank:of
England notes. My object in alluding to these facts, Mr.
Speaker, will be more obvious further on. I do not reqaike
to allude to the effect of currency on the prices of eur péo-
ducts. We all know the effect which is instantly feit in
this connection when money is scarce. Now, whetiis done
hy the charteved banks in the cities, is performed, in the
eountry aud in tha villages, by private bankers; and into
this great number (f private banke, scattered throughout
tho eountry, in every village, and in many towns as well,
deposits find their way. These banks form the small
reservoirs, and take the place of the chartered banks, in the
larger places. Small deposits are placed in these smaller
matitutions, and those who do not care to expose themselves
to danger froin pickpDckets by carrying raonay on their per.
sons, or from burgiars by keoping it on theirpremises, place
it on deposit mi these banks, which pedorm a very important
duty throughout the country. It is very rare i4îdeed, Mr.
ipeaker, that the farmers find their wayinto the back parlor
of the chartered banks&, and tho necessitiOs of these people,
and the necessities of the country merahant for accommioda-
tion ane just as important te the exkeut li which theY
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exist, as are the necessities of the larger importers and
dealers in the cities. These banks have become a necessily,
and they are much more numerous, perhaps, than is generally
supposed. In my own county, I know there are twelve
which are performing good work in their respective
localities while within ithe whole county there are only three
branches of chartered banks. In Ontario, I know there
are over 150, and I think there are nearly 200 of these
private banking institutions; and I presume that throughout
the whole Dominion they are equally common. The clause
to which I wish particularly to refer, is section 8 of the Bill,
by which it is proposed to amend clause 10 of the old Act.
If that clause be amended, as is now proposed, it will read
as follows:

" After the first day of July, one thousand eight hundred and eighty,
any person, firm, or company, assuming or using the title of Bank,
Banking Company, Banking House, Banking Association, Banking
Institution, Banking Agency, or using any words in any designation by
1 m or them assumed, tending to imply that such person, firm, or Com-
pany is carrying on business or acting as a chartered bank, or is an
agent of any such bank without being authorized so to do by this Act,
or by the Act relating to banks and banking, or by some other Act in
force in that behalf, shall be guilty of a miisdemeanor.''

Now this clause, as am'ended, carries the restrictions
which have been imposed upon private banks for the pur-
pose of restraining them from the use of the simple term
bank to an extent which leaves the banker in great doubt
as to what designation be can assume. The reason assigned
for making this amendment is that depositors do not know
these areprivate institutions, that they may bave been
deceived and induced to deposit money in them, supposing
thern to have all the protection of the chartered banks.
I shallallude to that matter of protection further on ; but J
may say that we have heard of no complaints having
been brought before the Government that the people
have been deeeived in this matter. It will not, I think, be
alleged that these deposits have been an injury to the banks,
nor has it been claimed that they have been an injury to
the depositors; and it occurs to me that these are the two
classes who are chiefly interested in the question. It is
stated in this connection that the depositors have received
frorn them a higher interest than from other banks; but
I do not think it will be pretended that this has been a dis-
advantage to the depositors, if it be the case. For these
reasons it appears that the private banks of the country are
to be deprived of the name which bas been handed down to
them for two hundred years-the name which only properly
designates their business, for I know of none by which
their business can be correctly designated, except by one or
other of those which are prohibited by this Act or might
be interpretated to be forbidden by this Act. In depriving
them of the use of these designations, I consider that we
would be depriving them of actual property. Many of
these firms have, under these names, acquired what to
them is of value ; and if these names are worth money,
I think they may be called property, as they certainly
partake of the qualities of property. We are all very well
aware that very. considerable discussion has recently
been carried on, particularly in Ontario, in consequence
of the disallowance by this Government twice of an
Act passed by the Local Legislature-such disallowance
being based as alleged upon thetaking away property without
giving, not a consideration, but without giving an adequate
consideration for it. In this case it is proposed to take
away property from a class of people without giving them
any consideration whatever-not to take it from one class
of people and give it to another, but to take it away and
destroy it. I believe, although I am a layman, that I am
quoting perbaps pretty good law in this case; at all events,
tomy mind it is common sense, and I believe common sense is
the ultimate basis of law. I know of my own knowledge that
there are persons who would not part with the name their
banking business bears without a consideration of many

Mr. FPm=AZR,

thousands of dollars; but this Bill proposes to take away the
namefrom them, and produce this very greatinjury. I do not
know that it is consistent with Parliamentary rules to read
letters in the House; but I may state that I have received a
number ofcommunications upon this subject,from bankers, in
which they clearly point- out that they look upon the
measure in the light I have described. Indeed, it cannot bo
otherwise considered by bankers, than as casting a slur
upon them and their business; and if the basis upon which
the Bill is presumably founded is correct, they are open to
the charge of obtaining money under false pretences,
by assuming a rame to which they have no right. It
would almost seem that some have supposed that we
have a class of persons engaged in this business,
who are ashamed of it, that they wish to sail under
false colors; that they wish to appear, not as thenselves, but
as others. I believe this is a mistake. I believe that, as
a class, they are satisfied with their business, and would
sooner be considered as the captains and owners of their own
yachts than as second mates of another man's schooper. I
know that attention has been called to the recent failure of
a business institution of this kind ; but it lias not been
claimed that its name had anything todo with the failure,
or that the depositors were deceived. If reports are cor-
rect, the principal loser by that failure is a chartered bank,
and surely it is not claimed that that batik did not know
that it was dealing with a private institution. Certainlythe
bank was not deceived. It bas been stated that parties
make deposits in these institutions, supposing that thoy
have all the protection enjoyed by the chartered banks.
These chartered banks are sufficiently strong not to require to
rest upon any false pretension ; they are strong because
they are large, wealthy and well managed institutions;
and it will not be claimed that the Government bonds held
by these chartered banks afford any special security to
the depositors. The deposits in these banks are about
$108,000,000, and they hold about $1,000,000 ot Government
bonds. Surely it will not be claimed that the security of
the depositors rests upon that basis ? It is truc that they
hold a certain amount of Government notes-something
like $10,000,000. They also hold about $6,000,000 of specie
as a special cash security for their circulation. The char-
tered banks require no defence from me, nor from any mem-
ber of this 1Iouse; their position is well known; and it is
not necessary that the law should give the Canadian depos-
itor any special security beyond what they now possess. I
am not aware, Sir, in what manner these private institutions
have recently lost their chairacter. On the other side of the
water there are some private banking institutions pretty
well known in Canada. There is one known by the name
of Glen, Milils, Currie & Co., another by the name of Baring
Bros. & Co., and another by the name of Morton,
Rose & Co. I believe that, on the 30th of June last,
the hon. Finance Minister had deposited in these
institutions Canadian funds to the amount of over $1,000,000
-deposited with a class of men who, in Canada, would be
subject to the penalties of misdemeanor if thoy put the sign,
" banking house," over their door. A misdemeanor, I be-
lieve, is punishable, at the discretion of a Judge, by fine or
imprisonment. We are holding out great inducements to
immigration. It is possible that some of these large bank-
ing institutions may come to this country. Let us fancy
Baring Bros. being citizens of Canada, and using some
designation not strictly forbidden in this Bill, but which,
under the sweeping clause it contains, would render them
subject to the penalty for misdemeanor. Would it not be
possible for them, as our law is no respecter of persons, and
properly so, to find themselves in the back yard of a common
gaol breaking stones? But I submit that it is possible for
them, or any private Canadian banker, under the sweeping
clause of this Act, to be subjected to pun ishment of that kid.
I do not require to remind this House of the sensitiveness of
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money. I do not require to remind it, either, that the present
is a somewhat sensitive time in Canada in money matters.
We have purchased more than we have sold. We have
passed through a somewhat exciting time during the past
year. The older Provinces have been affected somewhat
seriously by the emigration to the new. Many, during the
process of being transplanted from the old to the new, have
ceased to be producers and have become consumers in the
meantime. Under any circumstances, it would be unwise
to unnecessarily attack the reputation of any important
business in the country; but for us to do so at the present
time would, I think, be specially unwise. I sincerely trust,
in view of the part in our business system performed by
this class of individuals, that the hon. Minister of Finance
will cntertain such amendments as will relieve the private
bankers from the embarrassment which would follow the
passing of the Bill as it now stands, and will leave them the
right to use a name which will designate thoir business, but
deceive no one, and will not subject them to the imputation
which, as a class, I believe they by no means nerit, and
which it is not to the interest of any one that they should
receive.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government can have
but one object in view in the introduction of a Bill of this
kind, that is: the promotion of the public interests. The
tenth section of the Banking Act of 1872, to which the
hon. member lias referred, provides that a certain teim
shall not be used which imply that an individual, or two
individuals styling themselves a banking company carry
on a bank. The hon. member says there are 150 or 200
private banking companies or bankers in Ontario alone.
That statemcnt has bcen made to me from other quarters,
and I think it is very likely the case. Now, thero can bo
no cbjection-on the contrary it is an advantage-that indi-
viduals who have capital should be willing to lend it; but
what the Government desire is, that no such individuals or
associations should adopt a name by which the public would
be led to suppose that they possessed corporate rights to
transact a banking business. I find, in a list of parties who
are transacting business as banking companies or banking
houses, which I hold in my hand, that there are in Ontario
only some thirty, including the branches of some of these,
that would cone within the provisions of this Bill.

Mr. MACKENZIE. What book is that ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is Rand, McNally & Co.'s

Banker's Directory and list of Bank Attorneys. I find init
the following firms, who come under the provisions of the
Bill : Acton Banking Company ; Faweett's Banking Office,
Alvinston ; Johnston Banking Company, Amherstburg ;
Fawcett's Banking Office, Arkona; Buck's Banking flouse,
Caledonia ; Dresden Banking Company, Dresden ; Duart
Banking Company, Duart; Elmira Banking Company;
Beattie's Banking House, Fergus; Johnston's Bank, God-
erich ; Scott's Banking House, Gorrie; N. Hayes' Loan and
Exchange Bank, Ingersoll ; Maher Banking Company, Lon-
don; Porteous Banking House,Mildmay; Millbrook Banking
Company, Millbrook ; Mitchell Banking Company, Mitchell;
Seott's Banking House, Oakville; Orono Banking Compary,
Orono ; Porteous Bank of Canada, Paisley; Elliott-Baker
Banking Company, Ridgetown; Farmer's Banking flouse,
Seaforth; Claris' Banking House, St. Thomas; Fawcett's
Banking House, Stratford; Pew's Banking House, Welland;
Essex County Banking fouse, Windsor ; Scott's Banking
House, Wingham; Faweett's Banking flouse, Wyoming.
For instance, there can be no objection to a company or an
individual doing business; but none of these compamies,
calling themselves companies are incorporated companie.q.
In many cases, they assume the name of banking com-
pany. If they assume the name of bankers, there can be
no objection, for every person can understand what a pri-
vate banker means; but the moment they assume the name

of company or banking house, say Smith'sor Jones' banking
bouse, the public are likely to be misled, and the Government
deem it their duty to require that a private banker shall
be known by sign as a private banker. . And as 170 of those
doing business in Ontario, have adopted terms that would
not bring themselves under the application of the existing
Act-for instance, two persons establish themselves a bank-
ing Company, the one prosident, the other cashier. It may
be said people are perfectly cognizant of the fact, that, when
they deposit money with such a company, they are not
depositing it with an incorporated or chartered company;
but if there is no benefit or advantage in the adoption of
the name of a banking company, why do those who have
adopted that name object to its being taken from them? As
the hon. member says, it is a valuable property, and if you
take it away without giving consideration, you deprive
them of their just right. If, however, they have adopted
a name or a title, from which it is to be inferred they are
an incorporated company-because whon they say corn-
pany, it is supposed thoy are incorporated under some
authority of a Local Legislature or of this Parliament-the
name is misloading in the character. I do not say that a
large portion of those induced to deposit money with those
companies, do not know perfectly well they are private
bankers. Still, it bas come to the knowledge of the Govern-
ment that there are individuals who have deposited
money with thoso bankers, who imagine, from their
having adopted the name of banking company, that they
are dealing with a company chartered by the Dominion
Parliament, and therefore have the security given to any
person depositing with a chartered company. This being
the case, I think Parlianent and ihie Governinent would be
responsible if they would allow a btato of things to exist,
under which individuals can come to us and say: you allow
parties to assume titles and names that lead us to believe
we are dealing with an incorporated company, having
all the protection given to us under tho charter of the
Dominion Parliament. If such companie4, not chartered,
assumes the name of private bankers, to which there is no
objection, individuals will understand they are not incor-
porated; that they are not a bank receiving authority from
Parliament, and giving to depositors the protection they
have with an incorporated company. A case has come to
our knowledgo in whieh parties represent that a bank bas
been in existence since 1871, whereas the terms of
the agreement show it bas only been in operation for a few
years. One of the parties is president; the other, cashier;
and they deal and give their obligations in the form of a
bank. Under these circumstances, while there can be no
objection to private bankers doing business as such, the
Goverument are of opinion that they should not bo perrmitted
to assume the name of a " bank," or "banking liouse." It
is not very pleasant to go into particular cases, but one or
two have transpired lately to confirm. this opinion. The hon.
gentleman has given no remonstrances to the Government
on this question. There have been iemonstrances, and
Parliament should deal with the evil in time-before
it reaches such a point that might, perhaps, cause most
serious consequences. If the hon. member considers
there is a value in the name of bauking company,
thero must be some reason foir it. If he or any
other gentleman lias assumed the name of banking
company, and by this Act should be deprived of it, and
objects to be deprîved of it, then there must be some value
in the name over and above that of' private banker.
What is that value ? it must be that people imagine that
in dealing with snch banking company they are dealing
with men in a different position from men calling them,
selves private bankers, otherwise there is no value in the
name. The declaration of the hon. gentleman shows there
must be some value in it, since ho charges the Government
with seeking to take away that value; therefore that
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value can only be in the a'.sumption of a name misleading
in its charter. The Government have no desire to inter-
fere with private bank rs when they do not a sume the
name of baaking company, implying Th -t they are itncor-
porated under an Act of Parliamemnt. The propositions now
before the louse do not change in any way the character
of banking institutions. At present the violation by a
bank of its Act leaves the Government no resource but to
repeal the charter. That would be a serious matter.
Therefore it was considered desirable, in cases where there
is violation of the powers given the banks, there should be a
money penalty imposed rather than a forfeiture of the
chai ter. This will he more effective, because while a bank
woRld say: " Parliarment vill not take away our charter, we
can go on violating it," a money penalty will have the
desired effect of preventing violations of the Act which soine-
times take place wi thout and sometimes with consideration
or premeditation. It is considered desirable that parties
should no longer continue the name of banking companies,
or banking house or take a local name-for instance the
Bank of Sarnia. I do not say sucb a namo bas been taken,
but merely quote it for the sake of illustration. In one case
a local name bas been taken and it could be impossible for
any person, not cognizant with the particulars, to know it
was not an incorpor ated bank. Under these circumstances the
Government thought it desirable that some provision should
be introduced to prevent tbe adoption of names by private
bankers calculated to mislead individuals depositing money
with them; perhaps because they receive one per cent. more
than they could get from the corporated banks and believing
they were dealing with an institution regularly incorpor-
ated, instead of with private individuals.

Mr. CASGRAIN. low will this affect foreign bankers
like Baring Bros. and others, whose bills of exchange come
to this country? If foreign banks do business in this coun-
try, though they may have no regular offices here, will they
also como under the operation of the law ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; if they establish a branch
here under the name of a banking company.

Mr CASGRAIN. But if they do not es'tablish any partica'
lar branch of business and still do an immense business in
this country, thon they would not fall under the operation
of the law ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; thon they are private
bankers.

Mr. BLAJKE. I am sorry that the hon. gentleman should
have failed to apprehend the argument of the hon. member
for Lambton (Mr. Fairbank) so entirely as ho did. The
hon. gentleman said that my hon. friend admitted, by say-
ing that various persons had acquired a valuable property
in this name; that they had acquired a property they were
not entitled to, because it was valuable only by reason of the
presumed deceit upon the publie involved in the name. The
hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken. He knows very, very
little of what a Finance Minister ought to know with rofe-
ence to the value in trade of names. He knows very little
of the ordinary course of mercantile concerns in these
matters, if he supposes that any name that is not much
used and under which a great business is done for a long
time, does not become of value. The name is of value, what-
ever it is. "High cock a' lorum," if you please,
" Mrs. Winslow's Soothing Syrup," "Radway's Ready
Relief," "Perry Davis' Painkiller," are all of value. An bon.
gentleman suggests "N. P." What would the hon. gentle-
mai not think that rame is worth ? It is a decei.ul
name, it does not represenzt the true csse, it is by no meansi
what it says, but be uses the name and ho deceives t6:
public with it. Now these are instances, and I hope
ho will introduce a clause into his Bill naking it a mis-
demv:muor for any person improperly to use the name

Sir LEUNARD TILLEY.

" National Policy." But I say this, that these persons
who have conducted business under the name of bank-
ing company instead of banking house, or any other
name which it is hereafter to be criminal to use in this
country-i say those who have conducted business under
these names have spread their reputation and made their
connections under these names, have made a property by
that use which is of tangible, appreciable value, of which
they are to be deprived if the Bill becomes law. The
ordinary experience of mankind tells us that, and the
country from which we draw much of our law on this sub-
ject, England, tells it to us also. It is a property so valuable
that its value is recognizel iin courts of justice which declare
it an infringement to use that name by others. It is a pro-
perty so valuable that it is salable, it is a subject of sale and
transfer in connection with the business. Therefore, my
hon. friend was perfectly correct in saying that property
had been acquired by mpans of the n'rie under which busi-
ness had been conducted without, in the slightest degree,
expJbsing himself to the imputation which the hon. Minister
flung at him that he was proving that it was a value dis-
honestly acquired. Dishonestly acquired ? Why, Sir, I
presume there were banks, banking institutions and bank-
ing houses before ever there was an incorporated bank in the
world at all. This name which the hon. gentleman is about to
appropriate, all connection with this name, all the adjec-
tives, all the collocations of words which approach to the
name of bank, were used by persons not incorporated before
ever there was an incorporated bank at all. The name
company, he says, indicates to you-what? He says it indi-
cates an incorporated company-it indicates a joint stock
company. Nothing of the kind. There is Jones & Co.,
Smith & Co., Everybody & Co. ; and when we deal with
companies, and are incorporating them, we speak of joint
stock companies ii our Acts, and we speak of incorporated
companmes; but it would be a monstrous thing for us to
assert, as a body of intelligent men supposed to be Corn-
petent to legislafe, that the word company was, in the com-
mon parlance of this Act, understood to be an incorporated
company. It is not so. Now, when we come to make new
crimes, Mr. Speaker, we ought to think about it a little.
We ought to understand what moral law is being invaded,
what great publie reason there is wby there should be a new
restriction on the liberties of the people of this country, and
enforced by telling them that they would expose themselves
to a fine and imprisonment as for a isdom anor, if they
do to-morrow what it is perfectly lawful for tbm to do to-
day. The hon. gentleman says that represen&.aons have
been made to him. Now, .there are three sets of persons
concerned in this matter: first, the private bankers, with
whom the hon. gentleman interferes; second, the depositors
of these private bankers; third, their rivals in trade, the
incorporated banks. I wonder bas he had any representa-
tions from the latter? fias there been any suggestion from
the incorporated banks, that the public interest requires that
nobody but incorporated banks shall use the names "banking
house," "banking institution," "banking association," or
anything of that description ? Ifrepresentations have come
from that quarter we can weigh them and value thei. They
are not to be received with disrespect. 'Ihey are to be
received with due attention, and they are to receive that
measure of consideration which is consistent w ith a recol-
lection of the fact that they are rivals in trade for deposits ;
that they would naturally like to prevent the private
bankers from using any name which would induce the
public to have conadeoce in them. Is there any complaint
f om the depositors ? I believe, thero is no failure that has
becomfle public or notorious of one of these banking com-
panies. A-t lerst we lave had no general and unanimous
complaint on the part of depositors, that has come to the
public at any rate, though the hon. gentleman says there
have been some complaints received by the Government. A
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public grievance must be the foundation of the proposal to
create a new crime, and I think we ought to got more infor-
mation before this Bill goes to a Committee, or is reported,
as to the nature and extent of the proved grievances to
which the hon. gentleman alludes. Criminal laws of all
laws ought to be precise and clear in their character, they
ought to be of that character that those who run may read,
so that it may not be difficult to know what is lawtul and
what exposes to penalties. But the hon. gentleman bas
asserted to be criminal the use of all the words he could
think of, all the words hereafter . to be criminal
that ho could think of, or using "any words in any
designation tending to imply that such person is
carrving on business as a chartered bank." And
the issue to be tried before a jury upon a criminal
proceeding is whether the man used words tending to imply
that he was carrying on business as a chartered bank. Why,
what a vagueness is here. Iow impossible it is to know
to what conclusion .a Judge and jury may come as to
whether these words tend to imply that. It would ho better,
if we are going to restrict the li berty of tbe subject by
making it criminal to use certain collocation of words, to
put them all down, set them down in black and white. The
hon. gentleman does not tell us what they are. When he
first moved his resolution ho said there was no objection to
using the word banker, but to-day ho says that if a man
uses the words " private banker " that will be all right.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. "Banker," without "private."
Mr. BLAKE. Now we have the hon. gentleman's judi-

cial decision, that wherever it does tend to imply that you
are acting as a chartered bank, if you say "banking coin-
pany," " banking bouse," or " banking institution," it
does not intend to imply that you are acting as a chartered
bank if you say " bankers." But I an not at all certain
that the other Judges, the real Judges and the real jury who
will try this case, would adopt the hon. gentleman's view.
I think ho had botter put in the saving clause providing that
notwithstanding his large statement at the end here, it
shall be lawful for them still to caul themselves "bankers."
For my part, I think it is a great pity that we should not
allow people to call themselves what they are. As ho well
knows, the legitimate old-fashioned name for this business
is the banking business, as the business of banking was
conducted by private individuals before ever there were in-
corporated conpanies; and they carried on the business to
an cnormous extent without incorporation. I think it is a
great pity that unless upon a case of proved necessity, of
proved mischief, we should mako it criminal for men to use
nanes which aptly express the lawful business thoy are
cariying on under the laws of their country.

Mir. CASEY. It does seem, indeed, strange that the hon.
the Mini-ter of Finance should not comprehend why that
class of men known as private bankers should wiLh to-1
themselves by the name of "bankers." Would ho be aùui
to understand why men who deai in groceries should like to
be designated grocers; men dealing in iron, hardware mer-
chants; and those dealing in dry goods, dry goods mer-
chant.? If the hon. Minister can conceive why those
dealers wish to be allowed to use the name describing the
business, he surely can understand why mon possessirg
capital ard dealing in bills of exchange and doing banking
business, should be allowed to use the only word which
describes iheir businese. Surely it would be an outrage on
mon engaged in every branch of trade if they were not
allowed to use the only name by which the general publie
know that business. Of course it may b that thle hon.
Minister intends to change the nature of the English
language, .and to say that a word which has
hitherto meant banks of all kinds, whether incorpirated
or private, shall horeafter be known as applying only to
incorporated banks; but it will take some time to get the

public accustomed to such a change in the English language,
by which this word " banks," which bas hitherto had a
general signification, should, for the future, be used in only
a narrow sense. To any ono who knows anything of
the business of private banks and the class of people who
deposit money in thom, and deal with them, it is absurd to
say that the depositors and their customers imagine they
are chartered banks, simply because they catl themselves
banlkers. Private bankers have probably not great wealth
but some capital, and establish themselves in their native
town, and are known personally to all the country round.
Every one knows that John Joues or William Robertson, as
as the case may bo, is himself the banker, and is not the
agent of a chartered bank, and it is because ho is thus per-
sonally known, respected, and trusted by the people of the
immediate neighborhood, that ho is able to obtain de-
posits and do business with his customers. It is simply
absurd to imagtiue that any ordinary farmer, or man of
intelligence, doing business with such a banker in a country
town, imauines ho is the agent of the Moatroal, imperial, or
\olson's Bank, for he is known as John Smith; and it is
because they think ho i- an honest man, and responsible for
the money doposited, they do business with him. I agree
with the two hon. members who have preceded Ime that this
Bill must do marked injustice to private bankers, more
especially as the bon. leader of the Opposition bas pointed
out that clause 8 is so extremely vague that a man can-
not know what term ho nay use to descr'ibe himself. If
the use of the words thorcin enunorated is thought to be
sacrilegions, it right, perhaps, cover the wholo ground if
it provided that the word "private " should ho prefixed to ail
terns used in describing ,private banking institutions. But
apart fromi the injury to private banks this Bill will work,
and I thintk is i tended to work,i t will also work injury to
depositors and those who deal with private banks. There is
practically no object to be sorvecd by this Bill, unless it is
intended to rest riet Lth business of private banks. It is
evidently iutended to restriet their usefulness, and
it is only by lessening their business that the special
risk to deposit ors is to e 3decreased; in other words it i 8to
lessen the amunt of banking accommo lation available to the
peopleof' the coilmtry, for the hon. Minister must remember
th atto the vaÂt ns- of the rural population the ordinary bank.
ing accommniodation is not availableand if they are notallowed
private b inks they wilil b without banking facilities, as
they cannot go to large towns to do thoir banking buiiness.
if the naie of the ccupation is taken away with a view to
making the occut in discreditablo, it will surely deter
many persons willing t enter into that class of 'winess,
and il will therehv lessen the amount of a commodation,
especially to the rural part of the population. How groat
that accommodation is, thousands of farmers and small
dealers saatterod through the ceuntry know btter, perhaps,
than t:x l h. 0he Finance Minister, who doubtless bas nover
been compelled to deal with such institutions. The representa-
tions made to the hrn. gentleman in ail probability,wore mado
by rivais of thse men in business. This clause bears on
its face the appearance of laving been suggested by the
chartered banks themiselves, jaJosu of the amount of busi-
ness drawn away froma them lby private bankers, and
anxious to discreit that bsiness ad increase their own
by rendering the bu.snes of private bankers discredit-
ablo in name. If the hor. in:cMinistor had shown
hinmself, during his t.rim of officQ, cn-i>toitly opposed to
the creation of monopolies of any kind, there would not
be much ground for insinuati e, of this kind ; but since ho
has not showni himusof a deternined fo et monopolies,
oither manufacturing or otherwise, it is possib!e that his
juigment has been misled by representations made on behalf
of chartered banks which wish to become, what ut present
they are not, the full cont rollers of the monopoly 4f
banking in all parts of the Dominion. Whether that be
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the case or not, it is clear to the common sense o
members of the House that the Bill tends to have thai
effect, that whether it is intended to create a monopoly or
not, it will have that eflect; a monopoly, not only unjust to
the parties who have transacted this business heretofore,
but those who deait with them. For these reasons I hope
the hon. Minister will see his way either to strike out the
clause, or modify it so as to make it clear what designations
they must assume.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon, leader of the Op.
position, in endeavoring to establish lis point said that
there is something in a name that is of value and that no
doubt the Minister of Finance values the National Policy,
sham as it is, and deceitfulas it is to the public. We do not
value the National Policy simply because it is called the
National Poliey, except as it represents a policy that is not
a sham, but which the people of the country have endorsed.
I do not think the hon. gentleman was very happy in his
illustra~. We might retort and say that the men
who are advocating a one-sided Free Trade, and call
themselves free-traders, are shams, and we might
say that, I think, with some truth. But, I think
this is apart from the question. The hon. member who1
has just taken bis seat, would endeavor to make
the House believe that we desired to prevent private bank-
ing. We do nothing of the kind, nothing of the kind
whatsoever. There is no desire wbatever on the part of the
Government by this law, or by anyAct we might introduce,
to prevent private banking; but we simply wish, that those
who are engaged in private banking, shall accept the name
of bankers, and not assume to act as banking houses and
banking companies. The hon. the leader of the Opposition,
there is no doubt, was making a very strong point
when he said that we should bo careful when we are creat-
ing new offences; but this is not a new offence. I will now
read a section of the Banking Act, which provides that
after the 1st day of July, 1880, any person, firm or com.
pany assuming or using the titie of bank, without being
authorized so to do by this Act, or by any Act relating to
banks and banking, or by some other Act in force in that
behalf, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor." That is the Act
at present.

Mr. BLAKE. But we are creating a new offence.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. We simply provide that

persons shall only assume the title of banker, because cer-
tain parties have attached to it banking company, or
banking association. Out of all the private banks, perhaps,
only one company comes exactly within the provisions of
this section; and because it has been evaded by bankers-
through terms misleading in their character, and calculated
to lead the public to suppose that they are dealing with char-
tered banks - we make these provisions in order to bring
these offenders within the original intention of the section I
have read. We are not making any new offence.

Mr. BLAKE. No, no.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hou. gentleman shakes

his head; but the offence already existed.
Mr. BLAKE. Certainly, at the time that section was

proposed it contained similar words, or some of them, to
those now proposed, but they were struck eout, because the
louse was not disposed to so limit the Act.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think that the hon. gentle-
man is mistaken on that point.

Mr. BLAKE. I remember it very well.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no desire, whatover,

to prevent any person engaging in private banking; but
we wish that the public shall know exactly the character of
the bank, or banker, with whom they are doing business.
With reference to communications made to the Government

Mr. 0AmT.
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f I only recollect-and that indirectly-receiving one from
t banking companies. It has been insinuated that the bank-
r ing institutions of the country have been communicating with

the Government,because they are competitors of the private
, banks; but i only recollect one case, and it was merely in-
3 directly, and casually referred to, owing to the fact of certain
3 parties having violated certain conditions ofthe BankingAct.
î Under these circumstance, I can sec no reason why-as the

spirit of the Act as contained in the section which I have
read bas been evaded by the use of other terms-we should
not say it sbould not be evaded by the addition of banking
company or banking louse, as was originally intended;
but if there is any question about the term employed
being indefinite, or there be any objection of that
kind, I am prepared to make it as definite as pos-
sible. There may ho something in the remark of the
hon. member as to the words added here, making it
indefinite, with respect to parties guilty of such violation of
the provisions of the Act. I have ne .objection to look inio
this matter and see, because my object is to make the Act
definite, and in this respect should not be open to any doubt
or question. In every other provision, I think that the Bill
is warranted, and I think that it should be sustained by the
House.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentleman lay on the
Table the documents in which representations wero made to
him on this subject.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No, Mr. Speaker, I cannot do
so. I would be very sorry to do it. These are private com-
munications, and the parties who sent them would not like
to have their names and the names of the parties referred
to, brought before the House.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It scems to me that this is extra-
ordinary legisiation, avowedly based on representatiois
made to the House by petition; but no petition las been
presented to the House asking for this arbitrary and tyran-
nical legislation. If the hon. gentleman has had, as a
member of the Government, communications made hin
wlich lead him to make this new provision in the banking
law, I am prepared, for my part, to give due weight to thoso
considerations, if they are placed before me; but i am
asked to vote in the dark, and am told that representations
exist, but I Vnust not see them. As a member of Parlia-
ment, I am asked to legislate on a subject, in the absenco
Of the inormation upon which tho Bill is avowedly based.
Now, I am not willing to be placed in that position, for ne.
1 think that the lon gentleman should not enforce his law,
except by making it criminal to have no right to prevent
any one taking any appellation ho chooses; but by making
it a misdemeanor to assume a particular name the hon.
gentleman obtains his object, which could not be socured by
any civil procedure.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is the law at the present
time.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Even if it is the law at present, this
is an extension of wrong law ; and i do not think we should
be told, when we object to anything, that something of the
kind bas been done hitherto. We have been, hitherto, in this
House, oflate years, compelled to review pastlegislation, and
prevent further legislation being based on the same grounds.
That will occur constantly. Now, I know something of the
operations of these private banks. I am bound to say that, so
far as I know, they are conducted with very great regularity.
Very few of them have given the public any cause for,
offence; and if there is any general ground-as I have said
already-upon which this clause is based for an extension
of the system, I do think that we ought to have it in some
shape before us. The hon. gentleman-if ho finds it impolitic
to present the names of the individuals-might lot us have
the representation without the names. That can be doue



COMMONX DEBATES,
at all events; but to ask us to legislate on this subject,
avowedly on representations made, and not to allow us to see
those representations, is certainly not paying any very great
respect to the members of this House.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not see
that the hon. member is warranted in making that state-
ment, because, no matter what the correspondence is,
or whether there is any correspondence or not, or however
voluminotis it may be-as far as that is concerned-we
simply point out that the declaration or assumption of
certain names, brings parties offending within the pro-
visions of this section; and this and the grounds for doing
so, have been distinctly stated. As to laying these com-
munications before the House, I would be very sorry to do so
for these are private communications, which have been sent
to the Government, or to myself as the Minister of Finance,
and we are not called upon to lay them before the House.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I do not wish to prolong the
discussion, but I cannot allow this Bill to go through the
second reading without entering, at least, a mild protest
against the meddlesome character of the legislation proposed
regarding private banks. We have, as has been already
stated, about 200 private banks in the Province of Ontario.1
They do a very large business; they employ a very large1
amount of capital; they contribute to the convenience and1
the business facilities of a great many people; and yet,j
without any evidence in possession of the louse that thesei
men are unworthy of the position which they occupy, theyi
are going to be deprived of their identity-of their businessi
identity, or of their individuality as business men in the1
community-and are to be subject to fines and penalties ifi
they do thus, and so-the direction of a large amount of1
capital being thus necessarily interfered with. Now, I
think that when there are no remonstrances in the posses-1
eion of the louse, that when the information held by thei
Minister is ofsuch a confidential character, that it cannot be1
disclosed, and when we do not find in the public prints, ori
anywhere else, that has reached me, any evidence that these1
men are unworthy of the names which they bear, of their(
standing and the titles by which they have been designated,1
when we have no information of that kind, I cannot under-1
stand why the Minister of Finance should, at this stage,i
interfere with them or with their business identity. It is,1
te say the least of it, a species of meddlesomeness on his part,i
which I think the country could very well afford to dispenset
with at present. This Bill should also be opposed, because,2
as it appears to me, it makes a reflection on thei
standing of these men. Does the hon. gentleman meani
to say that all these private bankers-some of themè
having several hundreds of thousands of dollars perhapsi
of capital invested in their operations-are carrying on1
their business fraudulently and have established a businessa
reputation under the cover at least, or under the pre-d
tence, of doing business as chartered banks, which theyv
could not have made simply as private bankers? It is
the insinuation that the hon. gentleman throws out ! It
leave that insinuation to be considered by the privatee
bankers, and by many of the capitalists of this country.a
I leave them to consider the high estimation in which t
they are held by the hon. Minister of Finance. We ri
throw our ægis over the chartered banks, we give them i
standing and position in the country, from the mere t
fact that they have a charter; but these men, b
these private bankers, have to build up reputations for p
themselves. Many of them have accumulated wealth ; t
many of them are men of extensive fortunes ; and although t
they accumulated their means by the honest, industrious, t
and legitimate use of a small amount of capital, and have t
built up for themselves reputations for industry, honesty, r
and fair dealing, they are to be told by the hon. Minister of r
Finance that they are doing business under the guise of t
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chartered banks; that they receive deposits under that
guise; that they loan money and make profits under that
guise. They are to be told that the trade mark-the dis-
tinct identity which they bear as private bankers, as mem-
bers of the community, as great traders, is to be demolished
by one stroke of this great legislator's Banking Bill, and
these men are to be relegated-we can hardly say where,
but as far into obscurity as this clause in the Banking Bill
can relegate them. I do not think that this is dealing
charitably, or kindly, or-shall I say-fairly with these
banks. They have the right to retain the positions they
have built up for themselves, and their standing and posi-
tions are associated with the trade mark or name which
they bear. Take for instance the Guelph Banking Com-
pany-a company known by that name throughout the
County of Wellington.-their bills of exchange and other
aper is known by that name in every part of that district;
ut if you deprive them of that name, and they have to

choose another, they have to establish their identity, and
build up their business standing and reputation under a new
designation, which it will require the public some
time to become familiar with. This -on. gentle-
man who so sacredly guards all the public interests, who
has pretended to be so vigilant a guardian of the manufac-
turing and industrial interests of the country for the last
three or four years, is about to attack this large and
important business, this industry which we cannot well
spare in many rural towns and villages, and he is going to
interfere with those who are engaged in it. We know
that, in some of the back places, if we had not these
banks, business could be carried on only with very great
difficulty. Are -we going to throw all this business into
the hands of the chartered banks ? Are we going to give
them a monopoly of the banking business of the country,
by interfering with these smaller institutions that serve so
useful a purpose in the commerce of the country ? Are
we, by means of this meddlesome Bill, going to interfere
with the standing and the reputation of the private banking
business of Ontario, and, I may say, of the whole Dominion
of Canada, and thus take another step in the direction of
placing the business of this country in the hands of monopo-
lists ? We know that these great commercial and banking
institutions are a power in this country, as they are in
England; we know that many persons deposit their money
in the private banks instead of the chartered banks, because
they get one per cent. more interest upon it. If they do
so, it is their own look-out; they take the risk themselves,
if there be any risk, and if you interfere as you propose
with the private banks, you will deprive them of these
deposits and crush out one industry while you are attempt-
ing to build up another. I think the hon. gentleman's
legislation is tending in the wrong direction. Instead of
attempting to centralize wealth, we should attempt to
diffuse it. We should attempt to give the towns and
villages all over the Dominion, as far as we can, the same
privileges and advantages with those who dwell in
the larger cities, or in the neighborhood of the
chartered banks. We should endeavor to develop
and increase the wealth of the country by affording
the same facilities for those who live in the
ural districts, as those which are enjoyed by the dwellers
n cities. I must object and protest against this clause of
he Bill. I remember that, in 1880, when the old Bill was
before the louse, we proposed to refuse those carrying on
private banking business the use of the term banker. I
hink you, Mr. Speaker, remonstrated with the hon. gen-
tleman, and I know I did, and he conceded the use of the
erm banker; and I think that, having beard the course of
his discussion, and feeling as he must feel that the senti-
ment of the House is against the u-eless and injurious
estrictions of this Bill, he should amend it by striking out
hose terms which are as useful, as legitimate, and as neces-
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sary for the use of a banker as are the terms which any
other business man uses to describe lis business.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is ail very well for the hon.
member for West Middlesex to express the sentiment of
this House, but does he suppose that the Government and
ail the members of this House will accept bis views of the
case as those of a majority of the House? Of course, if I
thought he was expressing the opinion of the majority of
hon. members of this House, I would withdraw the Bill at
once; but as I do not recognize the representations of the
hon. gentleman upon this, or upon almost any other ques-
tion, as the opinions of the House, he must excuse me if I do
not accept bis view. Judging by the remarks made by tbe hon.
leader of the Opposition to-day, we might suppose that he
believed that there should be no restrictions imposed upon
banking operations at ail; but every hon. member of this
House who is upon the Banking and Commerce Committee
is aware that no one is more particular than he is with
reference to giving powers to loan companies and other
associations of that kind, to receive deposits and transact
other business of that description. It is known by every
member of the Committee that that is the course of the hon.
gentleman-that he is a perfect watch dog there with refer-
ence to such matters. Now, he and the hon. member for
Middlesex would throw the whole thing open--

Mr. BLAKE. Nothing of the sort.
Mr. ROSS. Not at ail.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is practically what

these hon. gentlemen are contending for. You would
imagine from what bas been said by the hon. member for
West Middlesex that there should be no restriction with
reference to the lending of money, and the transaction of
financial business. The Government and the flouse have
deemed it necessary, from time to time, to impose certain
restrictions in the public interest with reference to banking
corporations-with reference first te their capital, then
with reference to the amount of issue, and other things.
The public interests are guarded and protected in every
particular, and in the Act of 1880, for example, the holders
of notes are given the first claim upon the assets of the
company.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Do you mean to say that there
is no difference in that respect between chartered banks
and private banking companies ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I know that, of course,
there is a difference between a bank of issue and a private
bank; but in the same way it bas been laid down, in the
Banking Committee, that no company shall be incorporated
unless it has a capital of half a million. Cases sometimes
come up in which small banks desire to be chartered, but
so tenacious is Parliament with reference to giving power
to banks to establish themselves upon small capital, that, as
I have said, a fixed rule has been laid down, that half a
million must be subscribed, that a certain portion must be
paid up, and a certain portion paid within a stated time
before they are allowed to go on.

Mr. ROSS. But private banks do not issue notes.
Sir L EONARD TILLEY. But they receive deposits, and

that is the very point with respect to which the hon.leader
of the Opposition is so careful to guard every Act with
reference to loan companies, and so on, that comes before
us. But with reference to this question, there is no desire
whatever, as I have already stated time and again-the lon.
gentleman is trying to draw a herring across the trail;
trying to draw our attention from the question-there is no
desire to prevent private bankers from doing business.
They can go on and do business under the name of bankers,
but they are not to assume the name of a banking company
as was provided by the terms of the clause to which I have

Mr. Ross (Middlesex).

referred. Now, the hon. member for West Middlesex, who
perhaps has a banking company in his own constituency, for
whom lie would like to say a word-

Mr. ROSS. I bave half a dozen of them, and I am
always bound to protect the interests of my constituents.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. And especially the bankers
in that locality.

Mr. ROSS. They are opposed to me in politics.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Then, perhaps, there is no

reason why we should interfere with the gentlemen whom
the bon. member is so anxious to serve on this occasion. He
would endeavor to make it appear that the object of the
Government is to reflect upon the bonesty or integrity of
the bankers. That is not the case ; but we say that deposit-
ors-men.who do not know the difference between an incor-
porated bank and a private bank-should know, when they
are depositing money, whether or not a bank has been
incorporated under authority of Parliament, or whether
they are depositing their money with private individuals or
not.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentleman allow me
to ask him a question. If the people are so ignorant as not
to know which banks are private and which are chartered,
how are they to be so well informed as to know that the
lion. gentleman has passed an Act prohibiting these things?

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. That bas nothing to do with
the matter ; and, besides, if there was an Act prohibiting
it, they would know the difference betweon individuals
engaged in banking and an incorporated company.
The object of this Bl1 is, that the people should understand
exactly what kind of an institution they are depositing their
hard earnings in. The hon. gentleman has attempted to
ridicule us because we have endeavored to take every
interest under our care. We do; and we wish to t'ke
under our care men and women who deposit their earnings
with private individuals, by enabling them to know that
they are doing so. That is the sole object of this Bill, and if
it is inecessary to change any terms, or to otherwise amend
the Bill, in order to make it more clear, I am willing that
that should be done when we go into Committee. The Bill
is no reflection upon those who are engaged in this avo-
cation at ail. It might just as well be urged that the oaths
required from merchants by the Customs Act are a reflection
upon them. We have to deal with hnest men sometimes,
and every honest man takes the oatb cheerfully, because he
knows that it is in his interest. The object of this Bill is
simply to protect those who are not able to distinguish
between an individual and a chartered bank, and I am
satisfied it will commend itself to the flouse.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. Minister of Finance should
bear in mind that in many places, which are remote
from chartered banks, the private banks are found to be a
great convenience to the people. I know a large portion
of country, the entire banking business of whi ch is conducted
with a great deal of efficiency by private banks; and if
this Bill strikes a blow at the respectability or standing of
these private banks, it should not be allowed to pass this
House. In many places where private banks have been
brought into competition with chartered banks, they have
succeeded in obtaining a large amount cf business. Chartered
banks will not discount paper for a less sum thau $100,
while private banks will do so, and are thus found to be a
great convenience. I de not think it is in the interest of
this country that this useful industry, which is managed by
men of integrity, intelligence and perseverance, shou!d have
a blow struck at it by this flouse. It would be a great
misfortune if gentlemen who have invested a large amount
of capital in these institutions, should be forced to withdraw
it. If this Billihas that effect, the hon. Minister of Finance
will bave to consider another question-the establishment
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of chartered banks at points where the banking business is
now done by private individuals. If private banks do not act
fairly And squarely with the people, they will do very little
business, because the people will soon discover whether
they are dealing with men of standing and character or not.
As a rule, they give higher interest than chartered banks,
and who will say that they should not do so if they wish ?
I think that, instead of passing a measure which must have
the effect of injuring this large class of the community,
who are pursuing their own course, and are not issuing
notes or money which bas not been paid up, thi s House,
and this Government especially, who are pledged to look
after the interests of every class, should see that this Bill
is withdrawn or changed, and that these people are pro-
tected in their rights.

Bill read the second time.

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved that the report of the
Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 7) to amend the
Criminal Law, and to extend the provisions of the Act
respecting Offences against the Person, be now received and
concurred in.

Mr. IVES moved, in amendment, that the said Bill be
recommitted to a Committee of the Whole, witb instructions
that they have power to add the following clause -

Clause 5.-All trials under this Act shall be private, and no person
shall be admitted to be present thereat, except such persons as have
duties to perform in connection with the trial, or the defence of the
prisoner.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not know what particular
object the hon. member for Richmond has in making this
motion, nor what purpose he expects to serve by it. There
is no reason that I know of why an anendment of this kind
should be added to this Bill, any more than that it should be
added to other Bills of a similiar character, and we know
that no such restrictions are contained in other such Bills.
We know that the law makes persons who commit other
offences aganist morality, perhaps not as outrageous as this,
for instance rape, liable to be tried, but they are to be tried
in the light of day, before a jury and a judge of their country
-I can see no reason why the sanie rule should not apply
in this case. These criminals do not escape punishment;
they cannot be tried in a hole-and-corner manner. What-
ever disgrace and criminality is attached to the act con-
mitted, the criminals are tried openly and are bound to
appear before their peers and stand their trial. If that be so
with the class of cases to which I have referred, there is no
earthly reason why the same rule should not prevail in this
case. So in another class of cases-perhaps the most
abominable known to either the Common or the Statute Law
of the country-I refer to the case of sodomy, they are tried
in open court before a Judge and jury. There is no reason
why the class of cases provided for in this Bill, should be
made triable in secret, and the others triable in public.
Since the Bill was submitted to the Committee of the Whole,
I have received many letters on the subject, urging me to
press it, even to a vote of the House if necessary. One
clergyman-not of the Province of Ontario-writes that
in the neighborhood in which he lives a case occurred, not
long ago, which was brought before the courts, but, unfor-
tunately, the courts had no power to deal with it, it
being a criminal offence. I have had another letter
from a police magistrate in the West, and another from
the mayor of a city there-pointing out the importance,
the necessity, of a Bill of this kind. I am en-
tirely opposed to this kind of exceptional legislation.
There is no reason why this should be made an exceptional
case. If the hon. gentleman proposes that all cases of a
similiar kind be dealt with in this way, he may introduce a
-Bill to deal with all en the same principle and I shall support

it; but that one case should be specially selected for excep-
tional legislation is wholly opposed to the spirit of our
Legislature.

Mr. IVES. The hon. gentleman desires to know why
I should desire that this amendment should be passed, and
what particular reason there is why the trial, in a case of
this kind, should be secret that does not exist in reference
to other crimes of a similar character. I can only say
that I think it would be botter if trials, in all cases which
approximate to the degree of scandal that always attaches
to a trial of this kind, were secret. I have heard the pre-
siding Judge on more than one occasion, in my experience
as a criminal lawyer, express regret that he was not able
to proceed with the trial with closed doors ; and 1know
that on such occasions, as a rule, the audience is much
larger than ordinary trials in nisi prius cases. I have seen
a good many of those clergymen present who seem to
take great interest in this Bill and correspond with the
hon. gentleman in reference to it. With regard to this
matter, we are not dealing with all such cases here; we
are dealing with one particular case. The question is
whether it would be advisable to add this clause to the
Bill. The House have this matter in hand now, and it is
entirely beside the question to say they should not deal
with it in the sense they dosire, because they have it not
in their power at present to deal with all other similar
cases. There is a reason in this which does not exist in
any other case, however repugnant it may be; and that
is, that trials of this nature must necessarily be very rare,
inasmuch as the offence itself must necessarily, lot us hope,
be very rarely cQmmitted; and if it is necessary-I do not
believe it is-to place this blot on our Statute-book, lot us
not place it there in illuminated letters. Let us put it in
small type in somo secluded place, and when a trial must
take place it should be with as little scandal and notoriety
as possible. There will be more haim doue in the scandal
which attaches to a trial of this character on the corn-
munity generally, than all the good that possibly can bo
done by bringing the guilty parties to punishment.
Therefore as in other cases-in the case, for instance, of
executions of criminals where the law bas recognized the
advisability of avoiding scandal and public harm -it
should be the express and positive law, and should appear
in the Act itself, that whenever a trial takes place under
this Act, it should take place with as little publicity as
possible. The hon. gentleman says, lot it take place in the
light of day. I do not see anything to be gUinOd by this.
The trial can take place before a judge and jury under my
proposed amendment, and all persons who have any
business in the case will be prosent, but the court will
have to exclude those who go merely out of pruriont
curiosity.

Mr. BLAKE. Every hon. member must sympathize
with a great deal of what the hon. gentleman bas said, but
the question he has raised is of a very serious character,
and deserving of the attention of the Government, and
particularly that of the hon. momber of the Governmont
who represents the hon. Minister of Justice in this HIouse.
I believe that public trials of this descripiion often produco
great evils, and that the minute and detailed accounts that
appear in the public papers, of proliminary investigations
in trials which do not involve the revolting features partic-
ular to this cla3s of cases-particulars of brutal murdors
and other crimes-are of great danger to the public. I
believe if greater restraint could be placed by this House
on the conductors of the public press with referenco to the
publishing of these details, much good would be done to
the community. The publication of the details is an
infinitely greater evil thau the open trial, because it is se
widely spread. Where you have fifty or a hundred who
attend the trials, you have tens of thousauds reading the
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next morning all the appalling disclosures. What we are
face to face with-unless you exclude the reporters-is the
knowledge of the great publie, of the particulars of the
trial, rather than with that portion of the public who
attend the trial. You are face to face with two conflicting
questions, and these are things which, without at all
dogmatizing as to which should prevail, it is important the
House should consider for a moment. On the one hand is
the question to which the hon. gentleman has referred. It
is a degrading thing to our humanity that, as he says, this
class of trial should be the class of trial that attracts large
audiences and crowds the court rooms, like trials of
seduction, adultery and rape, or anything of that descrip-
tion. But, on the other hand, you have the question
whether the great principle of the trial of criminale in
public, of the public administration of justice, is to be
interfered with, and to what extent. Now, it seems to me
that there are many cases where it is quite as
injurious to have the public present at trials under the
Statute Law, as this class of cases. It seems to me the
question is one which we might fairly discuss, if the hon.
gentlemen opposite are prepared to introduce some general
measure applying to all cognate cases, giving some dis-
cretion to the Judge to remove the public, or a certain por-
tion of the public, from the trial. I am not now advocating
any such measure. I think we would have to consider
very carefully before we decided that upon the whole the
principle of the public administration of justice should be
infringed on. But I express nothing unfavorable to such a
measure, for I feel as strongly as the hon. gentleman can
the inconveniences which do attend the publicity of these
trials. But I do say that we are laying down practically
the general principle, if we adopt this clause; and I su bmit to
the hon. gentleman who has moved the amendment, and
to the Administration, whether it would not be botter that
the amendment should not be inserted, that we should not
test the sense ofthe House upon this particular amendment,
and whether we should not take into consideration the
desirability of some modification in the law as to criminal
trials of this character. If it be their determination that
the principle of publicity is of such vast consequence and
value-and, no doubt, it is of vastconsequence and value-
that it is not to be infringed on at all, then it ought to be
infringed on now; but ifit ought to be infringed on in this
case, then I think we ought to go much further than this
particular clause, and, therefore, that the whole question
would be more fitly dealt with by some general measure
than by a clause inserted at this stage in this Bill with
reference to the trial of these particular offences.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The fact that an hon. member
thinks it necessary to depart from the rule of publicity in
criminal trials, and to try certain cases out of the prosence
of the public, justifies, to a certain degree, the position I
assumed the other day, when the Bill of the hon. member for
West Huron was read the second time. The hon. gentleman
says that since that time he has received several letters,
urging him to go on with it. Well, I have received letters,
too, and from mon whose position entitles thoir opinion to
respect, deprecating the passing of a Bill of this kind. I
have here a letter written by a gentleman who belonged to
the Liberal party, and who now occupies a high magisterial
position in the city of Montreal. This is what ho says:

"'rhe legislation proposed againstincest, adultery, and seduction, had
already attracted our attention. In our experience we have never heard
any serious complaints of that kin-d, in any case they have been very
tew. We see no urgent reasons for the passing of such legislation.
There h ve been here a few cases of criminal assaults upon young girls
by their patrents. Almost invariably we tound at bottom that it arose
from a desire of vengeance, especially on the part of the woman who often
seemed to use her child as an instrument of gratifying Ler anger.
What would be the consequence if both parties, apparently, were agreed
in the commission of the offence, and would be oonsequently both equally
guilty, and if afterwards difficulties should arise between then, and the
most shameless of the two should denounce the other to the tribunals?

Mr. BLAKE.

It would be dangerous, it would be immoral 1-and what would be the
benefit to éociety ? A little more scanda1, mnd that i a11. 'If thïï cân
be said of incest, much more can it be-said of adiltery and seduetion.
I observe that it is the man who would most frequeqtly be the victirn of
such a state of things. 'A fallen womai sticks at nothing, especially
when her abame has been revealed. And how skilful she is in the use of
blackmail! And what a fine chance such a law would give her»for
blackmailing I We find the bill upon adultery and seduction dangerous
to the last degree. If we must have legislation in regard to incest, we
think that the law ought to be limited to the father and mother with
their own children. As magistrates we would be satisfied with the
existing law, and we think that sections 49, 50, 51, and 52, as respec-
tively amended, are sufficient for the repression of all the worst cases of
the kind which deserve the attention of the legislator. The true
principle of criminal law is not so much to puiish t t guity as to deter
others by example. Some of those offences are the resuit rather of
accident than habit, and it would be better te ignore sncb cases as
long as they do not become dangerous to society. I do not know that
ineest can be placed in this category. It is a question with me wheth'er
the horror this crime inspires, and the paucity of cases of the kind,
may not be a better remedy than a strngent law, which would have
the effect of accustoming the public mind te'look upon it as one of thbse
offences to which humanity is addicted. That, at least, is my opinion."

That is the opinion of a gentleman whose position enables
him to speak as to the necessity of such legisigtion with
more authority than some of those gentlemen who support
this Bill. I believe, as I have said, that such legislation
will be a dead letter, and if it is put into operation the
remedy will be worse than the disease.

Mr. BOSSÉ. I will vote for the amendment, but I think
it should go further. Such an Aet as is proposed,
which is not necessary and is not warranted by the present
condition of our people, will be conducive of no good, but,
on the other hand, will create very great evils. The Bill as
it stands makes no distinction between two classes of
offences which may come up-where the crime is notorious
and is generally known in the community, and where, as will
happen in most cases, it is secret, and only accidentally
discovered. Speaking merely of the latter class, I say that
the convictions under this law will be exceedingly rare.
It will be found almost impossible to obtain proof, witnesses
will not be had, and it cannot be said that we will be.obliged
to take the evidence of the accomplice, of one of the perpe-
trators of the crime. Therefore, in most cases proof will be
exceedingly difficult to secure, and, indeed, it will be found
almost impossible to obtain it. Out of the very rare cases
which will come under the notice of the Attorney-General,
suppose there are some cases where that proof is possible?
what will be the result ? Exceedingly rare as they are, they
will have to be dealt with. Why should we pass laws and
enact the penalties ? Let us bear in mind that laws are not
passed merely for the purpose of passing them; let us bear in
mind that we do not enact penalties for the mere pleasure of
enacting them. Laws have other and higher objects. We
pass laws and enact penalties in order to doter others from
the commission of crime. They are also enacted in a
broader view-for the good of society. Let us sc to what
resulte we would come to with this law. There is no offence
against the person. The crime has been committed
voluntarily by the two parties. There is no damage
to property, and in the class of cases of which
I have spoken, that is the class where the crime is
not notorious, society itself is not in question, and has
nothing to gain by an indictment. Let the House bear in
mind that I am referring here, not to the notorious, but to
the other class of cases. What are we, therofore, going to
do ? We see there is no offence against the person, against
property, or against society, and still, under the pretext of
protecting society, we will drag this crime from the secrecy
where it was committed- for it is the crime of secrecy, of
dai kness, and of shamo -we will drag it into open daylight,
and present its revolting details to the public; and all thatfor
the sake of what? For the sake of exposure. People will
come to the courts by hundreds, who before coming therelsad
no idea that such a crime could ever be cominitted. Theliå
first notions of the crime will be obtained there; and they w4l
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have temptations suggested. We will thereby turn our courts
justice into scandal-mongers, into disturbers of public of
morality, and into aiders and abettorsto those crimes. Still
worse, such a law would open the door to the very worst
kind of blackmailing. Where is the honest woman whose
honor is threatened by an indictment of this nature, who
would not give away her last cent and sellb er last rag in
order to save herself from the ignominy of such trial, and
the disgrace which would result from it, for she would never
again be able to show herself in the streets of ber town.
She would be lost for ever. It would ho the same for every
man charged with the offence. This would open the door for
the very worst kind of blackmailing ; there is, therefore,
nothing to be gained by such an Act as is proposed. But I
take it that we ought to leave the public good sense and in-
dignation to punish such crimes. One case which came under
my notice was in the district of Montmagny. I was then
prosecutor for the Crown. It was my lot to be advised, under
very peculiar circumstances, to lay an indictment for a crime
of this nature. It was laid, of course, in another name.
The proof failed, as was expected--the man was set
at large; and the day afterwards, under the pressure of
public opinion, under the indignation of every honest
man, under the shame and contumely he felt, he was
obliged to leave with his accomplice-who was known after
the trial to be his accomplice-for a country where there
is a law to punish this crime. I know another case which
occurred, wher e the parties were obliged to go in conse-
quence of the indignation of their neighbors. In those cases
the crime was notorious, and there was no revelation in the
court of justice of facts which the people did not know.
But we have not been alone in this country, where the
morality of our people has generally been held to be good,
in being without such a law. In other countries where
the law did exist it bas been abolished. In Spain, Italy,
France, as far back as 1793, and in England, the common
sense of the people-the common law of the English
people, to use another term-did not find it necessary to
make this an indictable offence, and if that is the experi-
eneb ofother people there must be something in it.

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

After Recess.
Mr. BOSSÉ, Before the adjournment took place, Mr.

Speaker, I had stated the uselessness of trials which might
take place under this Bill, if it ever became law ; the
uselessness of the public scandals which would inevitably
result from those trials, and the danger of blackmail to
which it would open the greatest and widest field. I had
stated, also, that society was not interested, for the reasons
which I had the honor to lay before this House, and that
the perpetrators of these crimes were the only ones who
were affected by it, and who were degraded and debased
by it; all this is applicable more especially to that class of
crimes which are not notorious or of public notoriety. As
to these last ones, Mr. Speaker, perhaps the objections are
not so strong; but still L believe, still I am convinced, that
this Bill ought not to be adopted. I have given to this
honorable House two cases which had come before me,
in wbich the knowledge of the crime had been
notorious and public. The scorn and indignation of the
neighbors and the sentiment of public morality, which had
been aroused, was amply and more than amply sufficient to
do full justice in the matter. I believe, and I trust, that in
most, if not in all these cases, such would be the result,
when these crimes would come to the knowledge of the
neighbors, or of the public, they will do to them the most
ample, the most direct and the most substantial justice.
But, Sir, if this should not be the case, if it should happen,
that in very rare cases indeed, these crimes could be com-
mitted with that apparent impunity, thon the only thing

I can say is, L pity tbe community in which they could
be so eommitted ; and what I can say and assert, Sir, is, that
no law, whatever it may be, ean come to the help or rescue
of those people, if the sense of public morais, if the sense of
self-respect is not sufficient amongst them to enable them
to do that justice. No legislation would help them, no
testimony coming from that quarter would be available for
the ends of justice; and no good would result from any law
which we may pass. Surely, Mr. Speaker, in our Dominion
of Canada, self-respect and public morals are equal Io the
self-respect and public morals in other countries. In other
countries, in ail the countries of Europe, laws of this nature
were to be found as relies of barbarisim. But in several, I
believe in most of these countries, one after another, those
laws bave been abolished. Let us profit by the experience
of others. Men are men everywhere; and the condition of
society bas led to the abolition of those laws, and to the aboli-
tion of those old customs; and surely we cannot say that this
does not also exist in Canada. Let us see, Sir, what were the
reasons which induced the legislators in France-and those
reasons were the same in other countries-to abolish those
old customs. I find them given in the theory of the penal
code of France by Chauveau Adolphe and Faustin Helie,
two of the best authors who bave ever w ritten on the sub-
ject; and every one who is familiar with French authors
knows with what degree of respect t he opinion of these two
men is to be received. What do theyseny, Sir. The author
refers, Sir, to the particular crime mentioned in the Bill
now under the consideration of the House, and to others
of the same nature:

" Les différents faits que nous venons de parcourir, quelque honteux
et coupables qu'ils soient, ont cessé de figurer dans notre législation
pénale. Ecartés des tribunaux de répression par les lois des 19-22
juillet et 25 septembre-6 octobre 1791, notre code les a légalement reje-
tés de ses dispositions ; le législateur s'est borné à incriminer les actes
contraires à la décence qui se produisent en public, les faits de corrup-
tion pratiqués par les mineurs, et les violences commises par les per-
sonnes

In all these cases, the laws actually in forc protect society
in the most ample way:

" C'est à ces actes, en effet, que son action doit se restreindre c:eeux-
là seuls portent à autrui un dommage visible et appréciable; seuls ils
se manifestent aussi avec un fait matériel que la justice peut saisir. Lem
autres, accomplis dans le secret, couverts la plupart d'un voile épais,
ne troublent point ouvertement la société qui les ignore, et ne portent
dommage qu'à leurs auteurs qu'ils dégradent. La justice, d'ailleurs,
pourrait-elle les poursuivre sans péril ? Quels scandales ne jailliraient
pas de ces poursuites ? Où serait le bien de déyoiler tant de turpitudes
cachées, tant de honteux mystères ? La morale est-elIle intéressée à ces
infâmes révélations? Le silence de la loi devrait être approuvé, quand
il ne serait dicté que par un sentiment de respect pour la pudeur publi-
que; c'es' assez que la justice soit forcée de proclamer lo délit, en le
punissant, quand le scandale a été publie, ou quand la liberté des pe'r-
sonnes a été atteinte. Et puis, quelles seraient les conséquences de cette
interventhn de l'action publique?, Ne serait-ce pas consacrer l'inquisi-
tion du magistrat dans la vie privée des citoyens, soumettre à ses inves-
tigations leurs actions intimes, ouvrir, en un mot, le sanctuaire du foyer
domestique ? La loi a donc procédé avec sagesse en distinguant, parmi
les actes immoraux, ceux qui, tout en révélant des habitudes licencieuses
ne produisent pas une offense directe sur autrui, et ceux qui tendent à
produire ou qui produisent en effet sur les auteurs un prejuaice appré-
ciable. Les premiers ont dû être laissés à la seule réprobation de la
conscience et de l'honnêteté publique,.et la loi n'a sévi que contre les
actes que la société avait un véritable intérêt à punir."

No words more elequent can be found to express the ideas
which I have the honor to lay before this House. I only
wish I could translate them, and render them as Chauveau
Adolphe las rendered them. They will, I am sure, convey
to every one who hears me the conviction that this Bill
ought not to be adopted. We then see, Mr. Speaker, that
these questions are far from being new, that,
before this day, they have attracted the atten-
tion of other legislators, who, confident in the
good sense, confident in the self-respect, confdent in the
torce of the public morals of the people whom they repre-
sent, have confided in the good sense, and the public
morals, and the self-respect of the people, for the punih-
ment of these crimes. In thal they have not failed, Mr.

1$88.



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 13,
Speaker; in that they ought not to fail; and we ought not
to put upon our Statute-book, a law which would declare
that our senso of public morality is insufficient to secure the
punishment of these crimes; and that our sense of publie
morality is not such that it can drive them out of our Do-
minion. Again, Mr. Speaker, such a law would be useless,
or next te'useless, for another reason : who is the man of
experience, who is the man having any knowlodge of what
criminal trials are, who is the man, acting as At'orney Gen-
eral, with the experience and knowledge of the laws, and the
knowledge of human nature, which an Attorney General
must possess, or which lie is deemed to possess, who would
take upon himself the responsi bility of making the courts of
justice, where he sits now, the vindicators of public morality,
but, as I said a moment ago, scandal-mongers and the distri-
butors of immorality. He would think twice before lie laid
an indictment; and that indictment, if ever prepared, would
remain in his desk, and the law would romain useless law.
At last, Mr. Speaker, I have fiijished with this disagree-
able subject, other things ought perhaps to bc said, but I
regret that I have been obliged to say so much. I regret
that it has been thouglht necessary oven that a discussion
should be raised in this House on a subject of this nature.
But I will go no further, and if the worst comes to
the worst, if after all the reasons which have been
given contra, the majority of this House and of this
Parliament should adopt this Bill, then, at any rate,
let us take the worst of the sting out of it and adopt the
amendment, whic hbas been proposed, by which the horrible
and revolting details, necessarily the accompaniment of
these trials, will be removed from the public view. And if
this is done, one of the main objections to the Bill will bave
been removed. I will support the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I bave been a silent but not an
uninterested listencr since this matter has come up before
this Parliament. I bave been looking for the reasons of what
I saw was quite prominent in this IHouse-I have distinctly
noticed the feeling which was evident in this Louse-
namely, the objections to this Bill becoming law; and it
has been more easy for me to see that a feeling existed
against the Bill, than to get at the reasons why it should
exist. I am, however, indebted to my bon. friend for Quebec
Centre, who I must say has made a most vigorpus, a most
pleasing, and most eloquent speech, for his maiden effort in
this House-for he las adduced about all the reasons I have
heard adduced as to why this Bill should not become law.
Let me try, Mr. Speaker, for a moment or two, to gather
together the chief objections to the Bill. One of the first is,
I think, this : danger will arise from the publicity which
will be given to something which otherwise might have
remained secret. That was the objection raised the other
day when the subject was discussed bore to some extent, and
it is an objection which has been repeated again to-day.
The bon. member for Bellechasse was very much concerned
as to the evil effects which would take place if such a law
as tbis should be bound up in the Statute-book-he thought
it would bave a very bad effect. I do not consider that
that argument should have much weight in this flouse,
from this consideration : that that little Bill bound up in
the Statute-books of the country would not come before the
gaze of any considerable number of our people, and if it did
come before the eyes of any it would be our lawyers; and I
need not stop long to discuss the question as to the
demoralizing effect that such a Statute would have upon the
members of that robust and virtuous profession. Then,
again, it was stated that the publicity which would be given
by means of trials, would be prejudicial to the morals of
the country. I am thoroughly in sympathy with that idea.
I believe in the Bill, but I believe in the amendment to it;
and if that amendment does not go so far as to exclude all
reporters of newpapers from those Irials, thon I hope
when itoomes before the Committee, such will be dorpe I

Mr. BosgA

do believe that the difficulty in these cases arises, not from
the fact that there is a known evil existing, and that that
evil is punished, but that it arises from the fact that the
details of these trials, which never should go to the public,
are spread upon the pages of the nowspapers and scattered
broadcast through the country. I do believe, and am in

f thorough sympathy with the idea, that these details should
be secret-that they should not be made public in that way.
We will leave that part of the Bil, that is, the
danger of publicity, which, I think, is reduced to
a minimum if we take the Bill with the addition proposed
by the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe. The next
argument is that there are other countries which have not
these laws. Just here-for I am not able to speak by the
book-I want to enquire as to whether or not, at least in
some of these countries where these laws do not exist, they
do not exist simply because they have been allowed to lapse
as parts of old ecclesiastical laws which dealt with this
matter. I think that is the case in England; but I think
that in Scotland laws are strictly enforced yet with
reference to this evil. I quite admit that precedent from
other countries should have a certain amount of weight
with us; I do not acknowledge that they should dominate
our legislation, and it would have to be proved to me that
Italy, Spain and France had a better state of morality, and
that they had a clearer record in this respect than countries
where such laws do exist, before I should feel that that
argument should have great weight with us. I think we
can cite countries where these laws do exist on the Statute-
book, and where they are fairly well executed with
proportionately good results. The next argument used has
only been brought out to-night, and it is that this matter is
different from all other matters, and, therefore, we should
not make laws with reference to it. It has been stated
that this is not an offence against property. Well, we may
have different kinds of property, and different ideas of
property; but I think there are many crimes that are
punished by our laws with regard to property that can
not begin to be so heinous or to deserve so great punish-
ment as those committed against what is popularly
assumed to be property. I go further, and I say that the
manhood and the womanhood of the country is the highest
and best species of property that belongs to it, and I
consider that this is a crime which offends against what is,
in the higbest and best sense, the property of the country.
It is said that this is not an offence against the person.
i take issue on that question. I say that it is an
offence against the person. It is an offence against
the moral sense-against the very highest, best, and
most sensitive conscience of the individual; and when you
touch the person in that part you touch il in a very vital
part indeed. I say it is an offence against the physical life of
the country. We know that science bas been bringing this
out more and more clearly, until it is read ail through our
country, that generations are wiser, and healthier, and
better in proportion as the degrees of consanguinity become
further and further removed from persons contracting
marriages. I say that this is a matter which, touching the
moral life and the physical life of generations, may fairly be
classed as an offence against the person. It has been stated
that this is not an offence against society. Again I beg
leave to take the opposite side of that statement. I think
it is an offence, and a great offence against society. If I read
and think correctly, I believe that society is built up upon
these two bulwarks especially-the purity of its members
and the intelligence of its members; and I believe that
this is an offence which obtains among the people in
proportion to their iraoranue and their impurity.
So Ithink it may properly be classed as an offence against
society. It is said that this is a secret matter, and sbould
be left secret. I cannot subscribe to that doctrine. Sup-
pose a man stands among us, having some disease upon him,
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and knows it not, is not warned of it, so that he does not
avail himself of the appliances which are close by him, and
which might give him relief, and does not exercise that
watchfulness and care which might prevent the disease from
spreading, until it becomes fatal to him. I think there is a
complete analogy between the man and society in that
respect. It is those vices which are allowed to remain
hidden, that grow-and eat deeper and deeper into the very
vitals and essence of society, that prove its greatest danger.
It is said, again, that we should leave this matter to the good
sense of the people. To the good sense of what people ?
To the good sense of the people who are criminals in the
matter? They have not that good sense to appeal to,
from the very fact that they are the criminals.
Shall we leave it to the good sense of the rest of the people ?
Yen; how can we better deal with this question than by
registering the people's condemnation of this vice by the
instrumentality of the law, and putting a penalty against
it, and thus enabling the good sense of the people to meet
and grapple with the evil, and minimize it to the very
greatest possible extent? Let me, in closing these few
remarks, call your attention to what was very well
explained as the double object of the law, by the hon.
member for Quebec Centre. Law is for two-I think we
may say for three-purposes. It is to punish the person
who offends. Will any one say that the person who offends
in this respect ought not to be punished ? Law is also to
deter others, who have not committed an offence, from
committing it. The frequent occurrene. of an offence
wbich obtains largely in the lower grades of society, can
be better prevented by the existence of a penalty against it
than by any other possible means. But there is another object
of law, and I think it eisone of the very highest purposes
and uses of law, and that is, to crystallize the sentiment of
the people, and to place it as a teaching power on the
Statute-book. We have instances of this in history. The
time was, in our own fatherland, when slavery was allowed,
when it was condoned, when it was upheld; but the
sentiment against it began to spread from mind to mind,
from heart to heart, until by-and-bye it was registered in
the form of a Statute; and the highest concrete sentiment of
the people remains there to-day fer the world to read, and
learn from it the lesson of liberty and equality. So, i think,
a high office of the law is to register the best aggregate or
concrete sen iment of the people; and I should be sorry
indeed, Mr. Speaker, if, after this matter bas been brought
to the attention -f this Parliament and the country, we
should fail to rise to the height of this demand, and register
our condemnation of such crimes before the people of this
country, and before the people of the world in the Statute-
book of our Dominion.

Mr. CURRAN (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I undertake
to discuss in French the question now before the House, out
of sympathy for the large number of persons, speaking that
beautiful language, who have in such a striking manner
shown me their confidence on the 20th of June last. I do
net thivk it necessary for me to reply at any length to
the speech made by the hon. member who bas just sat
down. The bon. gentleman bas altogether misunderstood
the arguments addiced by my bon. friend for Quebec Centre
-(Mr. Bossé), and all the other hon. gentlemen who have
spoken on the subject. The question now before this House,
'Mr. Speaker, is not the enormity of the offence, nor the
-desire wbich exists in the heart of every citizen and legis-
'lator to prevent such offences. That is not the question.
What we have to discuss, and do discuss at present, is to
ascertain what would be the best means to preserve public
nkorality. I exceedingly regret that on this occasion i have

to employ the language of gallantry, the language of the old
chivalry in the discussion of a subject having such unhealthy
-odor as this. But, Mr. Speaker, I think a few slight

efiections will siffice toe carry the conviction that such

a law is not necessary. For my part, I do not pretend
to have an extensive experience, but I have now been
practising in Her Majesty's Courts in the Province of
Quebec as a lawyer for twenty years; I have pleaded not
only before the civil courts, but also before criminal tribunals
both as Crown prosecutor and on behalf of the accused, and
during those twenty years no cape such as this has ever
come to my knowledge. Can the necessity for such a law
be proved by articles quoted from the newspapers of the
Domin ion, whether English or French'? Can it be shown
that the order of things is such that a law of that nature has
become necessary? Have any petitions been presented to
Parliament on the subject? No, Sir. Let us examine the
charges made by the honorable judges-presiding in the
1,riminal Courts to the Grand Jury from one end of the
Dominion to the other ; shall we find in them a single in-
stance whore any of those honorable judges bas alluded to the
existence of such a plague in our community ? Nothing of
the kind has ever taken place. We have been told, Mr.
Speaker-and the assertion was just now repeated in terms
almost formal-that many persons have very little regard for
the high authority quoted by the hon. member. We are
told-what bas frequently been stated elsewhere: When it
shall bave been proved that the morals of Italy, that the
morals of France, and the morals of Spain are superior to the
morals of other countries, then they will agree with them
that we do not require such legislation. The hon. member
stated that there are couatries where morals are pure,
where civilization flourishes, where scandal is never heard
of, and wherein, nevertbeless, laws of that character exist.
I am not aware what country that siatement may have
reference to. Is it in any ofthe neighboring States where
morals are so prominent ? As proved by statistics, morals
in some of those States are such that their people are disap-
pearing and their place is filled by strangers. These, Mr.
Speaker, are the reflections,which present themselves to my
mind when I hear allusions made to the morals of Italy, the
morals of France and the morals ofSpain. I do not think
it necessary to dilate further on the subject. I do not think
it would be possible to put into our Statute-book a law more
prejudical to the interests of morality. But, Mr. Speaker,
there are in all countries, in our own as well as elsewhere,
men who have extravant ideas, who are afflicted with a kind
of mania for ýuch legislation as this. Fortunately, they are
not numerous. Until now those odious crimes have not pre-
vailed in families; the population bas been free from their
baneful influence, and families increase and grow in good
morals. We do not want such a law, not only because of the
scandal resulting from those trials-for the trials are not
the only thing made public-but there is moreover the
arrest of the accused. which is also a source of scandal. You
know that we have in this country as elsewhere sensational
papers making capital out of such scandails, and the
character of citizens is at their mercy ; and even with the
aiendment proposed by the hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), will the morality of our youth-of
our boys and girls-be in less danger from reading in the
newspapers of the arrest of certain parties for crimes of this
nature ? If parties who can commit such crimes exist,
which I really do not believe, there are noue in our Province,
none in the district of Montreal. Such crimes have never
come to my knowledge, and I do not believe that they are
ever committed in any partof ourDoninion. The few isolated
instances mentioned by the hon. member for Huron (Mr.
Cameron), are not sufficient to induce us to imprint this
stain on our Statute-books, to blight our criminal law by the
iniroduction ofsuch a measure as this. I will vote in favor
of the amendment moved by the hon. member for Rich-
mond and Wolfe, b. cause Iconsider it as a means of putting
an end to our present embarrassrment, and such as will
facilitate the disappearance of this Bill which is ne credit to
the Dominion of Canada.
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Mir. CA 1f lRON ([Iuron). I think we ought to have some
declaration from the Government as to what course thev
propose to pursu unon this question. This is a criminal
Bill and ought to be in the hands of the Goverriment or
receive their s motion. So far as I am concerned, I do not
object to the amendment; but I w uld like to see it
extended to all crimes of the same character. Of course,
if the Government sce no objection to it, I see none, except
as already indicated.

Amendment (Mr. Ives) agreed to; and the House resolved
itself into Çommittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. IVES moved that the amendment be inserted in the
Bill as claus.e five.

Mr. RYK eR r movcd thtt the Committee do now rise.
Mr. CAME W.N) (ilUron). Let me explain the effect of

that motion. It is defeat the Bill.

Some hon. lMiBXR 3. eIlcar, bear.
Mr. CAMERON. IL hon. gentlemen are prepared to

defeat the Bill, on ihei r own head rests the responsibility.
I care nothing pc: s aiy, but I think this is a crime that
ought to be punisi able. I move that the Committee rise
and report the Biji asarmended.

Mr. AMYOT. I rise to a question of order. This is an
amendment to the amendment, and is out of order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, ne.
Mr. IVES. My motion was that the Committee should

adopt a certain amendment. As I understand, the motion
of the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) is an amend-
ment to that motion.

The CHAIRM4AN. The Chair is of opinion that Mr.
Rykert's motion is not an amendment, but is something of
the character of a motion for adjournment.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend for Huron says that
he wants the responsibility to be on the heads of the hon.
members who want to defeat the Bill. My hon. friend
says they want to defeat the Bill without taking the re-
sponsibility, because they do not choose to have their names
recorded in the Journals and brought before the public as
hostile to it.

Mr. RYKERT. I would like to know why the hon.
member did not take a vote on the original motion to go
into Committee.

Mr. BLAKE. To go into Committee for the purpose of
considering a particular amendment. Many hon. gentle-
men who are friends of this BlIl-take the hon. member
from New Brunswick who spoke, for insiance-are friends
aiso of the amendment. It would be very good policy to
divide the friends ofthe Bill on the amendment.

Mr. FOSTER. I want to know just how this thing is-
what we are voting and what the effect will be. I took it
upon myself to call out I"lost." I do not know if I was
right or not.

Mr. MACKENZIE. If the Comnittee rose without
making a report, that would end the Bill. That is the in-
tention.

Mr. IVES. Are you putting the amendment to the
motion ?

The CHAIRMAN. I am putting the amendment of
the hon. member for Huron.

An hon. MEMBER. We are eriitled to have the
amendment read.

The UIAIRMAN. The hon. member had better put,«
his motion in writing. i

Mr. OUBRN.

Mr. FOSTER. I would be very glad to have an answer
to my question.

The CHAIRMAN. The motion will be put in writing.
I will read it.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). D, I understand that the
amendment of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe,
put as an addition to the Bill that the trial be secret, is ýcar-
ried.

The CHAIRMAN. No.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understand that was

carried.
Mr. IVES. If that amendment has not been carried,

surely the amendment of the hon. member for Huron is an
amendrment to the amendment. I made a motion that the
amendment should be added to the Bill. The next motion
was a motion made by the hon. member for Lincoln that
the Committee rise, and the third was the motion of the
hon. member for Huron that the Committee do now rise and
report the Bill with amendment. Surely the amendment
of the hon. member for Huron is an amendment to the
amendment proposed by the hon. member for Lincoln, and
is out of order.

Mr. BLAKE. I think you were correct in saying that
the motion of the hon. member for Lincoln is a motion
whieh is not an amendment at all. It is in order at any
stage of the question in Committee, that the Committee do
rise. I do not know what the motion of the hon. member
for Huron in amendment to that is, nor am I prepared to
say whether any amendment can be made to a motion to
rise. But I think it quite clear that the motion of the hon.
member for Lincoln is not an amendment to that of the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe, but is a different motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I must say, in corroboration
of the opinion of the hon. leader of the Opposition, that
when a motion is made that the Committee do rise, I have
never known, during-the twenty-five years I have been in
Parliament, an amendment to have been made to such
motion. It is always considered a motion which must be
voted upon at once. It is the same as a motion to adjourn
the debate.

Mr. COSTIGAN. The motion of the hon. member for
Lincoln that the Committee do rise, is, in this case, a motion
for adjournment.

The CHAIRMAN. I was first under the impression that
this motion, being regarded as a substantive motion and not
an amendment, an amend ment to it might be received; but
on hearing the remarks from much older Parliamentarians
than myself, and on giving the matter a second considera-
tion, I am of opinion no amendment can properly be moved
to the motion made by the hon. member for Lincoln. The
motion before the House is that made by the hon. member
for Lincoln, that the Committee do now rise.

On the members being counted, a tie was declared, and
the Chairman gave his casting vote in the negative.

Motion negatived.
Mr. DESJARDINS (Translation). I opposed the amend-

ment moved by the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives), because it would, if adopted, deprive the
accused of a great means of defence ; for, even if ho be
acquitted, a certain stigma will always remain upon him,
and if he is not allowed to bring to the knowledge of the
pub ie the evidence which will clear him of the charges
bruught against hiin, he has no other means left to wash off
the stain which will forever bliuht him in the eyes of his
fellow (itizens. Weil. Mr. Spieaker. as I said when the
amendment was moved, the fact that we are obliged to de-
part from the rules of criminal procedure, observed in our
courts of justice, is of itself proof that such legislation ought
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not to appear in unr Statute-books. Were this amendmeni
carried, a person wishing to have revenge against any one
could with impunity attaoh to his name the brand of in
famy, and the victim of suoh an infamous charge would noi
even have an opportunity to defend himself as publicly as
he was accused. This is unjust, Mr. Speaker, and such a
clause ought not to be inserted in the law. Should this
HUouse declare that we must vote on such a law, which ]
consider as a stain on our Statute-book, I trust it will be
made public; that the defence whioh the accused will be
bound to make against such accusation will be as ublic as
the charge itself. Under those circumstances, Mr. peaker,
I would request hon. members to vote against the amend-
ment, so that the Bill remain unchanged and be voted on
upon its merits.

Mr. BOSSÉ moved that the Committee do now rise.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have grave doubt,

under the circumstances, whether a motion for the Com-
mittee to rise, be in prder. This Bill was in Committee of
the Whole before, and the Committee rose and reported
progress. The House then sent it back to the Committee
of the Whole with instructions to do one thing-to adopt
the amendment of my hon. friend for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives). That was all they were charged with,
and that is all they had power to do. It is not mandatory.
Formerly the instruction was supposed to be absolute, but
latterly it has been held that the Committee is not deprived
of discretion to reject the amendment. The instructi:n that
was given, and the only power given to go back to the
Committee of the Whole, is fer the purpose of considering
whether that shall be adopted or not. All the other por-
tions of the Bill were considered in Committee, were
reported in Committee, and belong to the House. It seems
to me very much like an anomaly that we have already
passed upon this Bill in Committee of the Whole, we have
risen and reported the Bill, and it was sent back to the
Committee of the Whole; and the only thing they were
enabled to do was to consider whether they would adopt the
resolution of my hon. friend. It seems to me like an absurd-
ity that, having previously reported the Bill and having got
liberty only to consider the amendment, we should be at
liberty here, of our own accord, to disobey the order of the
House and destroy the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I might say further that whatever lati-
tude we may have had at an earlier stage, we have already
obeyed the instruction of the House as a Committee. We
have considered the amendment which we had power to
consider, and we have adopted the amendment that we were
instructed to consider, and there is nothing more for this
Committee to do except to get the Bill back to the House.

Mr. IVES. Of course I would not put my opinion against
that of the leader of the House and the leader of the Opposi-
tion, but I had supposed that when the House is in Com-
mittee, the Committee could do what they liked with the Biil.
If the Committee bas not power to rise without report-
ing, whence the necessity of the Committee reporting at
all? Will the House take the Bill and read it the third
time without report from the Committee ? If the House is
competent to receive the Bill back from the Committee as
a report, then surely we have jurisdiction; and if we have
jurisdiction we can do what we like with it. Moreover, the
motion that the Committee rise, like the motion for the
adjournment ofthe House, can be made at any time, and is1
always in order.

Amendment (Mr. Ives) agreed to; and Bill reported.

Mr. OAMERON (Huron) moved that the Bill, as amend-
ed, benow taken into consideration.

Mr. BOSSÉ moved in amendment that the Bill, as amend.l
ed, be taken into consideration this day six months.
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Amendment
division:--

Amnyot
Baker M'fissisquoi),
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Carling,
Caron,
Oimon,
Oostigan,
Cough lin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Outhbert,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,

Allen,
Allison,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Beraier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Burnham,
Burns,
Bnrpee (St. John),
Burpee (Sunbury,
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,.
Caugrain,
Catudal,'
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cook,
DaIy,
Davies,
Diekinson,
Fairbank,
Ferguson(Leeds & Gre
Fisher,
Flemingî,
Forbes,
Foster,
Geoffrion,

(Mr. Bossé) negatived on the following

Y s .

Messieurs

Dudd, MeXillvn (Vaudreuil),
Dugas, Mecallurn,
Dundas, McDougald,
Dupont, Massue,
Parrow, Méthot,
Fréchette, Montplaisir,
Gagné, Orton,
Gigault, Pinsonneault,
Girouard (Jac. Cartier),Riopel,
Grandbois, Royal
Guilbault,' Rykert,
Hackett, Scott,
Haggart, Small
Hawkins, Sprouie,
Hurtean, Tassé
lIest Tyrwh.itt,
Jamieson, Valin,
La brouie, vanasse,
Langevin, Wallace'(York)
Lesage, White (Cardwell),
McDonald (0. Breton), Williams,
Mackintosh, Woodworth.-67.

Messieurs
Gillmor, Paterson (Brant),
Gordon, Pickard,
Gulet, Platt,
Gunn, Pope,
Harley, Ray,
Hay, Richey,
Resion, Rinfret,
Hickey' Robertson (Shelburne),
Hilliard, Rosi (Midd lesex),
Bolton, Scriver,
Borner, Smlyth,
Irvine, Somerville (Brant),
Jackson, Somerville (Bruce),
Keefler, Springer,
King, Sutherland <Oxford),
linney, Sutherland (Selkirk),

Kirk, Taylor,
Kranz, Tilley,
Laurier, Trow,
Lister, Tupper (Cumberland),
Livingstone Tupper (Pictou)
Macdonald <'ir John), Wallace (Albertý,
Mackenzie, Watson,
MeMilan (Huron), Weldon,
mecrney, Wells,
MeIntyre, Wheler,
Melsac, White (Hastings),
McLelan, White (Renfrew),

n)McMullen, Wirle,

Moffat, Wood (Brockville),
Mulock, Wood (Westmoreland),
O'Brien, Yeo.-101,
Paint,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved that the Bill, as amend-
ed, be now taken into consideration.

Mr. ROYAL moved that the following be added to the
amendment, as reported from the Committee of theWhole:-

That no reporter, journalist, newspaper correspondent,- or member
of the press, not being a practising barrister, shal be admitted to the
court-room during trials of all the offences mentioned in this Act.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question is upon the consideration
of the Bill am amended. This motion will properly come in,
therefore, when the Bill is being read the third time.

Mr. BLAKE. I understand that the motion of my bon.
friend for West filuron was that the amendment be now
considered. The motion of the hon. member for Quebec
Centre wa4 in amondment, that it bu not now considered
but that it be cornsidered this day six mon ths, That amend-
ment bas been lost and we are now on the main motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would suggest to my
hon. friend who moved this, that the amendmend be con-
sidered now and stand for its third reading; and then that
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there should be a vote taken to-morrow, or whenever the
Bill is finally disposed of. There is no use having half a
dozen divisions on it.

Motion agreed to on a division.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 14) respecting Carriers
by Land.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,
Mr. MACKENZIE. I should like to know if the hon.

gentleman intends to send this Bill to the Banking and
Commerce Committee. I can imagine no Bill more requir-
ing the attention of that Committee than a Bill relating to
carriers' duties.

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not propose to move such a
motion. I am opposed to sending Bills of this kind to such
Committees, which are struck for the purpose of dealing
with Private Bill legislation.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think the hon. gentleman will flnd
that similar Bills have been sent there.

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not mean to say that such bas
not been done, but I do not intend to move such a motion.

Mr. McCALLUM. I think this Bill should go to the
Committee. Some very important changes are proposed
which will effect the interests of all shippers.

Mr. iMcCARTHY. Not shippers.
Mr. MoCALLUM.. Yes, shippers, and railway companiesas

well, because it relieves them from being responsible for
damage they may do to any man's property.

Mr. McCARTHY. That is not the object of the Bill.
Mr. MoCALLUM. It will have this result: that on every

bill of lading there will be a contract, and unless that con-
tract is signed, goods will not be shipped. In regard to
carriers by water the case is différent, because there is
competition in that case; but in a village the shipper of
goods or cattle must sign a contract on every bill of Iading,
or he cannot ship at all, therefore the companies will
get rid of their liability. Under these circumstances I hope
the Bill will be referred to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce.

Mr. McCARTHY. My hon. friend is wrong in his view
of the Bill. The object is in a contrary direction, to make
railway companies and other carriers responsible, unless
the contract they enter into with shippers is decided by the
courts to be just and reasonable. As the law stands now
carriers can and do insist upon any regulations ard any
conditions which they please, whether these are just or
unjust; and they are able to set them up as a defence
against the consignor or consignee, whose goods are lost
or destroyed. The object of the Bill is to provide that
these conditions are not to be bindirg or tenable, unless
signed by the consignor, or shipper, and not then unless
they are just and reasonable, and if it is so decided by the
court or Judge. The object, therefore, of the legislation I
propose, is to impose additional liability on carriers, or
rather to take away some of the provisions on whieh they
now insist to protect themselves against all possible liability
in any event.

Mr. McCALLUM. This House, I think, should say what
is just and right, and it should not be left to any court at
all, as far as the responsibility of the carrier is concerned.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. CASGRAIN. 1-think, Mr.Chairman, that the views of
the hon. member for Simeoe, as to the duties ofthe courts' ar
rather anomalous. Courts of justice are not created to make
contracts for parties, but only to construe contracts as the
parties intended to make them. I do not think our courts
would be greatly delighted in having to interpret contraets,
as to whether they are reasonable or not. When a contract
is made it is binding on both parties. I think that the objec
:of the Bill might be botter attained, if these regulations
were made by Statute and not left to the disoretion
of the courts ; and that the suggestion of the hon. member
for Monck ought to be adopted. The Bill could be sifted in
the Committee of Banking and Commerce. For instance,.
take the meaning my hon. friend (Mr. McCarthy) gives to
the word, "common carrier." He applies it only to car-
riers by land. Now, I will ask my hon. friend whether
carriers could not get rid of these provisions, in case they
sent goods by ferry during a part of the trip, as between
Detroit and Sandwich. Their liability would then cease,
according to the letter of this Bill, which ought to be refer-
red to a Committee, especially as it affects the rights of so
many persons.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As I understand from
my bon. friexd, this Bill is, an exact transcription of the
English Carrier's Act, which was there fully considered ii
Committee, and there, as my hon. friend Mr. Casgrain must
know, aIl the vested rights of railway companies and of
all kinds are fully protected and discussed in Committee;
therefore, I think we have prima facie evidence that this is
a good Bill. On looking over the Bill itself, I am of
that opinion. Still, if it be the general sense of the House
that it ought to be referred either to the Committee on
Railways or to the Committee on Banking and Commerce,
I have no doubt that my hon. friend will yield, and will
consent to this step. From its clauses it might either go
1to the one or to the other Committee, but Banking and
Commerce is perhaps the one most appropriate, inasmuch
as this Bill refers to other carriers by land than railway
companies. The hon. gentleman will see that' the Bill is
limited to carriers by land and does not affect the common
law or the statutory obligations of shippers.

Mr. McCARTIHY. This is already provided for by the
Statutes.

Mr. CASGRAIN, I do not think that it can interfere
with carriers by land.

Mr. McCARTHY. Oh, yes.
Mr. CASGRAIN. The moment they cease, de facto, to be

carriers by land, and become carriers by water, the contraet
under this Bill is not inding, but lapses. This would break
the contract in toto, exactly as in the case of the deviation
of a ship from its course. The point-I make is very simple.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Do I understand the hon. gentleman
to say that the twelfth section is in the Bliglish Act,
which allows Judges to decide whether a contract is reason-
able or not.

Mr. McCARTIY. Yes; and that is really the best section
of the Bill.

Mr. BL RKE. That is the old section which we had
years ago.

Mr. McCARTHY. This is really the important part of
the Bill ; and what wo have been trying to get here for
some time. At present there is no check on carriers-no
limitation at all. If -ny person reads a shipping bill, and
all the conditions imposed on carriers, and which they are
compelled to sign or their goods will not be shipped, he
will find the necessity which exists for such a Bil as this.
The objection to it, I understand, is that it ought to go far-
ther, and say, that no limitation and no conditions imposed
on carriers, shall be held ut, and. legal, and binding; but
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whether the House is prepared to go to that length, I amu
not prepared to say.

Mr. SPROULE. I think that the Bill is a step in th(
rigkt direction; and any person who is engaged in trade
will recognise that fact. -e conditions now imposed or
carriers are almost imposible of fulfilment; and if any los
be sustained, damages can scarcely at ail be recovered. 1
think that the Bill should, however, inelude all classes o
articles--such as animals and cattle.

Mr. McCARTHY. It does do so.
Mr. SPROULE. For instance,.last summer in the case

of shipping cattle and herses to the North-West, an agree
ment was entered into by shippers, who had te sign it.
The cars, containing cattle and horses were shunted off on a
siding. No provision was -made for feeding them and a num.
ber died. An attempt was made to get redress through the
courts, but it was impossible to obtain it. The conditions
seemed to be binding all on one side, and not on the other
at all. I think it is necessary that this Bill should go before
a Committee and sifted a little further, in order that it may
be carried a good deal further and be made to include all
classes of articles shipped.

Mr. WELDON. I think it is well te follow the English
Act, which will be a great guide te us and to the public. I
must say 1 agree with the last speaker, some interference is
required, for the conditions imposed by the railways carry-
ing goods practically throw the whole of the responsi-
bility on the sender ; and as my hon. friend from Simcoe
says, this is a step in the right direction, and it does not
place undue responsibility upon the carriers.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I see it is provided in the third
clause, that carriers are not required Vo take certain articles,
over and above a certain value, unless an increased rate is
paid ; and the fourth clause provides that they are bound te
take these articles, if an increased charge is paid. It would
be well to consider what this charge should be; for the
railway companies might raise the rate, until they made it
prohibitory. The promoter of the Bill might well consider
whether the rate should not be fixed.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I would like to ask the right hon..
gentleman at the head of the Government, who has
announced his approval of the Bill in general terms,
whether this Bill will apply to Government railways. If we
are te continue in the business of common carriers, as a
nation, I presume that we must necessarily be brought.
under the provisions of that part of the Act which regulates
carriers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do net think that the
Government can be considered teobe a common carrier.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Well, then, an uncommon carrier.

On the fourth ca1use,
Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon.

friend (Mr. McCarthy) whether he considers that this
clause giving the right to put an increased rate on valuable
goods, is subject te the general control of railways, and of
railway carriage, and of rates, under the Railway Acts. It
may conflict in that regard; and if there be any question
on this point, the Bill should go to the Committee on Rail-
ways.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I think, Mr. Chairman, that
there should be some limitation at all events, as te the
increased rate to be charged by carriers on these articles.

Mr. WELDON. I think that if a carrier should make
an excessive charge the party injured would have remedy
without this Act, and could recover back the over-charge.
Still, it might be well te guard this section, in order that
railway companies might not have the power te impose

n exorbitant rates. The difficulty is that in a great many
cases, where exorbitant charges were collected the parties

e concerned would pay them, and not seek to recover. This
, is an objection that undoubtedly, it a carrier charges un-
n reasonably, the excess can ho recovered Lack. I have done

80 myself.
Mr. BLAKE. I do not see why the tariffof express rates

f should not be in the same position, that is, subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council.

Mr. WHITE (]Renfrew). The plan followed by the rail-
way companies is that when an article is brought to them
which they do not care to carry, weighing say eighty or
100 pounds, they will not take it except at the rate of 1,000
or 1,500 pounds.

Mr. McCARTHY. The point made by the hon. First Min-
ister is that this power might enlarge the right of the railway

3 companies to change such tariff as they please, and get rid
o the necessity they are now under of having the tariff
afpproved by the Governor in Council. But this is a general
law which enacts that all carriers shall have theso rights
in connection with such goods; and I do not think it will
give the railway companies power to charge anything
except by law, which must be approved by the Governor
in Council, before it becomes operative. My hon. friend for
Renfrew (Mr. White) suggests to me that a certain
maximum might be fixed, say 20 or 30 per cent., beyond
which they should not go.

Mr. WELDON. If you fix 30 per cent. they will always
charge that rate.

Mr. MoCARTIHY. There is danger of that, of course.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I would ask the hon. gentleman if he

knows how this law will affect the Province of Quebec,
where we have our particular Fronch law on this subjoct.
It seems to me, speaking at the moment, that these pro-
visions will make what I consider a great modification
upon our laws.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it would be well
for th e Committee to rise and report progress. The atten-
tion of hon. members has only been called to this Bill to-day,
and they have not yet had time to fully consider its pro-
visions. I, therefore, move that the Committee rise and
report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Mr. DAVIES. I did not understand whether the hon.
mover of this Bill, in his answer to the hon. member for
East York, said that the Bill was intended to apply to
the Government railways. I think ho intimated that the
Government were not common carriers. I think he will
find thrt in the Consolidated Railway Act of 1881, they are
made common carriers, both with respect to passengers and
goods. In fact, so far as the castern part of the Dominion
is concerned, they do almost all the carrying trade. In
Prince Edward Island, it is known the railway is entirely
owned by the Government. If the Committee agrees that
the Bill is good, I see no reason why it should not apply to
the Government railways.

Progress reported, Committee to sit again.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 10:10 o'clock p.m.) the ilouse

adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 14th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYrs.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced, and read the first
time:

Bill (No. 83) to amend the Acts respecting procedure in
Criminal Cases, and other matters relating to Criminal
Law.-(Mr. Weldon.)

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY RETURNS.

Mr. MITCHELL enquired, 1Whether the Grand Trunk
Railway Company of Canada have regularly made the
returns required of them by Sections 30 and 31 of the Rail-
way Act ofl1879 ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The company made their
returns under Section 30, but they did not sign them and,
in that respect, the requirement of the law bas not been
complied with. They have promptly complied with the 31st
sectijon, by making their weekly returns of traffic duly
signed.

INSURING GOODS IN BONDED WAREHOUSES.

Mr. COURSOL enquired, Have the Collectors of Cus-
toms at the Ports of Montreal and Quebec, received instruc.
tions from the hon. the Minister of Customs to direct
persons to insure all goods placed in a bonded warehouse,
at a price sufficient, not only to cover the cost of freight of
the articles, but also the amount of duty as well ?

Mr. BOWELL. No such instructions have been sent from
the Department.

SUPERANNUATION OF PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND
JUDGES.

Mr. DAVIES enquired, W hether it is the intention of the
Government to apply to the Judges of the Supreme Court of
Prince Edward Island the Statutes respecting the super-
annuation and retiring allowances of Judges of the Superior
Courts of the Dominion ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention of the
Government to submit a measure to Parliament directly.

VACANT COMMISSIONS IN THE ARTILLERY.

Mr. WELDON enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to fill up the vacant Commissiòns in "A" and "B "
Batteries of Artillery with graduates of the Royal Military
College ?

Mr. CARON. The matter is now under consideration of
the Government.

OFFICIAL REPORTING OF THE DEBATEý.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved, that the first report of
the Select Committee appointed to supervise the Official
Reporta of the Debates of this House, during the present
Session, be concurred in.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It appears there are some facts that
it is desirable the Committce should have an opportunity
to consider in relation to the subject mentioned in the re-
port; and if that opportunity was afforded, the Committee
would very likely modify the conclusion at which they bad

Sir JoHtN A. MACDONALD.

arrived, or offer some suggestions as to what mode should
be adopted for the translation of the Debates hereafter. In
view of these facts, I beg to move that the report be referred
back to the Committee for reconsideration.

Motion agreed to.

MURRAY CANAL.

Mr. PLATT, in moving for copies of all reports not already
bronght down by Government engineers, relative to the
several proposed routes for the Murray Canal, with estim-
ated cost of construction by adopted route and other pro-
posed routes; also, Orders in Council, correspondence,
petitions from mariners, vessel owners and others, and re-
commendations of master-sailors and others, relative to the
selection of a route, the construction of the canal, or the
character of the harbors afforded by Presqu'Isle and
Weller's Bay; also, a list of tenders, with names and
amounts, received in response to Government advertise-
ment, and all offers made by tender or otherwise to con-
struct the canal by any other than the adopted route, together
with such reports as to progress made in work of con-
struction as may be in possession of the Government, said:
These reports are asked for in order that the people may be
furnished with the reasons which induced the Government
to select the route chosen for the Murray Canal. So far the
people in that section have not been made aware of the rea-
sons, and there is an almost unanimous expression of opinion
that a preferable route was discovered and should have been
selected, and, in the opinion of vessel owners, what is known
as No. 4 route, or the route opening into Weller's Bay would
be more advantageous, especially to the marine interests of
the country. It is simply for the sake of satisfying the
public that this information is asked. I presumethe Govern-
ment bave acted upon the reports of their engineers, but those
reports have not been officially published. I find, in the
report of the hon. the Minister of Railways and Canals, the
engineer refers to a special report, but I cannot find it in
the hon. Minister's report. I trust the reasons which
induced the Government to select the adopted route, and
the other information asked for in the motion, will be
brought down.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no objection to bring-
ing down the information which the hon. gentleman has
asked for, but a similar motion has already been made in
the other branch of Parliament, and the return bas been
granted and will be brought down and go to the Printing
Committee; and I presume it will not be neceseary to dupli-
cate it bere, as all that the hon. gentleman wishes will be
atta ned by the information asked for being submitted to
Parliament. If the hon, gentleman will allow the motion
to drop, the information required will all be furnished under
the Orders of the Senate, and when sent to the Printing
Committee it will be available to the members of this House
as well as to the other branch of Parliament.

Mr. BLAKE. Has the hon. gentleman compared the
motions ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have-yes; at least when
I say that, I may add I sent a copy of this motion to the
hon. Minister of Justice, who stated that it was similar to
one moved for in the Senate; but if I find anything in this
motion which is not embraced in the other, the wole will
be sent down.

Mr. BLAKE. All right.
Motion withdrawn.

RICHMOND FIELD BATTERY.

Mr. IVES, in moving for a return- of all petitions
for, and correspondence with respeet to new guns for
the Richmond Field Battery, said: Shortly after thet jer-
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mination of the Crimean war, a number of great guns
were brought to thisa- country'; and our Government,
with a degree of liberality whieh was somewhat unusual,
presented these guns to different cities and towns through-
out the Dominion, for the purpose of ornamenting
parks and public places. There were, however, a few
that were so ponderous that the different cities and
towns did not like to take the responsibility of receiving
them; and out of this residuum, afterwards, a field battery
was organized. These guns, I think, have been mostly
fortification or siege guns, captured from the Russians. I
think it was the custom of the predecessors of the hon.
gentleman who is now Minister of Militia and Defence to
p ass this ponderous battery around to all the junior

tteries as fast as they were gazetted. As a rule, when a
new battery was gazetted they got those great guns ; but
unfortunately for them the Richmond Field Battery, although
it was gazetted several years ago, it is still the baby
battery or the last battery organized; and, for
that reason, they have had to undertake to drill
with these guns for an inordinately long period of
time. We have waited with very great patience, hoping
that the hon. Minister would either give us new guns of a
suitable character or gazette another battery,when we would
expect that the same practice, which has hitherto been
followed, would be continued. Now, I have only to call the
attention of the hon. gentleman to the report of his own
officer, the Deputy Adjutant General, upon this subject. He
says upon page 25 of the Militia Report of this year,
speaking of Field Batteries :

" The Richmond Field Battery, Major Aylmer, in camp at Richmond,
did excellent work, and worked their heavy and obsolete weapons (which
I trust the Department will soon be able to change), with a desire to
excel, though they turned out weak, and in consequence, the work was
hea'vy"

I can only say, that if they had turned out strong the
work would have been very heavy. Although the Eastern
Townships, I think, are famed for their muscular men and
horses, I must say that this battery has been a severe trial
both to horses and men. I can quite understand that, dur-
ing last summer, the hon. Ministers were engaged in
the duty or task of spiking great guns, in different parts of
the country; but as that time has passed, they can now
give their attention to this subject. I must ask the lon.
Minister to give this matter his earnest attention, and, if
possible, either to gazette a new battery, or to pass these
guns along, or to place this year in the Estimates a sum
sufficient to purchase suitable guns for these men; and con-
sidering the pay which the volunteers receive at the pre-
sent time, it is enough to ask them to perform their duties
with suitable equipment. Now, this battery, when
they turn ont, cannot fairly be asked to enter into compe-
tition with other batteries which are properly served. It
is impossible for them to go through their evolutions with
that degree of credit to themselves, which would be possible
if they had suitable guns, and were put on fair terms of
competition with other batteries. I have asked, for one or
two years, that this matter should be looked into; and I
arm quite sure that the Minister, this year, with his usual
liberality, will do what we consider to be justice to the
Richmond Field Battery.

Mr. CARON. Mr. Speaker, the battery to which the hon.
gentleman bas just calied the attention of the Govern ment
and the House, las already had my attention on several
occasions. The hon. gentleman and the gallant officer com-
manding the Richmond Battery, have applied to me to
provide the battery with guns. I know perfectly well what
is contained in the report of the Deputy Adjutant General
in reference to this battery, but ft also applies to several
other batteries, which are not armed with proper guns, to
make them as efficient as they should be. But I must say,
Mr. Speaker, that the ohange wold invoQVe the expendi-

ture of£1,699 sterling per battery; and, however anxious I
have been, and am at present, to give to these different
batteries improved and lighter guns, whieh would be more
useful and which would contribute so much towards their
efficiency, I Must say that the great expenditure which would
be involved in the purchase of guns to arm them, has, so far,
prevented me making the change which I would like
to have made. I hope, but I cannot say when-but
before very long-that it may be possible to carry out
the changes which would make such a very great improve-
ment in these different batteries. For the present I
have found it impossible to order the guns which have
been required; and I may add, that the Richmond
Battery would only obtain such equipment after three
others-who would be entitled, from their seniority, to get
the first improved guns at the disposal of the Department
for the purpose of arming these batteries-had secured the
benefit of such change. .

Mr. O'BRIEN. I would like to take advantage of this
opportunity to bring the attention of the hon. the Minister
of Militia to the condition of the officers commanding these
field batteries; and I hope that, when the Militia Estimates
come down, he will make some change in regard to them.
I think it is a very great injustice that these officers
in the active force, commanding batteries and under
very great responsibility, not only in caring for
valuable stores, but in having to learn much more
in the shape of drill, should only hold the position
of captains of infantry companies, with the same
pay and rank. I would ask, whether either in the Bill about
to be brought down, or in some measure with reference to
the Militia, placed before the House this Session, or through
the Estimates, officers commanding field batteries should
be given the same position that majors of infantry regiments
hold. This would be only fair, for it is exceedingly unfair
that an officer commanding a field battery, with seventyor
eighty men, and in charge of valuable property, and of
duties requiring a much larger amount of technical know-
ledge than infantry officers possess, should only have the
position held by an officer commanding forty-two men, and
roceive a captain's pay. It Io simply a matter of fair-
ness that the change should be made. As an officer who has
attended a great many inspections and reviews, I may sa
I think it a very great credit to our force, that it is not only
relatively, but absolutely, so thoroughly efficient and deserv.
ing of every encouragement, as is the case in connection
with the field batteries of the Dominion of Canada.

Motion agreed to.

PILOTAGE AUTIHORITY, BRITISH COLtUMBIA.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria), in moving for copies of ail cor-
respondence and papers between the Government and the
pilotage authorities of British Columbia, or any other par-
ties on the subject of pilots and pilotage, said: I might
state that I have several reasons for calling for this corres-
pondence. The first is that I may ascertain the names of
the persons with whom this correspondence has been had,
and the reasons given by them for having been the means
of altering what was at one time a very good system of
pilotage in British Columbia-the system which wus em-
bodied in the Pilotage Act of 1873, and made a licable to
the Province of British Columbia on the 5th of May, 1875.
I wish also, if possible, to show what has been the effect of
that change upon the trade and commerce of the Province;
and last, but by no means least, I wish to show the injustice
which has been inflicted upon the pilota of British Columbia.
By the Act of 1873 it was provided that the Governor
General in Council should have power to apoint a
certain number of persons - not less than three or
more than five - who should constitute the pilotage
agthority in any particular portion of the Doinion
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which they miglht see fit to provide for. On the 5th
of May, 1875, a board of five Commissioners was appointed,
under an Order in Council, to whom jurisdiction was given
over the whole of the waters of British Columbia, from the
shores of Washington Territory to the northern boundaries
of the Province. Subsequently-I think on the 15th of
April, 1879-an Order in Couneil was passed splitting up
that board, so to speak, and substituting therefor three
separate and distinct pilotage authorities. There is in
British Columbia an interim port called the Royal Roads,
which all vessels from foreign parts, and even coasters,
make for. The reason of their domng so is obvious, because
at that particular point they are in a position to negotiate
charters with the coal loading port of Nanaimo and
Departure Bay, the lumber loading ports of Port Moody and
Hastings at Burrard Inlet, the lumbering mills of Puget
Sound, and the wheat market of Portland in Oregon, while
they can also, at very slight expense, run down to San Fran-
cisco, wbere they can easily secure charters. I believe I
would be justified in saying that nine-tenths of the vessels
arriving in British Columbia anchor in the Royal Roads pre-
vious to going to the ]oading ports of British Columbia, or
effecting charters in any of the neighboring ports which I
have mentioned. In a recent visit made by the hon. Minister
of Railways and Canals to British Columbia, this matter was
brought very foreibly to his notice by an address which was
presented by the Board of Trade of British Columbia, which
Board consists of many of the most prominent merchants,
not merely in Victoria, but in all parts of the Province. I
shall read to the House some extracts from that address:

" The present system of pilotage districts leads to a great deal of dis-
satisfaction on the part of masters of vessels, owing to the conflict of
authorities which at present exists in having special pilots for each dis-
trict. Vessels, as a rule, call at this port on their way down to Burrard
Talet and Nanaimo, and the pilots of these ports are put to much unne-
cessary expense in consequence of their having to maintain an additional
number of pilot vessels. We recommend that some arrangement be made
by which pilot licenses shall extend over the three districts, reserving
to the different boards their local authority. We have already endea-
vored to arrange such a scheme, but without succesi."

Later on, when His Excellency the Governor General visited
British Columbia, this matter was again brought forward in
the following words:-

" The subject of pilots and pilotage is another matter which urgently
requires reorganization, from the fact that vessels as a rule call at
Royal Roade (.e. port of Victoria) on their way to Nanaimo, Burrard
Inlet, and New Westminster, and naturally expect to find pilota at or
below Race Rocks, ready and competent to take them to any port in
the Province, instead of being met with a conflict of authorities and
rates for three separate and distinct districts, the same as though they
represented an equal number of foreign porta. This existing system of
electoral pilotage districts is at variance with the requirements of
trade and commerce, is unnecessarily expenhive to a small number of
pilots, enchances very materially the port char ges of merchant vessels
and has a tendency to influence them to prefer Puget Bound to British
Columbia. We would respectfully submit, therefore, that some steps
should be taken not only to amalgamate the three British Columbia
districts but also to make the licenses held by all pilots effective for
the whoie of the navigable waters of British Columbia, and a maximum
rate established that may be fairly chargable to vessels loading at the
several ports, irrespective of the number that may bappen to call at
during their stay in British Columbia waters."

I do not find any part of the world where the pilotage arrange-
ments are so peculiar as in British Columbia. If we go1
to Great Britain we find that the pilotage authority consistsi
of the Trinity louse, having jurisdiction from the River1
Thames to longitude 11I west, or several leagues to the westi
of the Scilly Islands, although there are several classes of1
pilots, each having specifie certificates, namely, from the1
Thames to Gravesend, from Gravesend to South Foreland,(
and from Foreland through the English channel, includingi
Spitbead, Portsmouth, Plymouth, &c. Coming a littlej
nearer home le t us take the St. Lawrence River, and we
find that though it forms the boundary of no lessa
than twelve or fourteen eletoral districts, .there are1
only two pilotage authorities, namely, the Montrealg
Rarbor Commissioners and Trinity Hous, Quebo.

Mt, ~aa

The pilotage district of Quebec, as defined by the Act, com.
prisesI "the River St. Lawrence, from the basin ofPortneuf,
inclusively, to an imaginary line drawn from the eastern
anchorage ground, off -Barnaby Island, to the eastern anchor-
age ground, under Cape Columbia, on the north shore,
together with all rivers, waters, creeks, bays and coves,
within the said limits, where the tide ebbs and flows." The
pilotage district of Montreal comprises the river from Port-
neuf te the Province fine. Now, if it is not necessary that
the pilotage districts in the St. Lawrence and other rivers
should be assimilated to the electoral districts, why should
that be the case in a new Province like British Columbia,
where there are very few persons conversant enough with
nautical matters to be competent to sit on so many boards.
If we could obtain a sufficient number there to compose one
board, I think that is ail we could reasonably expect. I arn
aware of one case in which a Commissioner, who was con-
ducting an examination, knew so little of nautical
matters as to ask a pilot, whom he was examining,
what he meant by a binnacle and where it was situated.
I mention this case to show that, however competent
men may be as merchants to transact ordinary business
relating to shipping, it by no means follows that they are
fitted to deal with all matters connected with pilotage and
navigation. Instead of having three separate pilotage
boards, I think it would be better to establish one general
pilotage board for the Province, composed of one Commis-
sioner each from Nanaimo, Esquimault, Victoria, Departure
Bay, Port Moody, Port Hastings, and New Westminster,
making seven in all. But that is a minor matter compared
with the injustice which the present system inflicts upon
pilota who have certain vested rights under licenses issued
them by the British Columbia pilotage authority, consti-
tuted by the Pilotage Act of 1873, which licenses gave to
those pilota the right to pilot in any port of British
Columbia, and all the navigable waters leading thereto.
In a case which was taken before the Supreme
Court of the Province to test the validity of
these licenses, the judgment given says that
nothing but clear and express words will give a retrospec-
tive and retroactive effect to the Statute, and however
much the present tense may be used in it, it must be con-
strued as applying only to future matters. The pilota who
received licenses in British Columbia were giYen to under-
stand, not only verbally by the Commissioners, but
by the Act under which the licenses were issued, that
they were to be ilota during good behaviour, until the
age of sixty-five. Iow, I maintain that the change in the
jurisdiction of the pilotage authority issuing said licenses,
does not and should not in any way interfere with the
validity of the licences held by those pilots. The effect of
the Order in Council of the 15th of April, 1879, was abso-
lutely to destroy the whole pilotage system of British Col-
umbia then li existence, which was working admirably, and
te create in lieu thereof three distinct but imperfect sys-
tems, at great loss to the pilota of the Province.
They had to give up their vessels at a loss of
$4,000 or $5,000, they had to abandon their pilot
stations, and in many other ways they were deprived
of the rights they possessed under the old British Columbia
license. My main object in addressing the Hlouse on this
subject is to induce the Government, if possible, te pass such
legislation as will restore to these pilota the rights which
they have been unjustly deprived of. If it is thought
desirable that there should be one board to each port, I would
suggest that there should be one general board to which
appeals might be made from the decisions of the local board.
I will conclude by aski .g that some departmontal or legis-
lative action be taken, so that if there cannot be one board
for the whole of the Province, a sort of reciprocity may be
established among the several local boards, so that they
would at as onie@ r, and by which the rates of pilotage
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mightbe lessened,.and the rights of the pilobsrpreServed and
the charges on vessels lessened.

Mr. McLELAN. I think tie hon, member shouid amend
the motion. by i.estricting the return to correspondence in
British Columbia; otherwise it would call for al the corre-
spondence which the Department hua had respecting pilota
and pilotage.

Mr. BLAKE. I shall have much pleasure in amending
it in that way.

Mr. HOMER. After the time and labor spent in estab-
lishing different pilotage districts in British Columbia, I
think we should be very cautious about. changing it; and I
wish to say that, so far as the district of New Westminster
is concerned, which I have the honor to represont, I believe
the system is satisfactery-so much so that, previous to my
leaving, the city of New Westminster expressed a very
strong opinion in opposition to any change being made at
the present time. At present each pilotage district has its
own board, which makes its own laws and regulations; and
any attempt te take away that power and concentrate it in
one body will always meet with strong opposition. Any
attempt te concentrate that power at one common point
wonld always meet with very strong opposition on their
part.

Mr. GORDON. With reference to Nanaimo, I am bere
to ask for the continuation of the system that is now in
force. While I should have no objection to the correspon-
dence asked for, I am sure this Government can have none.
I cannot agree with the contention of my hon. friend, that
any considerable amount of shipping wait in the Royal Roads
seeking charters. Nearly all the shipping that frequent the
port of Nanaimo, which this last year took away some
240,000 tons of coal, were contract ships. Therefore, any
attempt to interfere with the pilotage authorities at this
time, even at the solicitation of what is tormed the British
Columbia Board of Trade, would be disapproved of by the
people of Nanaimo, above all by those companies who
contend that nothing should happen that would interfere
with the freedom. of their shipping. The proposition, to
have a board of Pilot Comrmissioners for the whole of
British Columbia, comprised of one commissioner at New
Westminster, and one at every other portwould be a failure.
Itwould. only result in the detention of shipping, on any dis-
pute ariaing between the pilota and ptains. The present
system is .approved of, and I am here te state that the district
I have the honor te represent willdisapprove of any attempt
te interfere with it.

Me. SHAKESPEARE. I have simply te endorse what
the hon. menrber for Victoria has so well said, and I
sincerely trust the suggestions>hê has made will be carried
ont.

Mr. BAKER. I did not notice, in the remarks Eof either
of the hon. gentlemen who have spoken, whether they
advocate4 the cause of the old pilote having justice done to
them, or net, or whether theii- original rights under their old
licenses, up to sixty.five years of;age, were to be reserved.

Motion agreed.to.

AGRICULTURAL FERTILIZRR

Mr. MASSUE, in moving ibr a Select Committee te
enquire as te the necessity of pamsing a law to prevent fraud
in the mabufactureof 4gricultural fertilizers, the said Com-
rittee to eoniest Of Mesrs. White (Renfrew), Williams,
IBiarbeau, Farrow, Guilbault, Scriver, Béchard, Trow, and
the mover, said: The object in presenting this motion is to
protect the farmers in helping them te buy a genuine
article instead of the apurious ones offered everywhere for
sole. In many intau s,,perhiaphmoress near large citieas
fiamaewhaver been sellag ha- witbogt keeping atok to im

prove their lands; in some other instances, they have kept
the necessary stock to keep their farme in good condition.
But even in this last case they still want something more
to increase their crops, and they find it impossible, if they
have no law, to pr.event frauds in the manufacture of agri.
cultural. fortilizers. It is a notorious fact that, both in
Europe and the United States, until a similar law was in-
troduced, the greatest fraud was practised which had the
effect of cheeking for some time the introduction of minerai
and other prepared fertilizers. While this proposed law is
to protect the farmer from bei ng imposed upon by tht sale
of spurious articles which he has no means of detecting, it
will aiso be a protection to the honest manufacturer, who
will be obliged to put a label on every bag, pack, or barrel,
stating the quality and percentage of fertilizing principles
contained in the article he offers for sale. it je the only
way to induce farmers to buy and use fertilizers, so that
they may improve their lands. Another important con-
sideration is the impetus it will give to the development of
our phosphate mines by making a market for the apatite,
the exportation of which has beon almost abandoned on
account of the low prices in the European market. No in-
spection or other Government machinery is necessary to
put this law in operation.

Mr. BOURBE&AU (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I believe
the hon. gentleman bas done well in moving, as he did, in
this matter. I think I am in a position to prove to this
House how necessary it is that inspectors should be appoint.
ed by Government to inspect the various kinds offertilizers
that are now offered on tho mi ket. It is, to my knowledge,
that, in the electoral division which I have the honor to re-
present here, experirnents have been made towards the
cultivation of beet roots. Artificial fertilizers had to be
bought for that purpose, most of which were imported ; I
do not mean those fertilizers imported by the Local Govern-
ment of Quebec, but such other fertilizers as were imported
from elsewhere. Those fertilizers were fully trie, without,
however, producing such results as were anticipated ; they
were not even worth as much as the common ashes taken
from our stoves and spread over the ground to fertilize it.
I may mention, as an instance in point, the case of a farmer
of my county who, not having the means to purchase all
the phosphate he required to fertilize his farm for beet-root
culture, dotermined on using phosphate on one half of his
land, and run the risk of spreading asies on the other half
as a fertilizer. Well, Mr. Speaker, beet roots grew splendidly
on the part whereon the ashes had been deposited, whereas
the other part on which phosphates had been used, barely
produced anything. Therefore the hon. gentleman deserves
to be congratulated for this motion, and I hope the Special
Committee which will be appointed will give the subject its
most careful attention.

Motion agreed to.

EXPORT DUTY ON SPRUCE LOGS.

Mr. IVES, in moving that, in the opinion of the Houese it
is expedient to consider the question of an increase of the
expert duty on spruce logs of all lengths and sizes exported
from the Provinces of Ontario and Quaebec, said: I preSume
that the hon. Finance Minister will agree with me in
several of the propos.itions which I have to state. In the
first place, I presume ho will agree with me that the settled
policy of his Government is Canada for the Canadians, an4
that that policy has already lod Parliament, as a protection
to Canadian manufacturee, to levy CutLoms daties on Ianu,
factaned goods imported into Canada; and, in order still
further to protect the Carjadian rnuswfacturer, his t(over-
ment has, in some case, admitted free of duty the raw
material which goes into the construction of those articles
here. le has gone farther than that, and, in the article of
sprueS saw log, in order to encourage the manufantrb gf
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lumber on our own 8ide of the border, he has placed an
export duty of 81 per 1,000 feet upon spruce logs. His Gov-
ernment have gone even further than that, because in some
cases they have actually given bounties to assist and pro-
moto Canadian manufactures. Now, Sir, the motion before
the Chair proposes that this duty already existing, so far
as it retors to spruce saw logs, should be increased. There
is nothing new in principle in it, it is only part of our
settled policy, and the only question possible arising is,
whether it is expedient that that duty should be increased.
If I were to-day, for the first time, rising to propose to the
hon. Minister of Finance to levy an export duty upon spruce
saw logs, there might be a division as to the
principle, but as thore is already a duty of $1 per
thousand, I claim that there is no occasion for dis-
cusing principles, and that the question solely
is as to the expediency of increasing the duty in the
interests of our own manufacturers Now, we have hitherto,
in discussing questions similar to this, considered the rela-
tive positions of Canadians and Americans upon the matter
in question. We have hitherto been in the habit of asking
how the Americans treat the articles in question when
imported from Canada into the United States. Now, the
Americans charge 82 per 1,000 feet upon the roughest
sawn lumber. If it is dressed, or if the process of manu-
facture bas gone further, the duty is very much increased,
as in the case of clap-boards, shingles and tongued and
groovel boards. The roughest lumber is obliged to pay
$2 per 1,000 feet, and as our market for such lumber is
largely the United States, our marufacturers have to
pay 82 per 1,000 feet in order to get their lumber into the
Ameioean market. Now, the louse can easily see the
result of that duty as applied to us when our own export
duty is 81 per 1,000. As a matter of fact, as it now works,
there is a bounty of $1 a 1,000 in favor of taking
logs across the lino and manufacturing them there. It may
be said that the transport of the slabs would more than
make up for this dollar; but it has been found, by actual
experience, that such is not the case. The American brings
over this lumber in large quantities in logs to mills built
just across the lino, to escape the duty, and they manufac-
ture it there. They loose nothing in transporting the slabs,
because they work them up into staves, lathing,
box timber, and even sawdust for fuel for the
purpose of getting power with which to manufacture the
rest of the lumber; so that as an actual fact, as the law now
stands, there is a bounty of $1 a 1,000 feet in favor of
carrying our lumber across the linos and sawing it in the
United States. There is, at least, one case whore Canadians
have gone to the other side of the lino, have built mills
there, and taken lumber over from this side for the purpose
ot obtainiug the advantage which the difference in duty
gives them. Now, if it is our policy to protect our people,
and if it be true that they have not protection bore, but that
there is a discrimination against us, what possible objection
can there be to increasing the duty upon this particular
articlo? To my certain knowledge, at the present moment,
thôusands of logs are being carried from our country across
the lino and manufactured in the United States, simply
because it is cheaper to do it there and pay one dollar
export duty, than to manufacture them on our side and
pay $2 a 1,000 import duty. I have talked with a
large number of members of the Hlouse, and I find an almost
unammous opinion that the Government should give this
matter their attention. I have found a great number of
minembers who believe that it should be extended farther
than spruce logse; that it should also be extended to pulp
wood of all kinds. In the case of pulp wood there is a pecu-
liar hardship, because the Canadian product has to pay 201
per cent., and every pound that is carried over in the log is
available for the purpose of manufacturing pulp, except the
bark itseolf, so that actually there is a discrimination againstj

Mr. IvUs.

our pulp manufacturers of 20 per cent., as the law now
stands, because there is no export duty at all upon pulp
wood. In order to escape the dollar per thousand, the
Americans have been in the habit of sawing the logo into
short lengths, so that they might pass them over the lino
as pulp wood, when they were really intended for board and
box wood. I think, therefore, it is time that the hon. Min-
ister of Finance, who has always been so ready to protect
Canadian interests, and wbo has gone so far in that direc-
tion, should enquire as to whether there is not a claim on
the part of manufacturers of lumber in the Provinces of
Ontario and Quebec to a greater degree of protection against
their American compotitors.

Mr. BOLDUC (Translation). I am happy to be able to give
my support to the motion just made by my hon. friend the
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives). I hope the
Government will grant this request, by imposing on logs an
export duty equivalent to the duty imposed on sawn lumber
exported to the United States. We have already a large num-
ber of our people engaged in the industry ofthe forest. They
have a large capital invested in this industry, and have built
saw mills on the frontier which divides Canada from the
United States; and if the Government does not impose an ex-
port duty of at least 82 per 1,000 feet on logs brought bore
by the Americans,I am convinced that, before many years, the
proprietors of those millis will be forced to close them up, and
will be completely ruined. In order that those engaged in
the lumbering business on the frontier shall be placed on an
equal footing with the Americans, an export duty of at
least 82 should be imposed on logs brought by our American
cousins on this side of the lino. Whenever a Canalian
wants to sell lumber in the United States, he is made to
pay a duty of 82 per 1,000 feet on sawn lumber of what-
ever quality, whereas logs are admitted free by the Amer-
icans. Our neighbors have, like practical men, constructed
saw mills quite close to the line, and thus enter into
competition with those of our people who deal in lumber.
They can pay a higher price for the logs, because the duty
on such is only $1 per 1,000 feet. I hope that the
Government will increase to $2 the export duty already
existing on spruce logs; and I believe it would be a wise
course to pursue to impose that duty, not morely on
spruce logs, but also on all loge exported te the United
States; for apart from those who deal in lumber and own
mills near the frontier, there are also others who are
engaged in the manufacture of pulp. During the last few
years costly manufactories have been erected, and if we
allow Americans thus to come and ruin our industry, the
consequence will be that we will soon have to close up
those manufactures. All along the Quebec Central and the
International Railways, Americans are seen buying logs
which they send home; now, if we impose upon those loge
the same duty as our sawn lumber, these gentlemen will
construct mills in Canada, thus giving employment to our
agricultural classes; and this business which is now ruinous
to the Dominion, will become a bountiful source of revenue.
For all these roasons, Mr. Speaker, I hope that the hon.
Minister of Finance, who has already shown his desire to
encourage the new industries of the Dominion, will accede
to the wishes of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives), and impose an export duty of at least $2 per
1,000 feet, not only on spruce logs, but also on all loge
of whatever description exported to the United States.

Mr. BENSON. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad that the
hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe, bas brought for-
ward his resolution, and I should wish that it were made
even more comprehensive, so as to include loge of all sorts,
bolte and cedars, for the land along our lakes and the St.
Lawrence is fast becoming stripped of all its timber; and
very soon our manufacturers of barrel-staves, heading,
shingles, laths, hoops and lumber will be compelled to give

208



1883. COMMONS DEBATES. Mé
up the business, and all the money at present spent in their had some experience of the operation of an export duty. I
manufaoture will be entirely lost to the Province. know in my OWn county the imposition of this duty ha

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I take it for granted that the been productive of the very greatest mischief. It oblige4
object which the mover has in view is to bring the matter several firms with large capitals to abandon their businessobjet hic th mocr iasin iewle o bingthematerin Canada and remove to Miehigan. The imposition of 4
under the notice of the Government in the most formidableinanada andpr evonMchigan e nimosto
way it is possible for him to do, namely, by resolutio. If tax of $1 per 1,000) feet on lumber, without conferring the
that isb is intention, I would suggest that ho allow the ightest benefit to the saw-mill interest, lowered the prie
motion to stand, or withdraw it, as he bas succeeded in oflos to the extent cf the duty. The operation of that
accmlishin is object by the seeches alrady delivered, duty compelld farmers to urn much of their wo

mpl g bi ob y t d suitablo for shingle bolts and stavo boite, because the dutas well as by the notice given. I would simply say, bow-w u i er o the aw s
eethat the Government wiUl givo the matter their most was equal Io its value. The operation of the lkw, gosver, th at onmnt w re the matter t. m far as that county was concerned, was most obnoxious andserious consideration, and they are now considering it. It most unjust, and it only required the lawto 1e9extne

h as been brought formally under the notice of tbe Govern- ove anrer a d to heqred a gaw to h extended
over a broader ifleld te have created a great deal of trouble.

ment by the mover of this resolution, who bas made bis The House is told by the hon. member for Richmond andefforts. more emphatic by eliciting expressions of opinion Wolfe, that an enormous business is done in the exportation
from those who followed him on this subject. I may point of spruce logs, and that already many millions of feet areout to him that there is one diffliculty. Suppose we were exported ; and he asks for an increased duty so that tho
entirely in accord with his proposition, it must b remem- business of exporting logs may be brought to an end. If
bered that parties have made contracts under which they many millions are exported they must evade payment
have cut logs during the winter for delivery in the of the duty, because the amount collected for expertspring, and if a duty were imposed, to go into immediatedsr

ffta tees would accrue te them, and it le thereforo duaty on epruce loges, pino loge and istave boitt4, Juet year, was
affect,aonly $8,000. $8,000 from saw loge at $1 per 1,000 feet
worthy of consideration, as to how far such a pro- would be a tax on 8,000,000 feet, of loge, or about one.
position could be made applicable to the operations of half a season's stock for a good sized saw-mill. That is
the present season. This matter was pressed on the con- tho total amount of business in Canada last year from the
sideration of the Government last Session, with respect to
stave boits and overything of that kind from the Dominion exportation of such loge. Tho operation of the dufy
so tebot sd everythingrof thact ind fr ot Domimonat the present moment is to afford to the Michigan long
to the other side, which are practically shut out by the tmber interest a protection by the Canadian Governmont
high duty imposed there. But tho Government will give of $1 per 1,000 feet. That interest ranges from 1,000,000
the matter their most serious consideration, and sec how far to 1,500 000-feet per annum. Under the operation of the
they would be justified in coming to the House and asking export dutiy persons desirous of entering into the long timber
their support to a proposition of this kind. T 'here is a trade on the shores of Georgian Bay and other parts of the
great deal in what has been said by the hon. mover, but Dominion, are prevented from doing se by reason of that
there is stil1 the difficulty, which I tak the liberty of duty, which js so levied as to afford a direct protection to an
pointing out, with respect to contracts which may have important American industry. If that duty were removed,
been made for logse cut during the present season. many firms would commence the business of transporting

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not wish the present discussion timber in rafts down the lakes to the markets at Toledo,
to close without offering some remarks with respect to the Cleveland, Buffalo, and other ports. As it is now, the
proposition to increase the duty on spruce lege. The pre- entire business is monopolized by Michigan lumbermen. I
sent duty is most unjust, and a higher rate of duty would be would ask the hon. the Minister of Finance, and I would
a groater injustice perpetrated by the Government. My hon. request his attention to this proposal, what ho would think
friend from IRchmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) started out in of a proposition to impose an export duty of 20 cents per
his speech, by saying that he believed Canada should be for bushel on wheat, in order tocheapen thearticleto that extent,
the Canadians. The hon, gentleman bolieves that a duty the reason being that the Americans imposed a duty on
should b imposed on the great bulk of Canadians for the flour, and in order to enable our millers te compete with the
benefit of a few. Saw-mill·men desire a tax to be imposed Americans, it was necossary to levy such a duty on wheat,
for their special benelit, although it would detract from in order to cheapen the raw material to the miller. Does
the value of the product held by a great many individuals. ho suppose-and the 20 cents would stand in about the
The hon. gentleman proceeded to tell the House that the same proportion as $1 per 1,000 foot does in the case
Americans imposed a duty of $2 per 1,000 feet on the of this lumber-that such a proposal would be received
roughest lumber; they impose that duty on alt grades of with favor by the farmers, or rather that it would not
lumber, rough or smooth, culls or clear. We impose a result in very serious difficulty to the Government; and
duty of 20 per cent., this being a higher duty than that of yet that proposal would not heone which is more
the United States. We impose an export duty, and the unjust in principle than the proposal to reduce the
American Government does not. Suppose they took the value of spruce logs by increasing the export duty. I say
notion at Washington to levy an export duty on we should allow every man to sell his raw material of any
timber going from Maine into New Brunswick to character where ho can obtain the best market for it,
be manufactured at St. John, would my hon. friend the and export it, without hampering and restricting his
Finance Minister sec anything unjust in that proposition ? business by an export duty. If a man las saw.logs
Yet, this kind of legislation is of a nature to provoke retali- to sell, he as the right to seek the best market
ation by the American Government. The export duty is for them ; and to impose a duty on them simply to benefit
calculated simply to reduce the value ef saw-logs to the ex- some saw-mill man, and to enable them to make a profit
tent of that duty for the benefit of the saw-mill men who out of the reduction in price, do is highly unjust. I
wish to buy those logs, and to the loss of the farmers who hope the hon. Finance Minister will consider this matter very
have them te sell. There may be a hundred farmers where carefully before ho incroases the injustice already perpetrated.
there is one saw-mill man; and such a duty as my hon. by the imposition of a higher duty. And I can tell the hon.
friend suggests would operate to the detriment of a hundred, Finance Minister another thing: We bad hopes not long ago,
while it would benefit only one. There is no duty which that the duty on Canadian lumber would be removed by the
can be more unjust than this, and so unjust in its character action of the American Congress; and I would ask that
is an export duty considered, that, in the United States, it lion. gentleman if he supposes that when knowledge is
is prohibited by a provision of the Constitution. I have brought to that Congress of the fact of an export duty being
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imposed by the Canadian Government to roduce the price
of new material to Canadiane, and to increase it to
Americans, that it would bave any beneficial effect in
securing the abrogation of that duty. I tell him
that this may b done; and this paltry, insignificant
item of $8,000, derived from this scandalous imposi-
tion, on a certain class of the people of this country, may
mean the deprivation of this country, of the removal of the
duties on lumber, and it would be poetic justice if it did. I
have stood up in my place in this House, time and again,
to protest against this robbery, for it is an act of robbery,
and a worse imposition than any other duty which this
Government imposes. it is a duty levied on an article
admittedly for the bare purpose of reducing the price of a
staple furnishod by the poor man, in order that the rich man
and manufacturer may get it cheaper. Ihope, that the hon.
gentleman will consider this matter fully, and will see, as I
see clearly, that he will make a great mistake if ho takes the
step which he proposes to take, judging from the tenor of
his remarks, and will, perhaps, greatly prejudice our interests
in the next agitation, which may take place at Washington,
to obtain a reduction, or the abrogation of the duties on
Canadian lumber.

Mr. IVES. Mr. Speaker, I was quite prepared to hear the
hon. member for North Norfolk give us his speech on Free
Trade and Protection. I believe that this is the first oppor-
tunity during the present Session ho las had of giving us
his speech and his views on this subject; and I think I am
to be awarded a certain amount of credit for having furn-
ished him with that opportunity. I think we have heard
the words "robbery " and "robbery of the farmer " very
frequently from this hon. gentleman, but all 1 want to say
to that is that the farmer is not robbed in this case at all.
In the first place, very little lumber is now in the hands of
farmers, who, as a rule, have no saw-logs to sell. Lumber
is now chiefly in the hands of limit owners and specula-
tors, and of men who stand very much in the position
in which the hon. gentleman wishes to put manufac-
turers and saw-mill owners. Even as to~ the lumber
which is in the hands of farmers, I say that the imposi-
tion or the increase of this export duty on saw-logs
would not decrease the price one iota. The only difference
would be, that the lumber would be manufactured on this
side of the lino, by our own people here, instead of on the
other side of the line, by our own people, who go there for
the purpose of manutacturing it. I am quite prepared for
this argument of the bon. gentleman, as to taking so much
out of the pockets of the farmer. Even if this were so, I
appeal to the mombers of the House, who belong to the
Conservative party, whether we have not adopted the
policy of Protection, under which we have been told by
hon, gentlemen on this side of the House, that, for a time at
least, the price of manufactured articles as a rule would be
increased. We have adopted protective duties, even when
we had reason to believe that they would increase prices;
and why ? For the purpose of furnishing work to our own
people; of creating a labor market bore, and increasng the
home consumption of tbe products of the farmer, with the
idea that the matter would very soon regulate itself; and
that in a very short time, indeed, if prices were a little in-
creased at first, they wouild, in the long run, be decreased.
In fact, hon. gentlemen tell us they will soon be decreased;
and that an unhealthy competition among manufacturers
will very soon make articles protected cheaper than thoy
have ever been before. But with regard to this item of
lumber, I undertake to say that the effect would not be to
decrewe the value of the logs to the seller, the effect
would be simply this: that the manufacturer on this side
could afford to pay $1 a 1,000 feet more for saw logs than
he pays at present. As the law now stands, a discrimina-
tion of $1 a 1,000 feet exists, against the Canadian
manufacturer; atid the American manufacturer is able, if
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willing, to pay $1 more per 1,000 feet for lumber than
the Canadian does ; but ho does not do it. le comes
in here and simply offers, in some cases, to raise the
price a little on the Canadian manufacturer, because he
has a margin of $1 a 1,000 feet to enable him to do so; and
the Canadian log seller does not get any more than ho would
if the export duty were increased $1 a 1,000 feet. The
result would be the saune, and our people could afford to
pay more for logs than they de at the present moment;
but that is not all. What else would be the result? Whereas
now, these logs are being taken to the United States, and
our people are going there to work in their mills, and in
many cases new mills are being built just across the lino,
and within a stone's throw of it, our people would remain
at home, and American capitalists would come here with
machinery to manufacture lumber here. Now, Sir, the hon.
gentleman says that the American Government will retali-
ate. What more can they do than they have donc. The
hon. gentleman tells us it is possible that they may
reduce the duty of $2, or 20 per cent. now charged on
imported lumber. But when they do so, it will be time
enough for us to take off our export duty. when they
come to us and say: "We are disposed to adopt Free
Trade in lumber, and take off our import duty, if you
take off this export duty. Thon the hon. the Finance
Minister would be neglecting his duty, if ho did not consult
this flouse with regard to what was best to be done under
such circumstances; but not before. The furthest the
United States Government have gone in this relation, wns
this: One branch of the Legislature proposed that the duty
on lumber should be taken off; and what was the result ?
The Michigan lumbermen, and timber limit owners, went
to Washington, and, in Congress, defeated the measure, and
it is not likely to be adopted until the consumers of lumber
in the United States raise a still louder voice than they
have yet raised, in favor of allowing our lumber to
be imported free. When that time comes, we shall have
the opportunity of sending our lumber in there free,
no matter what our action on this question of an export
duty may be. I ask for this export duty, not because I
am afraid that the 'United States will retaliate-because
they cannot do anything worse than they have done in
this respect-but because it would put our own people and
our own manufacturers simply in a position of equality
with the American manufacturer. In answer to the
hon. the Finance Minister, who does not ask for-but very
strongly hints-that ho would like me to withdraw this
motion, I may say, I do not desire to press it further. I
will b satisfied, if ho will allow it to stand and on another
occasion, ho would hear from a large number of his sup-
porters, both behind and in front of him, an expression of
opinion, similiar to my own, in regard to this question; the
only point of difference being that many desire it should be
extended still further than 1 have requested in this resolu-
tion.

Mr. MITCHELL. With regard to the operation of this
motion on my constituents, I do not think it would beo
them very important; but to some extent, it would inter-
fore with a branch of business carried on there now to a
moderate extent. I sent for the motion to see the exact
wording of it; and I find that the proposition is to impose
a duty on spruce logs of different lengths.

Mr. IVES. In Ontario and Quebec only, however.
Mr. MITCHELL. I did not notice the motion, but if its

application is to have the effect of stopping a branch of busi-
ness-I mean the export of sprace spars-which is carried
on to a considerable extent in the ports of New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia, it would certainly. be detrimental, and
would be looked upon with disfavor by the lumbermen of
this country. With regard to the policy of this country in
connection with the Tariff which has been adopted by the
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Government, I must say that I differ with the hon. gentle.
man entirely with reference to the export of raw material.
What would the hon. gentleman say if we were to put an
export duty on coal, which is in its natural condition in our
country, and reserve that coal for the purpose of encourag-
ing our manufactures ? I rather think that hon. gentlemen
from Nova Scotia would not like that arrangement. This pro-
position ofmy hon. friend, I take it, mainly affects the
border lino between the Eastern Townships and the United
States and the great lakes. My hon. friend says the farmers
along the western lakes have little lumber on thoir farms,
and that the speculators own the timber limits. Now there
are hundreds of thousands of dollars invested in the pineries
of the lumbering country extending from Georgian Bay up
to and beyond the head of Lake Superior. Does my hon.
friend call the men simply speculators, who have invested
these hundreds of thousands of dollars, who have established
mills and who may choose to bring out their lumber in its
natural state? Is it fair to these mon to force them to find
a market within the boundaries of Canada when they can
get it outside ? I am a National Policy man, not because I am
a believer in Protection, but because it bas been forced upon
this country and is necessary for the existence and prosper-
ity of Canada. But I am not a National Policy man who
would limit the market when we can get it without any
infringenent of that policy; and I hold that it would be
unfair to the people of this country who have invested their
money in this business, unfair to the lumbermen of the
west who have hundreds of thousands of dollars in the
great pineries of our country, that for the sake of the
little business which is transacted across the lino from
the Eastern Townships-for that is, I believe, the source

any infringement of the policy, without any violation of
principle, without any loss of revenue, he shculd grant that
relief out of consideration for these people. I do think my
hon. friend is taking a very opportune time to propose
that an additional tax should bo imposed on lumber, when
we should rather have him asking that the duty should be
taken off corn meal, taken oT pork, taken off those articles
which enter into the production of our natural industries,
but which we cannot produce ourselves. I shall not enter
into the subject at present, because, owing to cold, I
cannot speak as freely as I would like, but I will take
an opportunity during the Session of endeavoring to
press those views upon the hon. the Finance Minister,
who is looking 0 smilingly at me at this moment.
I know from the interest which he bas always shown
in those constituencies which have stood by him so well for
thirty years, that be will not refuse to give the subject that
consideration which I think the importance of it commands
and deserves. He will not pretend to believe that if this
duty is imposed, as my hon. friend desires it to be imposed,
it will help the lumbering interests of the country. I do
not believe that it will help the farming interests, and I
think that whenever we can do so witbout interfering with
that National Policy which bas done so much good to the
country-, which I am prepared to sustain, we should
endeavor not to limit the market for our products which
the producers of lumber find on the other side of the line.
I want that poIicy let up upon wherever it can be
done without sacrifice of principle or interest, with
justice to every section of the country, and when business
interests call for a free intercourse with our neighbors.

from which the pressure comes-I say, it would be Mr. COOK. By the proposition which bas been made it
unfair' that we should limit the great trade which should has been attempted to strike at one of the fundamental
be carried on between the 50,000,000 of people on the interests of this country, for not only will the lumbermen
one side who want our lumber, and the great source of suffer by it, but those who have timbered lands and are not
supply we have on this side. We should place our lum- engaged in the lumbering trade. I was surprised to hear
bermen, so far as we can, in as favorable a position to the hon. gentleman speak of the limit holders as speculator s,
find a market as that which is held by the lumbermen of for I was not aware that those who held limits and weru
Michigan. We should not say to these mon :I"We are engaged boná fide in the manufacture of lumber were specu.
going to impose an additional duty on the lumber you lators. On reflection, however, my sruprise is not so groat,
export to the United States, and we will force you to give for the whole North-West Territory has been put under license
up your Canadian business and take your capital and your by hon. gentlemen opposite. The speculators in that coumtry
teams to the lumber woods of Michigan to carry on your embrace all classes, lawyers, doctors, and even clergymen,
operations there." I differ entirely from the hon. gentleman. and these liceness have been disposed of for a trifling sum
I consider it is ro part of our National Policy-when f and without public competition. I would like toask the hon,
come to look on the burdens which have been placed on member for South Grenville (Mr. Benson) what ho would
our lumbermen already by the National Policy-which I think if the American Government were to put a duty on
have assented to. corn which ho manufactures to a large extent. I trow he

An hon. MEMBER. Hear hear would not be found rising in his place and applauding the
Government of the United States fer puttitig a duty which,

Mr. MITCHELL. I say I have assented to it as a public though it goes into the consumption of the country, bene-
man with a full knowledge of its effects and with my eyes fits him individually. I would like to refer to a motion
open, because I find it is necessary in a country like this, which was made a few days ago by one of the members from
with varied interests involved, and extending across a con- the Province of Manitoba, when ho asked for the reduction
tinent for thousands of miles. I say it is impossible in such of .duties on lumber going into Manitoba from the United
a country that all its interests can be affected the same by States. What did the hon. Minister of Customs say on that
any public measure that cai be adopted by this Parliament. occasion? HFe said there were large quantities brought from
I assented to that policy knowing that it wrs going to affect the other side of the line into Manitoba and manufactured
me injuriously as a public man, and it lost me my election. there. What would be the result in that case if the Ameri-
But I faced the difficulty, and I assented to it thon, because can Government retaliated by imposing an export duty
it was a necessity, in order that the diflerent interests not of $2, but of $5 a 1,000 ? Why, Sir, it would
might be affected, and that we might sec what effect the be a case of the tail wagging the dog, which bas
operation ef that policy would have. But I may tako this been the effect of this National Policy in other respects.
opportunity of saying to the hon. Minister of Finance what What would the hon. Minister of Customs say if the Govern-
I said upon the hustings, that I trusted when the oppor- ment imposed an export duty upon iron ore, such large
tunity was affoided them., I would find that hon. gentle- quantities of which are taken out of the earth in bis consti-
Mai and is> coleagues in ihe Government able to tuency and sent to the United States ? I arn sure, that in
mueet the diiiiculies- with which the luiubermen of the the interests of his constituents, ho would not tolerate that
iMaritime Provinces had to contend with in supporting the I for a single moment. I do not think, Sir, that the common
National Poliey-which they have so nobly sustained and seuse of this House, I do not believe that the common sense
supported-and that where he cau grant a relief without j of the Government, would permit an increase of this duty.
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I do not beliave th#t the hon. Minister of Finance, who repre-
sents a Province that imports a large quantity of lumber from
the State of Maine, not alone for consumption in that Pro-
vince but also for export, would permit such an act of injustice
to be done to his Province. The remarks made by my
hon. friend from Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), are true in every
sense. I know firtns in the Georgian Bay section who have
large quantities of coarse lumber that is fit only for export
to the United States. I wish it to be distinctly understood
that the exportation of wood in the log is not any part or
parcel of my business. I manufacture everything into
square timber or sawn lumber; the square timber goes to
Great Britain, and the lumber to the United States. I have
not shipped a single board to Manitoba country, nor do I
expect to do so. In my circumstances, the American
market is much better suited to me than the Manitoba
market. I hope the Government, instead of increasing the
export duty upon saw logs, will entirely remove that
obnoxious tax.

Mr. VALIN. Mr. Speaker, I am rather pleased at the
motion of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe. A
good deal has been said about protection; but I say that
the country which does not protect itself cannot succeed very
well. When we impose an export duty on timber,
we are imposing it on the Americans themselves. It is
said that the Americans have bought timber extensively
in this country, and that they have large establishments for
its manufacture. These people take this timber to their
own country because the market there is better. A vcry
common quality of spruce boards, what we call the fourth
quality, are sold to-day at New York for $22 or $23 a
1,eO0. What is the effect of this exportation? It is to
destroy the export trade by the St. Lawrence. The Ameri-
cans export the timber again to the Philippian Islands, the
West Indies, Buenos Ayres, and San Juan, where we sent
large cargoes ourselves a few years ago. There are Ameri-
can ,ompanies engaged, too, in getting ont our lumber.
There is in Montreal a lumber company composed entirely
of Americans. It may be said that they spend their money
here. Yes; but they also raise the price, and thus prevent
our own people from trading direct with those places. I
sa:y we ought not only to put an export duty on lumber,
but impose a license on these people, who come here and
take the trade from the Canadian people. They destroy
not only the woodb, but the bark, which is not
protected by an export duty, and is becoming a
very scarce article. The consequence is, that our tanners
are unable to compete with Americans, who manufacture
cheaper than we do. I think the Government should put
an export duty on both the woods and the bark.

Mr. -BPROULE. However much the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) may be entitled to speak
on behalf of the East, when ho arrogates to himself the
Mtheoity to speak on behalf of the West, he is unacquainted
with the circumstances that exist there. I am pretty- well
acquainted around the Georgian Bay, and I have scarcely
ever known any spru(e logs to have been sent out of that
part of the country. It is generally pine, oak, and elm that
we send away, and it is usually manufactured either into
lumber or square timber. The hon. member for East
Bimcoe (Mr. Cook) takes exception to the export duty,
because he says it is a direct blow to the timber interest,
aed yet lie acknowledges in the next breath that he does
Inot send any of that kind of timber out of the country.
Whatever ho las said in reference to speculation in timber
limits, ho sought 1o apply to the operations of the present
Government. I think such remarks come with very bad
grace from one who is generally supposed, in our county,
to be connected with one of the most extensive speculators
in that line. It is known that of late years it is almost
impossible to get any pine timber around Georgian Bay,
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becanse it is held by a few speculators. I know an instanee
of a contractor who had a contract to build some wharves
and a bridge in pine timber, and who, after enquiry at ihe
twenty-seven mills around Georgian Bay, found that not
one was in a free position to sell him a board. The
answer was that they were controlled in their operations
by a man named Dymond, formerly a member of tbis
House, a very extensive speculator, or a firrm named Cook
Brothers. Those who say a great injustice will be doue
to the farmers in that country, do not understand
the position of things there. With regard to reducing the
price of timber, that would be in the interest of the farmers
who are paying much higher prices on account of the com-
petition of the American market for our timber. Few
farmeis have any to sell. These men, to whom I referred,
have control of all the timber, and the farmers are restricted
from cutting and selling even any on the land bhey are
clearing. Where the timber is most extensive is around
Georgian Bay. Further west there is but little timber; it
is brought in instead of being sent out. If this proposed
law affects lumbermen, it can affect them Lut little in our
part of the country, since it appliies only to spruce logs, and
those logs are very scarce there. It cannot affect the
farmers, and if it affects lumbermen, it will only affect a
class ot speculators who have become very extensive in the
past few years in our part of the country, and who, under
a very strango rumor about the late Government, have
obtained the control of almost all the timber around the
Georgian Bay. Some years ago timber limits were put up
by the Ontario Government for sale. It was decided, in
some way or other, that these limits should be bought in by
Government supporters at a price at which the fair honest
competitor could not pay; the understanding being that,
after a time, an appeal would be made for a roduction of
price on account of the decline of trade. The limits nearly
all fell into the hands of these men, and in a few years
representations were made to the Government that they
could not carry on operations successfully owing to the high
prices of the limits, and the Government reduced the price
to what they considered a paj ing figure. In consequence
of this, the farmers or others who des:re to get this timber,
cannot get it, because it is controlled by theso speculators.
The timber is principally pine, with hardly any spruce at
all.

Mr. BOURBEAU (Translation). Mr. Speaier, after hav-
ing hea, d the arguments of several hon. gentlemen
who have spoken on this question, and who, to a cer-
tain extent, have thought fit to connect the National Policy
with this proposition, I feel bound to support the motion of
the hon. membor for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives). I
believe that if we wish to have a Reciprocity Treaty with the
United States, we should impose as heavy duties as possible.
Now, I believe that the imposition of a duty on logs wili not
be detrimental either to farmers or lumber dealers in the Pro-
vinces of Quebec and Ontario; for it must be remarked that it
is an inducement to the lumber manufacturer, who builds his
mill on the other side of the line, gets his logs free of dut1y
in this country, manufactures it, and sells it in the States
much cheaper than the Canadian dealer, who has to pay a
heavy du!y when importing lumber from A merican markets,
cansell it. The hon. Mmnister of Finance is afraid less the
imposing of such aduty might be detrimental to the interests
of those who already have a stock of logs on hand, and who
did not exp ect that a duty would be imposed on them. Now,
could not some kind of arrangement be madewhichwould
exempt ail logs already cut from duty, with the under-
standing th.at all tbose buying logs for export to the United
States would have to pay the duty ? If we desire te pro-
tect the interests of those who have a stock ready for
export, I believe the thing could easily be managed. The
hon. member from Montmorency(Mr. Valin) has also qlluded
te the quantity of hemlock bark which is being ruined to
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the detriment of tanners in this country. 1 believe pro-
posals have been made to the hon. the Finance Minister for
the imposition of an export duty on such bark; and, Mr.
Speaker, I believe it is important that this question should
be settled. The time has come for us to think on the mat-
ter and see whether the interests of leather manufacturers
in this country do not demand the imposing of a duty on
hemlock bark exported to the United States. How-
ever, I believe it would be unjust to impose a
duty on bark ready for export, for those who
manufactured the bark being ignorant that such a
duty would be imposed, would not likely be prepared
to accept such a proposal, although they would not object to
the imposition of the duty for the future. The hon. member
for Simcoe (Mr.C ook) stated that the hon. Minister of Fin-
ance baving such interests to protect as those of bis con-
stitueni s in New Brunswick, would not be prepared to carry
out the policy of imposing an export duty on logs. H«e says
that alithough the Government impose duties that are
ruinous to private iriterests, they are not prepared to endorse
the motion of the bon, member for Richmitond and Wolfe.
Now, I would like to know, Mr. Speaker, in what way the
prosperity of this country has been ruined by the National
Polivy; I would like to be shown how the interests of far-
mers, manufacturers, tradesmen, &c., have been ruined by
thc National Policy; I would like the hon. member for Simcoe
(Mr. Cook) to p'oint out what interests have been jeopardized
branch by that policy. For I look in vain for any particular
of trade wbi-h has not been benefitted by the National
Policy rdopted by the Government. Have farmers any
reason Io complain to-day? They sell their products
dearer than ever. This is an undisputed fact, Mr. Speaker.
Sirce an export duty was imposed on corn, the price ofoats
ha, considerably increased in this couiitry. Thi, is the kind
of protection givcn to farmers; the prices of all the products
of the farm- pork, lard, cattle of every description, horses,&c.
are 25 and even 50 per cent. higher than before the adoption
of the National Policy. Manufacturers in this country are
fully employed, and up to the present there has not been
any overstocking of the different articles manufactured.
Therefore, the conclusion I have arrived at from these facts
is, that the motion of my hon. friend, the member for
Richmond and Wolfe is one which deserves the considera-
tion of this House, and especially of the hon. the Minister of
Finance, who, I hope, will before long, nodify bis views on
the subject and acknowledge that the hon. member has
moved justly in £his matter.

Mr. S&'RIVER. Before this discussion is brought to a
close, I desire to make a few remarks. The hon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe bas said that the policy indicated
by bis motion, if adopted, would not affect, to any consider-
able extent, the agricultural classes. That, I think, is
hardly true. It is not true at all events, to the extent that
it would be true if his motion had referred to fuel. I
know that in that part of the frontier near the boundary
line where I live, the spruce timber generally is held by
farmers, who are in the habit of drawing the greater por-
tion of what they cut across the frontier. This they are
compelled to do owing to the want of water power on the
Canadian side, and consequently the very small number
of milis there for the manufacture of lumber. Any such
taxation, therefore, as that indicated by the hon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe, would be a great hardship to
those people; and it would be idle to tell them, after the ex-
perience they have had, in paying the 81 per 1,000 feet duty
which they have been compelled to pay for some time, that
this proposed taxation would not come out of their pockets,
but out of tho pockets of the American mill owners. They
know too well the contrary, and that tLis proposed increase
of export duty would corne out of their pockets and go into
those of a few mill owners. As far as I can judge, this
motion is made in the interest of a few mill owners in the

Eastern Townships; and if the policy indicated by it should
be adopted by the Governm ent, the effect would be to
benefit those.mill owners at the expense of the large class
of agriculturists. I do not propose now to enter into any
discussion of the policy of export duties. I think the
impolioy of any such system has been clearly shown by
the hon. member for North Norfolk; and I mistake very
much the sentiment of this louse, if, whatever be the view
of bon. members with regard to tho National Policy, they
should be led to enlarge to any extent the measure of
export duties which exists now. I sincerely trust the
result of the deliborations of the Government will not be
te increase the export duty on any class of our national
products.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. Do I understand the bon,
member to press bis resolution ?

Mr. IVES. No; I ask leave to withdraw the motion,
Motion withdrawn.

SALE OF INTOXICATINCT LIQUORS IN THE PRO.
VINCE OF QUEBEC.

Mr. GIGAULT, in moving for copies of any petitions
from the Province of Quebec on the subject of proposed
legislation as to the sale of intoxicating liquors, said : In
asking for these papers, I desire to make a few remarks
about the liquor traffic in the Province of Quebee. There
is a good deal of dissatisfaction with the License Law at
prosent in force there, and I have received lettersfrom some
clergymen who make strong complaints against the work-
ing of that law. In regulating the sale of liquors we all
desire to promote temperance, but we do not agree upon the
mensures to be adopted for that imposo. Some iersons
favor prohibition, but I am not ready to accept such a mea-
sure. I am not ready to prohibit the sale of all kinds of
liquors. This ineasure bas not always produced the good
effect which its advocates claim for it. Last summet I phap
pened to be in the State of Maine on a Sunday, and I saw
there more drunken people than I ever saw on any Sinduy
in Canada-which shows that to enact a law, is one thing,
and to enforce it, is another. I was told that in the city of
Portland there were hundreds of places where one could
get a glass of brandy or whiskey by simply asking for a cup
of tea or coffee. To evado su-h a law almnost all kinds of
devices are successfully resorted to. I confess that a good
deal may be said in favor of prohibition, but I think it is
too radical a measure. The opponents of prohibition con-
tend that a good License Law would advance the interests
of sobriety more than a prohibitory measure. But until
to-day have we had a good License Act. Our License Law
in the Province of Quebec, I am sorry to say bas not worked
in a satisfactory manner to the friends of temperance.
Under the operation of that law we have too many
taverns and too many liquor shops. In other trades it
is the demand which creates the traffic; but I believe
that in the liquor trade it is the supply which creates
the demand, so that the more facilities we give to prccure
liquors by increasing the number of licensed shops and
taverns, the more liability there will be to excess on the
part of many persons. If we have too many licenses for
the sale of liquor in the Province of Quebec, I think it
is due to the licensing authority we bave there, and I hope
that the licensing authority shall be transferréd from the
local councils to persons freer and more independent of the
influence of liquor sellers. We know that in municipal elec-
tions the liquor sellers are most active canvassers, andalways
try to elect as councillors men who are favorab!c to their
views. Ithink we ought to adopt that clause of the Ont.a-"io
License Act which limits the number of licenses accoiding
to the population. We should place some limitation, not
only upon the number of taverne and hotela, as is the ase in
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Ontario, but, also with respect to liquor shops. Another
defect in out License Act is the sale ofliquor in stores where
other goods are sold ; and I hope that, in the measure that is
to be proposed to this House, some provision will be inserted
prohibiting the sale of liquor in such shops. I know, from
experience, that when a trader gets a license his brothers in
trade want to get one too, because they think it is necessary,
in order to keep a certain class of customers whom they
would otherwise lose. A great number of these liquor
sbops are opened, not because they are required for the
public interest, but because the private interest of individuals
demand them. Every tradesman has an interest in extend-
ing bis business and increasing the number of bis customers,
and thus every public bouse bas a direct interest
in promoting intemperance, and tends to do so. Ifwe have
too large a number of liquor sellers, as is the case in the
Province of Quebec in many places. a keen competition
springs up and the liquor seller, in order to earn bis living,
will incite people to drink to excess. For this reason, it
is very important to limit the number of licensed
taveris and shops to the legitimate wants of the population.
I may add that I would like to retain in the hands of the
Councils the right of probibiting the sale of liquors, and the
right of limiting the number of licenses to a point below
the num ber which might be fixed by the proposed Licensing
Bill in this House. I will go further, and say that in my
opinion hotel keepers should be allowed only to sell beer
and wine. As for alcohol, it is far from being necessary.
It was discovered only in the eleventh century, and for
three or four centuries afterwards it was used only for
medicinal purposes. It was only in the fifteenth century
that it began to be sold in .hotels and liquor shops, and
that people began to use in excess that poison called alcohol.
Only one person in every rural place should be licensed to
sell alcoholie liquors, and with respect to distilled alcoholic
liquors, we might adopt one clause of the Scott Act, which
says. that such liquors shall be sold only for medical or
mechanical purposes. It is not necessary for me to speak
of the harm alcohol bas done to society. Every hon. member
of the fHouse is convinced of the great evils which have been
so inflicted. But I may cite the opinion of an able authority
as to the use of alcohol. My authority says:

I Une substance aussi dangereuse n'aurait jamais dû sortir des officines
des pharmaciens ; mais l'homme est avide de jouissance et n'a reculé ni
devant la nicotine, ni devant le trois-six. L'alcool cessa, vers la fin du
xve Piècle, d'être une substance uniquement réservée à la médecine ; les
peuples trempèrent leurs lèvres dans l'eau de jeu. et, à la fia du xvie
siècle, l'usage de l'eau-de-vie, comme boisson, s'était répandu dans la
plupart des contrées de l'Europe. On en fait de nos jours une consom-
mation véritablement effrayante, au grand préjudice de la santé, de la
moralité et du bien-être des populations. L'alcool peuple tous les
hôpitaux de l'Europe, il amène avec lui la plus affligeante de toutes les
maladies, l'aliénation mentale, il porte au suicide, il enfante la misère.
Mais, l'alcool, comme le tabac, est pour les gouvernements une source
de revenus considérables, et l'Etat favorise les distilleries à l'égal des
industries les plus indispensables à la prospérité publique.

" L'excès du mal a provoqué, heureusement, une réaction énergique et
généreuse. Des hommes, animés d'un saint amour de l'humanité, ont
entrepris d'éteindre au milieu des peuples la flamme qui les dévore, et
de là, les Sociétés de tempérance, qui déjà ont rendu tant de services à
l' Amérique et à la Grande-Bretagne."

We cannot place too many restrictions on the sale of
alcoholie liquors, and why should we favor and sanction
ihat trade ? ls it conducive to the well-being of society ?
Does it add to the welfare, the prosperity, and tho happiness
of the community? Does it advance the . interests of
morality ? Is it a legitimate source of national reven ue ?
No ; it is the very reverse in each case. I hold that a
Government which tries to derive its revenue from duties
on alcoholie liquors is speculating upon the vices of the
people. To use the words of Mr. Gladstone, "I it is the duty
of every Government to make it easy f>r every man to (dO
right, and difficult for him to do wrong." If we open
everywhere taverns and hotels where men may becomre
drunkards, I say we are making it easy for every man to

Mr. GIGAULT.

do wrong, and difficult for him to do right; we are estab-
lishing a means to lead sober men from the paths of sobriety
'o those of intemperance and vice. We would be guilty of
moral assassination if we contributed, by a bad License Act,
to increase intemperance and drunkenness in our country,
because an increase in drunkenness means au increase in
pauperism, vice, crime, and degradations of ail kinds. 1am
glad to observe that a Committee will be appointed to study
this social question, which we will have to settle. I hope
the result of the investigation of that Committee will be
the introduction of a good License Law, which will tend to
bring about a reduction in the num ber of licenses, and great
diminution in the consumption of alcoholic liquors. The
Govern ment have done a good deal for the material progress
of this country; but there is a progress which is far more
important than material progress-it is the moral
progress of the population; and I hope the Government will
use all its weight to give us a good law, a law which will
satisfy the friends of temperanco, an] which will belp to
check the vice of intemperance.

Mr. CASEY. It is highly gratifying to many hon.
members to hear, from a French Conservative, such a hearty,
well considered, and evidently intelligent approval of the
license system at present in vogue in the Province of
Ontario. We have heard many an attack on that system
of late, but the hon. gentleman's remarks on the subject
show deep study and careful consideration of the question,
and an intelligent conviction that that license system is the
best at present in vogue any where in the Dominion of
Canada; and I commend the remarks to the careful
consideration of ion. Ministers and their supporters, who, a
few weeks ago, were endeavoring to persuade the electors of
Ontario to give up the present licensing system and return
to one which the hon. gentleman thoroughly condemns, as
against the interestu of sobriety and morality.

Mr. LAURIER I agree almost entirely with what has
been said by the mover of this resolution. I differ only on
one point. I think that we, in the Province of Quebec, have
all the legislation we require to deal with, and grapple with
this question. We have a Prohibition Law which has been
in force since 1866. The hon. gentleman knows that the
municipal and local councils have power to pass a Pro-
hibition Law within the limits of their municipalities, and
that this power is largely used in the Province. In the
county where I live, out of eighteen municipalilies there
have been for the last ton years, at least, sixteon pro-
hibitory by-laws. In the present year liquor i, -(Id in
only two of those municipalities. In the no gboring
county of Megantic, composed of fourteen municipali-
ties, there are prohibitory by-laws in twelve of them,
and I remember a time, not far distant, when in all the
fourteen municipalities, prohibitory by-laws prevailed.
With such ldgislation we do not roquire to go furtber,
nor is it advisable to go further. The only thing we
have to do towards checking the evil of intemperance,
which I know exists to an alarming degree, is not in the
direction of legislation, but is simply in the way of the
moral education of the people. Let us educato the peeple;
lot us educate them to take advantage qf the weapons
already in their bands, and we have already all the weapons
to grapple with this evil. We cannot require more than
the power already vested in the municipal councils to deal
with the question. They have that power to-day, and I
hope any legislation introduced into this Parlianent will
not deprive them of it.

Mr. AMYOT. The hon. gentleman forgets that the
courts of Quebec have declared that the by-laws are illeg.al
I quote the case of the parish of Beauport.

Mr. LAURIER. I will quota the case of Sulte ovs. the
Corporation of the city of Thre .Rivers, where the Court
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of Appeal, the highest court in the Province, decided that
such by-laws are valid.

Mr. BLAKE. Have any petitions been received from
the Province of Quebec on the subject of the License Laws ?
If there has been no such petitions received, it is useless to
pass the motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not know, but they
will be brought down.

Mr. BLAKE. If any.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes ; of course, if any,
Motion agreed to.

SUMMERSIDE HARBOR.

Mr. HACKETT, in moving for a copy of the Engineer's
report of survey made at Summerside Harbor, Prince
County, Prince Edward Island, during the past summer,
with a view to improving the navigation of said harbor,
said: Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in moving for these
papers, that for some years past the people of Summerside
have been endeavoring to secure the improvement of their
harbor. About one year ago, a large and influential meet-
ing of the residents of this town was held for the purpose
of suggesting some means whereby the improvements
required might be carried out; and as the result of it, a
petition was sent to the Department of Public Works,
asking for certain improvements. I maysay that, inthiscon-
nection, thediffichlty which exists is, that the depth of water
is not sufficient; and the entrance to it being very wide in
the fall of the year, during the prevalence of permanent
heavy north-west winds, shipping lying at the 'wharves in
this harbor is very much exposed. Lt is the belieí* of
practical gentlemen, down there, that if a breakwater were
built inside of the outside bar, from Indian Point almost to
the channel, it would present a sufficient barrier to the
waves and afford sufficient protection. The exposed con
dition of the harbor, has been very detrimental, not only to
Summerside, but also to all the Dominion of Canada.
About two years since, a large vessel, which was about to
cross the Atlantic with a valuable cargo, was totally
wrecked in this harbor, entailing great loss on the owners
and underwriters. About one year ago, a vessel owned in
New Brunswick was also totally wrecked by being dasbed
against the railway wharf at Summerside ; and not only
wasl the vessel lost, but also Government property was
very much damaged-owing to the fact that the vessel lay
alongside of the wharf-a very valuable coal shed filled
with coal being destroyed. Lt, therefore, becomes necessary
to afford the protection demandei, not only in the interest of
the shipping, but also ofthe Government works on the wharf
itself. Moreover, this is a very important hai bor. It is the
place where connection is made in summer with tho m 5 -
land, the mails and passengers being daily landed; and, coiie-
quently, it is of great importance, not only to thepeople in
that section of the Island, but to the whole Dominion
as well, that this breakwater should be built. For some
years past the exports from this quarter of the country
have been largely increased. I say this, however, with
considerable diffidence, for fear lest it may irritate the hon.
members of the Opposition, who declare in this House that
the National Policy is ruining Prince Edward Island. In
1879, the exports from Summerside, amonnted, in value, to
8454,731; and, in 1882, to $815,370, showing an
increase of almost 100 per cent. Now, it will be
plain to bon. gentlemen that, in view ofthe fact that these
exports have so ]argely increased during the last thrce
years, it becomes necessary to afford some protection
and accommodation to the shipping which frequents this
very iniîportant harbor; and I trust that, when this report
is laid before the House, I wil find a suggestion made as to
the manner in.which this harbor may be improved; and

that the hon. gentleman who now administers the affairs of
the Department of Public Works with so much ability, will
see his way clear to placing in the Estimates a sum sufficient
to carry the recommendations into effect.

Mr. YEO moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

Motion for the following return was agreed to:-
Copies of all reports made up to this date, respecting the

movements of the ice at the wharf at River du Loup and
the wharf at River Ouelle.-(Mr. Grand bois.)

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

After Recess.

CREDIT FONCIER FRANCO-CANADIEN.
Mr. DESJARDINS moved the third reading of Bill (No.

22) respeuting the Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien.
Mr. AUGE R. I have the honor to move that this Bill

be read the third tirhe this day six months. As I
remarked the other day in Committee, this Bill is not what
it appears to be on its face. The pretension of its promoters
is that bhey wish this company to be placed on the same
footing with other companies of the saie nature; and
they desire to obtain authority to charge interost up to the
figure of 8 per cent. In the present condition of
affairs I do not think ihat the conpany should request
this change, money is plentiful and chcap; from evorything
I can hear- and iread, it appears that prosperity is general in
this country at the present time, and prosperity means
abundance of noney. The banks are weIl supplied with
funds; our farmers have lots of money, and consequently
money must be cheap ; and if so, I do not see why Parlia-
ment should be asked at the present time to amend the
Act of incorporation of this company in the manner
desired. But the change in the interest rate is not all; it
is true it is ail that appears in the Bill, but I wish the hon.
members of the House to note this sentence:

" The Act of the Parliament cf Canada, 44 Victoria, capter 58 inti-
tuled: 'Au Act to enlarge and extend the powers the 6 redit
Foncier Franco-Canadien, is hereby repealed."

I will refer to a fcw of the provisions of the Act. They
give this comnuy certain rights, which are accompanied
by certain obligations and restrictions: one relatcs to the
rate of interest, which ean only be 6 per cent., and another
states that debtors of the corporation shail have the right
to discharge debts coming due, whether in whole or in part,
on the payment of not more than threo montlis' intorest,
at the raLe charged in the loan. If this Act, however, is
repealed, as is intended by this Bill, what will be the con-
sequence? And what is the law in Quebee about this
matter ? It is as follows :-

" Les débiteurs ont le droit de se libérer par anticipation, en tout ou
en partie.

" Les remboursemeýnts anticipés donnent lieu, au profit de la société, à
une indemnité qui ne peut dépasser trois pour cent du capital rem-
boursé par anticipation."

Then if we repeal this law by the present measure, we
will have the right only to charge three months' interest on
money which is paid before it is due. If we repeal it, the
Act ofthe Quebec Legislature comes into effect, ond by it
we have a right to charge 3 per cent. If a man owes
$1,000 and wishes to pay it, at 3 per cent ho will have
to pay $30, while, under this Act, lie would have to pay $ 5,
which is $15 difference. If ho lent it at 8 per cent. he
would have to puy back $30, while, under the present law,
he would only have to pay $20, or, in otherwords, he would
be paying 8 per cent. in the one case, and 9 per cent.
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in the other. I think hon. members have rather been talçýn
by surprise, for I do not think the Bill bas been distributed.
so that bon. members could scrutinize it and ascertain
what would be the result of repealing this Act.

"The corporation shall transzpit, on or before the fest day of March
in each year, to the Minister of Finance, a statement in duplirate to the
thirty-first day of December inclusive of the previous year, verified by
the oath of the President, Vice-President or Managing director, setting
out the capital stock of the corporation and the proportion thereof paid
up, the number of shares to order and the number to bearer, the assets
and liabilities of the corporation, the amount and nature of the invest-
ments and the average rate of interest derived therefrom. The extent
and value of the real estate held, the amoun.t 4d nature of *e

If the present Bill passes, that provision will be repealed. I
have nothing to say against those parties privately; they
may ail be gentlemen, but we know that corporations have
no souls, and I do not wish them to be allowed to go with-
out restraint, as is now proposed. Then the Quebec Act
might L ehan ged se that we would have no control over
them at ail. For those reasons I think I have good ground
for moving that the Bill be not now read the tI4rd tiime, but
that it be read the third time this day six months. It m ty
be said that, of course you speak about having the rights in
Quebee to charge 10 per cent., they may say there is a
general law passed which will stop that. Well, the law
passed here may stop it, for any money that it lent for over
five years, but it will not have that effect in regard to money
which is lent for a shorter period. By 43 Vie., chap.
42, there is a provision that if the money is lent for over
five years-after the five years elapse after the money is to
be paid-all they have to pay is three months interest;
but if the period is less than five years they would have te
fall back on the Quebec Statute, and they would have a
right to charge 3 per cent. I think that at present,
when money is so plentiful and so cheap, there is no noed
to pass such a law, and especially in its present shape.

Mr. CASGRAIN. A charter bas been granted to this
company by the Legislature of the Province of Quebec on
one special condition, and that condition is this-that they
should not lend money at a rate above 6 per cent.
interest; and whatever legislation we may pass in this
Ilouse cannot affect the charter under which they operate
in the Province of Quebec, or elsewhere. I look upon the
Bill, as it is at present, as a perfect nullity, and I do notsay
this because I desire to oppose the Bill, but on account of
the interest I have in good legislation. The question will1
come up before the courts of justice, because parties will
take advantage of the Quebec charter to diminish the rate
of interest fron 8 per cent. to 6; and we may anticipate
that the courts of justice will be bound to decide that
the only charter under which they can operate is the one
granted by the Proviace of Quebec.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I wish to make a few remarks in1
reply to the two hon. gentlemen who have just spoken, andc
I wilt first refer te the hon. member for L'Islet. The hon.
gentleman has probably overlooked the fact that by the'
charter the company obtained from the Logislature of
Quebec, the limit of 6 per cent. was fixed, on account ofT
the monopoly they obtained for fifty years. They have1
abandoned that monopoly, and last year the Quebec Legis-,
lature amended their charter so as to extend their rightso
and remove that limit ; and the proclamation of'
the Lieutenant Governor has been publisbed so thatv
the public might be informed of the fact. The'
objections of the hon. member for Shefford (Mr. Auger)o
I think are answered by himself. Hie asks, why give the t
Credit Foncier the right of lending at as high a rate as c
8 per cent. when money is so cheap ad plenty ?i
Well, if money is so cheaply plenty, it would be very 9gy i
for borrowers to go to any other company and get money i
at a lower rate than they can froin the Credit Foncier; a

gr. Auai&

and if the Cre4it Foncier want to keep to the maximumr
rate, they will not do any more business than they do now.
The main question is this: Are we interested in bringing
capital here to compote with the other loan companies, and
to give us what the hon. member for Shefford and many
others want, namely, cheap money ? The more capital you
induce to come here, the botter for the borrower. It is
well known that if the company do not obtain that amend-
ment to their charter, they will be obhiged to give up their
business; and I am informed that soe anxioqs are ther
loan companies to get them out of the market, that they
have offered to indemnify £the company for any expense
they have incurred to obtain their charter and to assume
their loans. I think that is the best proof that the com-
petition of the Credit Foncier with the other loan com-
papies is givirpg us what we all desire-cheap money.
Under theso circumstances, and seeing that the charters
they have obtained from the Legislatures of at least four or
five of the Provinces, amply protect the public, I do not
see why we should hesitate to give them fair play, and
place the;n on the saige footing as the other loan companies.
if the company should at any time be obliged to increase
their rate of interest to 7 or 8 per cent., and nonev
afterwards gets cheaper, the borrower has the power, under
every one of the company's charters, to force them, under a
smaller indemnity, to reimburse him.

Mr. WELDON. Why do they want the Dominion Act
repealed.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Because they are in doubt about
the Provincial Legislatures having power to grant charters
of that kind. It has been decided by high authorities that
the Local Legislatures are the proper authorities to apply
to for the incorporation of such companies, but that i is
for the Parliament of Canada to decide as to the ra; eof
interest. It is for that reason, and no other, that the com-
pany are before this Parliament, and I think it is only fair
that they should obtain what they are asking for by this
Bill.

Mr. WELDON. I was on the sub-Committee upon lhe
Bill passed for this company two years ago, and the reason
the 6 per cent. limit was fixed at that time was that they
possessed a monopoly for fifty years. That being now
withdrawn, I think it is quite right that we should relieve
them froi the obligation then imposed. At the same
time, I think that, having given them power to extend
their business over the whole Dominior, this Parliament
should retain control over their affairs.

Mr. ABBOTT. As I understand the question, the
comSpny desire to escape from the abnormal and incon-
venlent position they occupy, and to be place: in the
position of otber ordinary loan companies. I have no doubt,
from what I have seen of their logislation, that they
proceeded fuom the first upon an erroneous idea. They
obtained their Act of incorporation in the Province of
Quebec, and in this Act they obtained a privilege which is
so far from the policy of this House in such matters, that
last year they were refused the legislation that would have
placed them in the position of other companies. They obtained
(rom the Legislature of Quebec a monopoly of the capital,
as it wore, of the Republic of France for fifty years. No
other company, under that Act, could do business in Quebec
during that time, being first organized in France. That
was a ristake, I think, they made, and it was a very
important one. Then they came to this House, afterhaving
obtained a charter in Quebec, and, instead of merely getting
their powers extended under that charter, they got a new
charter from this Hiouse, so that there were two charters,
in most respects similar. In the respect of which my bon.
friend from Shefford speaks, they are exactly similar. By
repealing this Act, the protection which the Dominion Act
afforde4Iot customers of this company will not be repealed,
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becausu it will exist under the Quebec charter. That was
the second mistake they nade--that of gettinganother Actol
incorporation. It was, therefore, impossible for any man to
say whether this was a local or a federal corporation, under
which law it was governed, or how it conducted its business.
Since then the legislation was still further complicated by
local Acts through the Provinces extending the powers of
this company, which it had acquired under tho Quebec Act
-that is the other Provinces, except Manitoba. What the
company really wanted, in order to place itself on the same
footing as other loan companies, was simply to be per-
mitted to chaige the rate of interest that otheis charged
and be deprived of this obnoxious monopoly. That is the
position in which, I understand, my hon. friend wishes to
put the company now by this legislation. The second A et
of incorporation gave no new privileges. With the sole
exception of the ordinary privilege of accounting to the
Finance Minister, which is imposed on all federal corpor-
ations, all the protective clauses which were in the Federal
Act remain, because they are in the charter of this company
under the Quebec Act. Still it would seem to me improper
for us to impose on a local company the obligation of
accounting to the Finance Minister of Confedoration. It
would not, perhaps, be improper in principle, but the obliga-
tion does not exist with regard to other local companies,
and I do not see why it should be imposed on this one.
With regard to the rate of interest, all I understand my
hon. friend opposite asks for is that this company be per-
mitted to charge the same rates as others. I do not see
why this should be refused. We may be wrong to allow it
to others, but we allow it to all, and I do not see why this
company should be made an exception. The only distinc-
tion I can see between this company and the hundreds of
others doing business throughout the country, with the
privilege of charging interest over 6 per cent, is, this com-
pany is French, and its capital comes from France, and I do
not recognize the advantage of excluding from our markets
the capital of France, where there is an abundance of
money to be had at cheap rates of late years, a portion of
whieh we have some prospect of obtaining. That can be
the only ground. As to the policy of allowing these
corporations to charge over 6 per cent., I am in favor of
allowing them to charge what they please. What they
charge will be what they can persuade people to pay them,
and if money is cheap no one will be so foolish as to pay
this or any other company 8 per cent., if the money can
be had at a lower rate elsewhere.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). As far as this company is
concerned, it deserves some credit for the business it bas
done here. Under their Act of incorporation they have lent
moncy at 6 per cent. to the amount, it was stated here last
Session, of 81,000,000. That is, if I mistake not, in the
hands of farmers. If we allow them now to charge a
higher rate, those farmers will have to borrow at 8 per
cent., so that the increased rate will actually be an inereased
charge on the $1,000,000 they have borrowed. If we refuse,
this privilege to the company, that money wjll roman in
the hands of the farmers at 6 per cent., for the company
will not take it back to France, where they can only get
4 or 4½ per cent. It is very well to advocate bring-
ing in capital to this country and placing all
companies on an equal footing, but we must not forget that
if we allow these parties to draw in the capital they have
Joaned we will do a great injustice to those who borrowed
it, believing implicitly that 6 or cen'was all they would
have to pay, and that they would obtain renewals at that
rate. So far as this company is concorned they can borrow
money at 4 and 4î per cent. If this Bill is not given
the ~six months' hoist I hope my hon. friend from
Centre Wellington will introduce his motion, in order that,
at any rate, we may keep the rate at 7 per cent.
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Mr. BLAKE. I desire to point out that my hon. friend
f from Argenteuil bas, I think, forgotten exactly what the

nature of the Federal Act, which it is proposed to repeal, is.
My hon. friend spoke as if it was a double incorporation. It
is not so. The Federal Act, rightly or wrongly, is simply
the conferring of certain powers and the making of certain
prescriptions. coincidental with the conferring of those
powers on the corporation incorporated by the Quebec
Logislature. It recites the incorporation of the Credit
Foncier Franco-Canadien by the Statute of the Province of
Quebec, It recites that the company has applied for the
extension and enjoyment of its powers so as to allow it to
transact business throughout the Dominion, and then
declares it shall be lawful for that particular corporation to
transaet business and prescribe certain rules. Therefore, it
is not a double incorporation at all, any more than the
granting to this company by various Provincial Legisla-
tures of express powers to do business in other Provinces
would be treated as special Acts of incorporation in those
Provinces. Whatever be the power this Legislature may
have to deal with these questions, in the mode in which it
is assumed to deal with them in this Act, there can be no
doubt we had the power to give authority to loan in the
North-West Territories, and it is effective so far. That is the
first observation J have to make. The hon, gentleman
stated that all the securities and restrictions which were
imposed by this Act, with the exception of the single one
limiting the rate of interest-whereas the new Bill will give
the company power to loan at 8 per cent.-were secured
by the Provincial Act. That is not strictly true.

Mr. ABBOTT. I said that the restrictions in the interest
of borrowers, for the protection of borrowers, were copied
from the Quebec Act.

Mr. BLAKE. That is where my hon. friend was under
a misapprehension, because the Quebec Act prescribes, as
my hon. friend from Shefford stated a while ago, that bor-
rowers who are paying money back by anticipation should
pay 3 per cent., not at the rate of 3 per cent. for
any particular time, but a sum not exceeding 3 per
cent. ; whereas, this Federal Act, dealing with this subject,
which is properly witbin our powers as relating to the
question of interest, provides that debtors to the corpora-
tion shall have the right of discharging their debts as they
become due; and the anticipated paymient shall give rise to
an indemnity in favor of the corporation, which shall not
exceed three months' interest on the capital paid before
becoming due at the rate stipulated in the loan. Now, the
rate stipulated in the loan could not exceed 6 per cent.
per annum, the maximum charge upon anticipated payments
would, therefore, not be more then l per cent.
under the Federal Law; but if you repeal the Federal Law
in its totality, you throw the corporation back on the Pro-
vincial Law, and they will thon have power to charge 3
instead of 1½ per cent. as the maximum in the
case of anticipated paymen ts. I am not at ail clear how
far, under this complicated state of things which is now
produced, what would be the application of our Gencral
Act which we passed a couple of years ago on the subject
of interest in this country. I rather think, also, that it
would be prudent in any case in which we are granting
privileges to any company, to exact returns from that
company. It seems to me not unreasonable that when a
company comes here for any privilege at all from us we
should exact such returns as we exact in the case of maUy
companies who do not come for privileges. In the case of
building societies, about whom, in my mind, at any rate,
there bas always been great doubt whether they come
within our jarisdiction at all, we exact these returns. I
think the returns are useful, if there is nothing else that
will do good, and we ought to have them.
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Mr. DESJARDINS. That is very good in words, but

the Bill repeals the Act which orders these returns. My
hon. friend says: "I don't object to you having returns,"
but he appeals the law by which the returns are ordered.

Mr. HOUDE moved, in amendment to the amendment:

That the Bill be referred back to the Committee of the Whole with
instructions to replace the words, "eight per cent." by the words

mven per cent.I in the second clause.

Mr. AMYOT. I am at a loss to know why we should
make a difference between that company and other com-
panies. I remember that when that company commenced i ts
operations in this country, the rate of interest went down
considerably, and farmers, instead of paying 12, 14
and 15per cent., began to pay 6 per cent. and less. That
Company has loaned nearly $81,500,000 at 6 per cent. or
5j. Now, if you look at the Statutes you will sec that we
have treated other companies much more generously
than you propose to treat this one, as will be seen by the
following statement showing the powers granted to loan
companies in Canada since 1876 as to rate of interest:

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter fifty-seven.-' The British Canadian
Loan and Investment Company,'-eight par cent, amended by forty
Victoria, chapter seventy-six to any rate that may be lawfully taken by
individuals in the Province of Ontario or by incorporated companies
in other Provinces.

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter fifty-eight.-'The England and Canada
Mortqage Security Company.'-Any rate that may be lawfully taken by
individuals.

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter fifty-nine-'The Scottish Canadian
Loan Company.'-Eight per cent.

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter sixty-one.-'The National Investment
Company of Canada.'-Eight per cent. -Amended by forty Vietoria,
chapter seventy-seven, to any rate that may be lawfully taken by
individuals in the Province of Ontario, by incorporated companies
in the other Provinces.

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter sixty-two.-' The London and Ontario
Investment Company.'- Eight per cent.-Amended by forty Victoria,
chapter seventy-eight, to any rate that may be lawfully taken by
individuale in the Province of Ontario, or by incorporated companies
in the other Provinces.

Thirty-nine Victoria, Chapter sixty-six. -' The Maritime Savings and
Loan Company.-Eight per cent.

Forty Victoia Chapter forty-three.-' Joint Stock Companies Act,
1877 '.-Any rate that may be lawfully taken by individuals.

Forty Victoria, Chapter fifty.-'An Act respecting the Building
Societies in the Province of Quebec.'-Any rate that may be lawfully
taken by individuals.

Forty Victoria, Chapter seventy-four.-' The Manitoba and North-
West Loan Company.'-Any rate that may be lawfully taken by
individuals.

Forty-one Victoria, Chapter forty-two.-' The Montreal Investment
and Building Company,' Eight per cent.

Forty-two Victoria, Chapter seventy-four.-' The Manitoba and
North-West Loan Company.'-Any rate that may be lawfully taken
by incorporated companies in the Province of Quebec, or by private
individuals in the other Hrovinces.

Forty-five Victoria. Chapter one hundred and ten.-' The Canada
Landed Credit Companv,' Eightper cent.

Forty-five Victoria, Chapter one hundred and eleven -1 The Canada
Trust and Loan Company of Canada.'-Any rate of interest as may be
lawfully taken by individuals, or in the Province of Quebec by incor-
porated companies, under like circumstances fnot exceeding eight per
cent."I

Now these are some of the companies we have already
incorporated. We have given them the right to loan at
8 per cent.-or, at the i ate that inlividuals may loan
their money. I would like the mover of the amend-
ment to the amendmont to say why the money of the
Credit Foncier is so bad, so rotten, so distasteful to him
when the company has charged less interest than other com-
panies that he must prohibit it from coming into the
country. I would like him to explain to this Hlouse
wherein consists the difference between the money loaned-

b the Credit Foncier and that loaned by other companies.
they have any good reasons wby that company should

pay a special tax for doing business, all right. If it is
because it is a French ,-ompany, all right. But I say that
money has no color and belongs to no party. It is in the
interest of everybody that we shbuld have as much money
in the country as we can get. When money becomes

Mr. BLAKI.

plentiful, then we may be sure the interest will go down.
I say that amendment is contrary to our general legis-
lation, contrary to the Acts of incorporation granted to all
other companies, contrary to the liberty of commerce,
and contrary to the ordinary hospitality which we
show other companies when they bring their money here.
If it is because that money came from a special source, let
as be bold enough to say so, and bear the consequences.
The hon. leader of the Opposition spoke ofkeeping the clause
which relates to the present engagements of the company
as it is. I understand the mover does not object to that
and I am glad to be able to agree with the hon. leader of the
Oppositioa in this regard, as it is not very often I occupy
that agreeable position. The legislation which this House
is surely going to pass will not disregard vested rights.
Those who have borrowed by virtue of the old law
will remain under the old conditions; the company will
not be in a position to change the rates nor dirminish the
obligations of borrowers, nor increase them. Those who
transacted business with that company will stand, for
the future, in the sane position under the new as under
the old law. It js au elementary principle that laws
have no retroactive effect; but if there be any appre-
hension in that respect, the mover of the Bill will
have no objection to add a clause making that cloarer.
Therefore, those who borrowed at 5½ per cent. for
thirty years, will pay only that rate, and the loan will
extend over that period, their rights and obligations
renaining unaltered ; but for future loans the terms and
conditions will be different. Men who want money will go
where they can obtain it cheapest, and it is the duty of
Parliament to provide that we shall get money at cheap
rates; and in order to do so we must open our doors and
say to the capitalists and bankers of the world: " Come to
Canada and you wil e welcome. You will find there a gen-
oral protection, and the same law for everyone; we make no
discrimination ; we do not limit the French capitalists to
seven per cent. and allow others to charge eight." We say
to the capitalists that we extend the same rights to all.
That is the position which I am satisfied Parliament
intends to take. Besides, I understand that the incor-
poration granted by this Parliament to that company
was, and is, illegal, it being boyond our jurisdiction.
Some hon. members will be surprised when I thus
speak of the jurisdiction of this Parliament. Sooner or
later this question will come before the tribunals. And 1
submit that when an incorporation is for local purposes, the
power to incorporate is vested in the Local Legislatures. The
regulation of trade and commerce belongs to this Parliament.
There is no doubt as to that point, but the incorporation of
private companies, of those companies which act like mdi-
viduals, belongs to the Local Legislatures. Sub-section 11
of section 92 of the British North Amorica Act, gives
to Local Legislatures exclusively the power to incorporate
companes, for local purposes. We understand very weil
when a farmer goes to borrow moncy from one of these
companies, ho does something that is local, not something
that is fedoral in.any sense. Besides, when a company is
incorporated in any Province, and seeks to loan money, the
rate of interest is regulated by this Parliament. So this
company is right in asking only for a clause fixing the rate
of interest under these circumstances. I regret that an
hon. member has thought fit to propose that a discrimina.
ting rate of interest shall b established. I hope we shall
grant te this company, whichhas already donegood service,
the necessary power to go on with its operations. There
can be no objection to the company loaning millions of
dollars during coming years. The rate of interest will be
fixed, not by law, but by the condition of the money market
and the wants of the people, and if the company is able to
offer money at low rates it will do so so as to do more business.
The interests of the company and of borrowers are the saie,
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and every one is interested in these corporations obtaining
equal liberties.

Mr. BLAKE. This is an important amendment, and our
rules provide that no important amendment shall be consi-
dered, except on two days' notice. I, therefore, submit thal
this amendment cannot ho proposed.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member for Maskinongé has
not given notice of this amendment. I think it is an im
portant amendment, and therefore the motion of the hon.
member is not in order. But the hon. member for Centre
Wellington bas given notice of an amendment of this kind,
and if ho chooses to move that amendment, it is competent
for him to do so.

Mr. ORTON moved, in amendment to the amendment:
That the Bill be amended by striking out the word "eight " and

inserting in p ace thereof the word "seven " in the last line of the Bill.

Mr. IIOUDE. The objection raised by the hon. leader of
the Opposition seems to be useless, as my amendment is sub-
stantially the same as the amendment just read; and as the
hon. member was not in the House at the time, I submit I
ha-d a perfect right to take his amendment and propose it.

Mr. DAVIES. I have a difficulty in dealing with this
question, which I should like to have removed. I am
opposed in principle to usury, to an attempt to
limit the rates at which money shall be loaned,
and I believe in lending money without restriction, as J
do in freedom of trade. This company applied to
the Legislature of the Province of the Dominion and
obtained power to loan money at 6 per cent. In Prince
Edward Island it loaned a comparatively large sum, and
the mortgages it took are filled with conditions, the violation
of any one of which by the borrower would enable the
company to foreclose. While limited to 6 per cent.there
was no great inducement to foreclose. A large number of
persons borrowed money with all the stringent conditions
attached, because they got it at 6 per cent. instead of
paying 8. If we relieve the company from maintain-
ing the rate at 6 per cent. and allow them to charge 8,
the consequence will be that those who borrowed at 6 will
have to pay 8 per cent. I do not object to borrowers
paying 8 per cent., but it will have a prejudicial effect in
r spect to those parties who borrowed money at 6 per cent.
within the last year or two. A£nd the slightest slip on the
part of the borrower, would result in his being compelled
to pay 8 per cent., whereas ho only imagined ho was to
pay 6 per cent. If the promoters of the Bill can seo their
way clear to the removal of this objection, I am sure that
my colleagues from the Island will see the force of it at
once; and I will be thon very glad to support the Bill, but
otherwise not.

Mr. BLAKE. From the remarks made in another part of
the Chamber, I think by the hon. member for Bellechasse,
I understand that the promoters of the Bill are willing to
accept some of the suggestions which came from this part of
the Chamber-with reference, for example, to the limitation
of the amount to be taken on anticipated payments, and the
restriction of this in the Act which it is proposed to repeal,
which was somewhat lower than that given by the local
charter, and if we go into Committee subject to the second
day rule, an hon. gentleman or any hon. gentleman can
propose an amendment to keep in these parts of the Bill.
For ny part, I am prepared to vote to go again into Com-
mittee with that view, and in the Committee we can make
every alteration, it seems to me, which may be made before
the neasure cornes finally before the House for decision.

Mr. ORTON. When the company was incorporated by
a former Government, it was btated that they did not intend
to charge more than 6 per cent., and if I recollect aright,
the feeling among the members of the Hlouse then, and1

more especially among those from the Province of Quebec,
was strongly that they were not favorable to the incol por-
ation of the company, without a restriction in the rate of
interest. It was thought that this company would have a
very beneficial effect throughout the other Provinces on
other companies. I had the honor, on a former occasion, to
introduce a Bill limiting the rate of interest to 7 per
cent, and the principle of this Bill was voted upon in this
House, recoiving the support of a large portion of the rop-
rosentatires from the Province of Qutebc. I trust that
they will now vote for thei amondment, and I am sure that
it willb ave a very beneficial effect, if carried, throughout
the country.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As the hon. leader of
the Opposition bas remarked, ho would be disposed
to vote for the amendment to the amendment with the
view of having the Bill amended in Committee in other
respects, would it not be botter, thon, that this motion
should be withdrawn, and that we go back into Com-
mittee with the view of amending the Bill generally?
If we do so, then the suggestions made would be agreed to;
but if this cannot be done, I would a-k the hon. gentleman
to vote against the amendment to the amendmont with the
view of going into Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLAKE. 1- quite agree with that view.
Mr. McCALLUM. Was notice given?
Mr. BLAKE. Notice was given. The hon, member from

Wellington gave adequate notice. and when the Bill is in
Committee, or out of Comnitte, amendments may be pro.
posed.

Mr. McCALLUM. Should not the object aimed at be
stated in the notice ?

Mr. BLAKE. That depends on the importance of the
amendment.

Mr. BOWELL. It seems to me that the amendments
proposed by hon. gentlemen opposite are very important
in their character. They are amendments which were
never con templated when the Bill was introduced by the hon.
member for Hochelaga, and they change the complexion of
the Bill altogether. If these are not important amend-
ments I am at a loss to know what are important.

Mr. DESJARDINS. If the promoters of the Bill agree
to the changes, I do not know what the public bas to say in
the matter. These are restrictions which are supposed to
give greater security to the public.

Mr. BOWELL. I must confess I do not take the sane
view of the matter as my hon. friend. It may be the pro-
moters of the Bill are prepared to accept suggestions from
members not particularly interested in the Bill; but still
that makes it none the less an important amendment, and
I take it for granted that, in the discussion and disposition
of a question of this character, each member of th fHouse
bas as much to do with it in the interest of his consti-
tuents, and of the country, as the gentlemen who are more
particularly interested in it. I wish it distinctly under-
mtood that I am not opposed to the suggestions thrown out;
but as the objection was taken, and, to rmy mind, a very fri-
volous one, by the hon. leader of the Opposition, to the course
pursued by the hon. member for Montmagny, I do not sce
why, if the rules of the House are to be strictly adhered to,
they should not be adhered to in this particular.

Amendment to the amendment (Mr. Orton) negatived
on the following division :-

yEAB:
Messieurs

Bowehl,
Caigrain,
(Joch rane,

Hawkins,
Boude,

.Landerkin,

Orton,
Thompson,
WaIIace (York),
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coughlin, McCallum,
Cutbbert, McLelan,
Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)McNeill,

Abbott,
Allen,
Allison,
Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Baker (Missisquoi),
Baker ( Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Billy,
Blake,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bourassa,
Bourdeau,
Brecken,
Bu rnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Caron,
Casey,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cimon,
Cook,
Costigan,
Coursol,
Daly,
Daoust,
Davies,
Daw, on,
De Beaujeu,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,

NYS :
Messieurs

Fairbank,
Farrow,
Ferguson (Welland),
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Foster,
Fréchette,
Gagné,
Geoffrion,
Gigautt,
Gillmor,
Girouard (Kent),
Gordon,
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Guillet,
Gunn,
Hackett,
Hall,
Harley,
Hay,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Billiard,
Holton,
Homer,
Hurteau,
Innis,
Irvine,
Ives,
Jamieson,
Keefier,
Kilvert,
King,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Labrosse,
Landry,
Langevin,
Laurier,
Lesage,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mackintosh,
Macmaster,
McMillan (Huron),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil),

White (Hastings),
Wigle,
Wood (Brockville).-18.

McCraney,
McDougald,
MeIntyre,
McIsaac,
MeMullen,
Massue,
Méthot,
Mitchell,
Moffatt,
Montplaisir,
Mulock,
O'Brien,
Paint,
Paterson (Brant),
Pickard,
Pinsonneault,
Platt,
Pope,
Ray,
Reid,
Richey,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Ross (Middlesex),
Royal,
Rvkert,
Scott,
Scriver,
Small,
Smyth
Somerville (Brant),
Scmerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Taylor,
Trow,
Tyrwhitt,
Valin,
Vanasse,
Wallace (Albert),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wheler,
Williams,
Wilson,
Woodworth,
Yeo.-144.

Amendment (Mr. Auger). six months hoist, negatived on
a division.

On motion for third reading,
Mr. ABBOTT moved, that the Bill be not now read the

third time, but that it be recommitted to Committee of the
Whole, for the purpose of amending the same.

Motion agreed to ; and the House resolved itsclf into
Committee.

Bill reported, Committee to sit again.
Sir IECyOR LANGEVIN moved the afdjournmentof the

louse.
Notion agreed to; and (at 9:30 o'clock p.n.) the House

adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
THURsDAY, 15th March, I883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ARBITRATORS* AWARD IN YAVOR OF LUCIEN
MORIN.

Mr. CASGRAIN enquired, Have the Government been
notified of an award made by the Offijial Aintrators

Mr. BOWELL,.

of the Dominion, in favor of Lucien Morin, and if so, when ?
Has the amount awarded been paid, and if not, why not?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Official Arbitrators
reported an award to the Depart.ment on the 18th of August,
1882, for $3663ý0. The amount has not been paid and there
is no appropriation from which payment could be made. It
will, I expect, be provided for in the Estimates.

PUNISHMENT OF ADULTERY AND SEDUCTION.

Mr. CHARLTON, in moving that the House resolve
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 13) to provide for the
puni-hment of adultery, seduction, &c., said: I may be per-
mitted, Sir, to make a few remarks in support of its pro-
visions. I am aware, Sir, tbat the subjects with which
this Bill deals are of a delicate nature; nevertheless, Sir,
only prudery and a false sense of modesty would forbid
their discussion in a proper manner, here or elsewbere;
and believing, that the provisions of the Bill wbich I
have submitted, are in the interest of morality and in the
public interest, I invoke the considerate judgment of the
House upon it. The hon. leader of the Government the
other evening, in some remarks upon this question, at
the tine the second reading was taken, said that he
feared I did not draw the lino clearly and distinctly
between a sin and a crime. Well, Sir, the line of
demarcation between what might be properly called a
sin, and what might be properly called a crime, ray not
be very clearly defined in all cases; but I think, Sir,
that any offei ce named in this Bill nay be justly char-
acterised as a crime. It is surely a crime, Sir, to blight
a home, to ruin a life-; to make an innocent person an out-
cast of society, and to drive her to prostitution, when this
is done by the exercise of wiles and false promises. These,
Sir, are the crimes provided for in this Bill, and for the
punishment of which provision is made. Now, there are,
Sir, as we are all aware, cases which have occasionally
arisen, where the fact that no penalty is involved is a dis-
grace to civilization, where the victims are driven out of
society, in some cases even driven to suicide, and it is
to provide for cases of this kind that this Bill is
introduecd. The hon. First Minister aiso, in adverting in
his rem arks, upon the operation of such a law in the State of
New York-to which I had referred-said that the existing
law in that State bcd not prefented licentionsness, and had
not prevented the condition of society which existed in
other places where this law did not exist. Well, Sir, the
hon. gentleman might, with equal truth, have said that the
law placed on the 8satute-book in that State against mur-
der did not prevent the commission of murder; that the
law against theft, and robbery, and burglary, and all
crimes known to the calendar, were not so efficient
as to prevetit the commission of these crimes. The fact
that the existence of this law on the Statute book of that
State does not prevent licentiouness is surely no argument
against the propriety of placing the law there. The law
was designed in that State for the punisbment of seduction
under promise of mnrriage, and the law has been enforced
in that respect, and the penalties inflicted in many instances
there and elsewhere. The objection was also raised that
under a law of this kind the adventuress would have oppor-
tunities which she would not possess if no law of this charac-
fer existed on the Statute-book. Well, Sir,the Committee that
dealt with this Bill have been fully alive Io this objection;
and every precaution that they could possi bly take-to pro-
vide against the possibility of the operations of tho adven-
turess being faciil ated by it-have been taken in drafting
the BiIll; and I think that the Bill, in the form in which it
is preseinted to the House, very fully provides against any
contingency of this kind. I may iay in this conrectiln,
that, so far as I know, very few instances have occurred
where the attempt of the adventuress has been successfal in
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seeking -to extort blackmail from an intended victim
This law, as I said the other day, Sir,-and as I propose
more fully to show now -bas been upon the Statute-book of
various commonwealths upon this side of the Atlantic for
many years. And, as I said the other day, it has been on
the Statute-book of New York since 1848. And the fact
Sir, that there has never been any objection made to the
operation of the law-the fact that there has never been any
attempt to have it repealed, by any respectable number of
persons, may surely be taken, Sir, as an argument in favor
of the law. When the law has been in practical operation,
when it bas been on the Statute-book for nearly a quarter of
a century,and has evidently met with universal approval-if
we may judge from the fact that no hostile criticism bas
been offered-we may fairly infer that its practical opera-
tion in that instance bas been satisfactory. I propose, with
the permission of the House, to give a brief outline of the
law as it exists in many of the United States; and I shall
show that the provisions of the present Bill are less strin-
gent, and the safeguards against blackmailing are more
complete than in any of the Statutes in the American
States. In Massachusetts the crime of seduction is a
felony. In Ohio, a male over eighteen years of age, who
seduces a female under eighteen years of age, under promise
of marriage, is guilty of felony, and is liable to imprison-
ment in the penitentiary for three years, or in the county
jail for six months. In Ohio, there is au additional provi-
sion with reference to tutors and teachers. It provides
that any such teacher or tutor of any public or private
school, who is over twenty-one vears of age, who has sexual
connection with any female under his instruction, shall be
liable to imprisonment for a maximum period of ten years,
or a minimum period of one year. In that State, corrobor-
ative evidence is required to the same extent as is required
for the principal witness in the case of perjury. In Rhode
Island, seduction under promise of marriage renders the
person guilty of the crime liable to a maximum imprison-
ment of five years, or a fine of 85,000. lu this State, cor-
roborative evidence is also required, and any person guilty
of enticing a female to a house of ill-fame for the purpose
of prostitution, or aiding and abetting in the same, is liable
to imprisonment for five years, or a fine of $5,000. In
New York, seduction under promise of marriage, is punish-
able by imprisonment for not more than fivo years, and a
fine of not more than $5,000, at the discretion of the
court. In New Jersey, seduction by a married man, re-
presenting himself single, under promise of marriage, is
punishable by imprisonment for five years, or a fine of
85,000, or by both imprisonment and fine. In the case of a
single man the same punishment may be imposed with the
provision, however, that the subsequent marriage of the
parties is a bar to conviction. In this State, also, the evi-
dence of the female las to be corroborated. In Arkansas,
two years in the penitentiary is the maximum imprison-
ment, and $5,000 the maximum fine, and corroborative
evidence is required to the extent required of the principal
witness in a case of perjury. In Nebraska, the puishment
is $3,000 fine, or imprisonment for five years, and corrobor-
ative evidence is required. In Michigan, seduction is pun-
ishable by imprisonment for a period not exceeding ton
years. In iMinnesota, the punishment may be five years iii
the State prison, or one year in the county jail. Corioborative
evidence is required, and subsequent marriage is a bar to
conviction; and, in that State, the indictment must be made
within two years of the commission of the alleged offence.
In Indiana, the female may prosezute in a civil action On
her own behalf, or ber parents or guardians may take pro-1
ceedings, and damages may be awarded as assessed. Theù
same law prevails in Illinois, and, in Iowa, seluction is pun-i
ishable by imprisonment for five years, or a fine of $1,000,
and subsequent marriage is a bar to conviction. In Kansas,
seduction, under promise of marriage, is punishable by al

. l fine of 83,000, or imprisonmot for two years, or both. In
! South Carolina, the female may take civil action on ber

f own behalf. In Alabama, seduction, under promise of
r marriage, or by temptation, or deception, or by the use of
i arts or flattery, is a felony punishable by imprisonment for

not less than one year or more than ten years ; corrobor-
ative evidence is required. In Wisconsin, soduction
under promise of marriago, is punishable by a maximum

f torm of imprisonment of five years in the State pr.ison,
r or one year in the county jail. No conviction cai be se-

cured on the unsupported testimony of the female, and sub-
sequent marriage bars conviction. In Oregon, seduction,

f under promise of marriage, is punishable by imprisonment
in a peniteutiary for a period of from one to five years, or

. in the county jail from three months to one year, or a fine
of from $500 to 81,000; subscquent marriage is a barI to
conviction, In Connecticut, the first offonce may bo pan-
ished by imprisonment foi- not more than one year, and a
fine of not more than 81,00o0; the second offence, imprison-
ment not more than threo years, and fine not more than
82,000. In Pennsylvania, the seduction of a femalo under
twenty-one years of age, under pr-omise of marriage, is
punishable by a maximum fine of 85,000, or a maximum
imprisonment of three years, or iuthor, or both, ut the
discretion of the court. The testimony of the female
requires to be corroborated by othor evidonce, circum-
stantial or positive. In Virgînin, Georgia and North
Carolina seduction, under pi-omise of marriago, is made
a felony. Those are the provisions of the law in the
States I have named; but there is scarcely a State in the
American Union that does not place seduction on the
category of felony. The prese it Bill, as introduced in the
first instance, was more stringent in its provisions than the
one now submitted. That Bill was referred Io a Special
Committeo last Session, by which it was essentially moditied
in its provisions; it was again introducd this Session, and
again referred to a Special Committee, who struck out the
first clause, providing for the punishmont of adultery. As
the Bill now stands, there are three offenceq, and as hon.
mombers may not be familiar with it in iLs p-esent shaje,
I take the liberty of reading the clauses. The first section
provides that:

" Any man who shall, under promise of marriag, seduce and have
illicit connection with any unmarried female of previous chaste char-
acter, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punishable as
hereinafter mentioned: Provided, in the case of an unmarried man, that
subsequent marriage of the parties or a bonâfideofferof marriage on the
part of the defen lant, may be pleaded in bar of a conviction."

The second clause is as follows: -
"Any person who is a superintendent, tutor, or teacher in a private

or public school, or other publie institution of learning atten ed by
females, or who is instructor ofrany female in music, or any branch or
learning of art, who has illicit intercourse at any time or place witni
any female under bis instruction, or attending such achool or institu-
tion during the term of his engagement as superintendent, tutor, in-
structor, or teacher, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be
punisnable as hereinafter provided."

The third clause provides that:

" Any person who shall inveigle or entice any female of virtuons and
chaste character, to a bouse ut ii-fame, or assignation, for the purpose
of illicit intercourse, or prostitution, or shali knowingly conceal, or
inveigle, or aid or abet in concealing any such female 81 iveg1ih or
enticed for the purpose ofrprostititiwn or lewdnes, shail be guilty or a
misdemeanor, and shall be punishable as hereinafter providel.'

Then follows a provision with regard to the testimonty. The
two following ciu4es heing for the purpose of goardirng
against blackmailing, and protectiig those wh) may bu
exposed to atiempts on the part of unscrupulous females, to
fst-en falre charges. These clauses arie as fwillows:

"l any case arising under section one, two or three of thiq Act, lhe
tes9tmony of the remale in respect ot whom the offence is alleged tu
have been committed, shail not be deemed stiffcieut to sustain a con-
viction unless the same is corroborated by other material evidence.
la every case arising under this Act the defendant shall be a com-
petent witness in bis own behalf.
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The sixth clause provides Ihat no prosecution shall be com-
menced after the expiration of one year from the time of
committing the offence. The seventh clause is as follows: -

" Any person who shAll be convicted of an offence declared to be a
miRdemeanor under this A ct, shall be im"risoned for two years in a
penitertiary, or for a less te-m in any other prison or place of confine-
ment."

It will be seen that almost unlimited discretion, as to
the punishment to be imposed is left with the court,
the terms nentioned being the maximum periods, and the
court having the discrtion to impose a smaller punishment.
The original B1ll provided for the imposition of a fine, but
that provision bas been struck out, as it was felt by the
Committee that a civil action might be taken under our
Statutes in that behalf, and itwould be unjust to incorporate
such a clause in this Bill. The eighth clause provided that:

" No bill ofindictment for sny of the offences bereinbefore mentioned
shall be presented to or found by any grand jury, unless the prose-
cutor or other person presenting euch indictment bas been bound by
recognizance to prosecute or give evidence against the person accused
of such offence, or unless the person accused has been committed to
or detained in custody, or bas been bound by recognizance toappear to
answer to an indictment to be preferred against him for such offence,
or unless the indictment f>'r such offence is preferred by the direction
of the Attorney-General or bolicitor-General for the Province in which
the offence was committed or of a Judge of a court having jurisdic-
tion to give such direction or to try the offence."

The ninth clause is as follows:-
wherever there is reason to believe that any female has been in-

veigled or enticed to a house of ill-fame or assignation as aforesaid,
then upon complaint thtereof being made under oath by the parent, mas-
ter or guardian of such female, or in the event of such female havi' g
neither pa-ent, master or guardian in the Province in which the offence
was committed, then by any other person, to any justice of the peace,
or to a judge of any curt authorized to issue warrants in case of
alleged offences îgainst the Criminal Ltw, such justice of the peace or
court may issue a warrant to enter, by day or nigbt, such bouse or
bouses of ill-fame, or hnuse of assignation, and to search for such female,
and bring ber, and the person or persons in whose keepi: and posses-
sion she ma% be, before such justice or court, who may, on examina-
tion, order ber to be delivered to her parent, master or guardian, or to
be discharged, as law and justice may require."

These are the provi>ions of this Bill, which I believe to
be in the interests of publie morality ; and having therefore
taken the somewhat unenviable position of its promoter,
I move that you do now leave the Chair, and that the House
go into Committee to consider the Bill.

Motion agreed to; and the flouse resolved itself into
Committec.

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not oppose the

reference of this Bill to the Committee of the Whole,
because there are some clauses in it which I think deserve
the contsideration of the House. But 1 really feel, notwith-
standing the able argument of the hon, gentleman who
presses the Bill, that the first clause is higbly objectionable.
I think, notwithstanding all the safeguards with which
it is surrounded, that it may be held to be a
clause enforcing compulsory marriage. It is framed appa-
rently for the purpose of enabling any woman who likes, to
force anyunmarried man she chooses to mirry ber. It is all
verywell to say that there must be corroborative evidence;
it is all very well to say that the defendant may com. for-
ward and place his oath against the oath of the woman ;
but there is the scandul, the publiuity, which the man is
afraid of. We all know-1I bave had oCcasion in my practice
to know-the agonies that young men have been subjected
to by unjust charges' of this kind. They bave sometimes
fled the country to avoid the charge, dlthough knowing
themselves to be innocent. Their whole prospects in life
have been destroyed because of the borror of being dragged
before a jury, and paraded before the public as a seducer of
female innocence. À woman comes forward and swears

Mr. HARLToN.

that a certain man has seduced lier under promise of mar-
riage; and, as the poet says:

"Hell has no fury like a woman's seorn."

A man who bas broken his promise of marriage to a woman
is liable to a civil action at law. Under this Bill, that woman
would have a special temptation to swear, perhaps falsely,
that the man had seduced her; and the temptation to force
him to marry ber would be infinitely great. Now, we
know that it is an offence against the law to compound a
felon. The Bill calls the offence a misdemeanor, but a
party guilty of it is liable to all the pains and penalties
usually inflicted on felons, and this clause condones the
offence, condones immorality by the offer of marriage. It
offers an inducement to the woman to come forward and
swear, not only that the man had broken his word to her,
but that he went further, although ho did not go farther.
What corroborative evidence could there be in that case,
unless there are living pr.oofs, or unless there is that kind
of detective proof which is so much scorned and ab-
horred and despised in the older countries of Europe,
where there is a preventive detective police-the key-hole
business ? In the absence of such evidence, what shail we
sec? We shahl sec the woman coming into the box and
swearing, in the first place, that there has been a promise of
marriage. Well, suppose there is corroborative evidence
of the promise of marriage; is that the kind of coirrobora-
tive evidence that the bon. gentleman means? The cou-t
would hold, I take it, that this corroborative evidence was
one of the main links in the prosecution. The indicment
must include two charges-first, that there was a pronite
of marriige; and, second, that under that promise sedcietion
took place. Tbere may be corroborative evidence f one
charge, ind not of the other ; there is no distinction made
in the Bill. In ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, what
corroborative evidence can there be f the charge that
seduction actually took place? The mode-<t woman who
bas been really seduced, will never go into cour
under this Bill. She will submit rather than publish her
shame. No; it is the brazen huzzy, the disappointed,
vindictive woman, who does not mind having ber shame
b!ezoned in every newspaper in the country, who will
take advantage of this Bill to prosecute a man who bas
perhaps very good cause for refusing to marry her. The
offence -of illicit connection is a sin, as well as a crime,
and is the woman to be rewarded for it, while the
man is to be punished ? I have no doubt the hon. gentle-
man, who is a literary man, las read Hawthorne's beautiful
story of the "Scarlet Letter," which represents the
Puritans to have protected their people from impurity
of morals, by making a woman who bad lost her virtue,
wear for the whole of ber life the scarlet letter A, thus pro-
claiming herself to be an adultress. Under this Bill you
are to promote morality, forsooth, by rewarding the woman
wbo comes forward and confesses that she did commit this
sin, while the man is to be punished for years, and to have
all his prospects ruined; and the effort is to .be made to
induce him to say : "I will take this woman to my bed and
board,and make ier the wife of my bosom under compulsion."
And see the consequences-the misery, the consequent
crime, the horror and disgust of the man forced to marry
the woman. I am opposed altogether to this clause. The
subsequent clauses we can speak of wben we reach them,
but this clause is a distinct inducement to immorality form
the lowest and most Fsordid of reasons. To advance ber
prospects in life, to get a gool husband, establishment and
comfort in life, is to be the reward of a woman for not
guardinc gber own chastity. The reward of giving it away
is to foe-o a man to take ber to his bosom, and to pledge
bimsclt to love, honor, and cherish her for the rest of lis
life. I give every credit to my hon. friend for the best of
motives in introducing this clause. It is a new principle,
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not known to the English law. It is a confusion, I think,
of right and wrong. It will induce a system of blackmail,
and I am sure those hon. gentlemen, who are of the saime
impression as myself, have known of very many cases in
which young men have been forced to marry women under
the threat of being dragged before a court in an ordinary
civil action for seduction. If this should pass, we will drive
a great many young men out of this country. Instead of
women being the guardians of their own honor and their
own character, it will be made a matter of barter and sale.
I move that the first clause be struck out.

Mr. CAMIERON (Victoria). I entirely agree with nearly
all the remarks of my right bon. friend. I think that this
clause, if passed, instead of remedying the evil it is intended
to remedy, will have directly the opposite effect. I have,
in the course of my professional experience, had occasion
to be engagcd as counsel in, I suppose, hundreds of actions
of ileduction. As you are aware, in Ontario a civil action
can always be brought by any one for the seduction of an
unmarried female. Unfortunately, too many of these
cases are brought. We never have an assizes or a court,
before whieh several of these actions are not brought. It
has been my disagreeable duty to be engaged as counsel
on both sides, and I think I am within the mark when I
say bundrcds of such actions have been brought. The
deliberate conviction I have arrived at in reference to the
civil action of seduction, is that it tends far more to increase
immorality in the country than to remove it. I do not
believe there is one per cent. of the actions for seduction
ever brought before the courts, meritorious. By meritori-
ous I mean cases in which the fenale was not as much to
blame as the man. In nine-tenths of the cases, they are
more to blame. If it was within our jurisdiction-which it
is not-to abolish the Act relating to seduction, we would
benefit more the cause of morality and virtue among the
females of this Dominion by abolishing it, than by passing
any such clause as this. I am quite confident the result of
passing this clause, as my right hon. friend the Premier
has said, would be to hold out, to the hardened, unscrupu-
Jous woman, the means of coercing a man, frequently
without any just foundation, by threats of exposure, and
the disagreeable consequences of a criminal proceeding.
I am quite sure many marriages are forced now by means
of the civil action of seduction, and far more would be forced
-which it wero better for all concerned if it were never
entered upon-by the passage of this Act. I, tberefore, feel
bound to support the amendment of my right hon. friend,
that this clause be s·ruck out.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before this clause is struck out, as i
suppose it will be, the express desire of the hon. the First
Minister being the will of the House, I must express my
regret ihat he does not look on this matter in a different
light. The right hon. Premier argues that this Bill is
calculated to enable a woman t force a man to marry her
under the baring clause. I suggest, therefore, that the
bar be dispensed with, and the clause stand with the penalty
above. .That would remove the right hon. gentleman's
objection. The iight hon. gentleman alsosays the Bill does
not distinguish betwcen seduction, and seduction under a
promise of muarriage. It was intended to distingui-h
between the two. The language is: "any man who shall by
virtue of a promise of marringe." The language is intended
to convey the idea that an inducement beld out was a
promise of jnarriage, and that under that inducement the
individual accomplished his purpo3e. With regard to the
fact of the poor man who is made the victim of a woman, I
wouid have more sympathy with him if the same penalties
were visited on the man that are visited on the unfortunate
wretch who happens to be the victim of his lust. If the
man were drivon from society, condemned to hang his head
in shame, obliged to take refuge in a house of prostitution,

unable to bold up bis head afterward among his fellowmen
-if the same measure of justice were meted out to him as
to te female, I would sec tb force ot the right hon. gentle-
man's objection. .But no such fate befails him. In the
majority of instances, he congratulates himsclf upon havingbeen able to do what many of bis felows tthink a very
creditable thing. He is ratber likely to hold up his hoadamong a certain class of mii n and boast of his conquest,
than otherwise. The fhtal resuit that follows a woman
doos not follow in bis case. As far as I ean sec if the clause
providing that marriage be a bar to conviction is struck
out, the most serious objection of my right hon. friend would
be obviated. I suggest, therofore, that the portion pro-
viding a bai' to cotiviction be struck out, the penalty to be
inflicted remains without any sucl bar.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That was one of my
odjections, but the other objection still romains that unless
there be living proof of a marriage, the cvil consequences
to the woman, the loss of character, will follow when sho
chooses by coming forward, and being a witness to her own
shame, to publish ber own shamo. The hon. gentleman
knows that there exists the Acts to secure compen-
sation for loss of service in consequence of a woman not
being able to attend to ber dutios to ber master. The hon.
gentleman must sec that when it rests upon the woman's
own testimony that there bas been such a thing, and no one
else knows of' her sin, it lies betwon herselfand lier God, and
she will get ber punishment for ber sin. If the crime is not
known there is no shame. There is no evil consequence to
her, and she will not publish her shame to the world. If a
modest woman has falien, and she still remains modest, she
will repent of ber sin and will continue before the world
an honest and changed woman. It is only the brazen-faced
woman, the woman who is regardless of ber character, that
will, for the sake of the advantage of getting a husband, or
of forcing him to marry ber, or perhaps for the purpose of
avenging herself for neglect, that would take advantage of
this Bill. I do not see any merits in the clause, I must say.

Mr. CHARLTON. From the reports I bave looked up
of trials under charges of this nature, it is noticeable that
charges are never brought, or at least raroly brought, except
when the woman's shame cannot be corc i'd. Thon the
woman, being placed in that position by the base deception
of nan, bas a remedy that is adequate, and it is only in
cases of that kind that she is likely to appeal to the courts.
Under the circurnstances-and the objection the hon. gen-
tleman raises, aside from cases of that kind, is not likely to
aplIly to any other circumstances-I certainly think that
we are sacrificing the essential principle of this Bill, and
that we are denying to a class of people who are utterly
wronged any redress. That is the opinion I bave in this
matter. I do not believe we are likoly ever to have a trial
under these circumstances except in case where visible
results follow the commission of the offence.

Mr. IVES. As one of the Committee to which this Bill
was referred, I would like to say a word or two before this
clause is struck out. I do not think it is betraying any
confidence to say that I was oppcsed to the.'first clause of'
the original Bill, for the reason that I considered that
whei e both parties were equally guilty, they should be left
to their own punishment, and to such punishment as the
community should visit upon them. But it seems to me,
with reference to the first clause of the amended Bill as
reported by the Committee, that a very different principle
should be applied to it. lHere thero is an offence on the
part of one greater than on the part of the other-in other
words, there is a deceit, there is a promise; the whole
offence consists in the promise, and in something having
been done in consequence of that promise. There is no
offencé unless the promise actually exists, and the Com-
mittee took pains, or they intended to take pains, so to
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hedge about the case with safeguards as that the offence
should not exist at all unless the fact of the promise in
virtue of which the connection took place, was clearly
proved, and proved not only by the evidence of the prose-
cutor, but by other corroborative evidônce which should
satisfy a court and jury. Now it does not seem to me to
be any answer to say that it would be difficult to make out
the proof; if the proof cannot be made, why, then, of
course, there will be no convition, and no one
will suffer from it. The only question we have to discuss
is this: does this House desire to enact that it shah here-
after be an offence for a man to seduce a woman under
promise of marriage ? That is the whole case in a nut
shell. If it does not desire to make that an offence, then I
can understand tbe argument that this clause should be
struck out; but if thel louse desires to make it an offence
for a man, under th3 advantage which a promise of marri-
age believed in and entertained, may give him, then I do
not sec any reason why this clause should be struck out
simply because it may be difficult to prove it. If it can-
not be proved the man will not suffer, he will not be con-
dem ned, h will not be found guilty by a judge and jury.
And if the safe-guard is not sufficient, if it is desirable to)
require a written promise of marriage, or evidence equiva-
lent to a written promise of marriage, then let us put it in.
But I do not think we should strike out this clause on the
ground that it is going to be difficult to prove it, when the
real reason I presume is that we do not desire to enact that
it should hereafter bc an offence. If the sense of this House
is in the direction that it is an offence by fraud and by deceit,
to seduce an unmarried woman, then I say the fact that it
is going to be difficult to make out a case is no reason why
we should not pass this clause. Al the clauses of that Bill,
such as the clause with reference to adultery, were struck
out by this Special Committee. We believed that where
the offence is as much the offence of one as of the other,
the law should not make it a crime ; but where there is
deception, where an advantage is taken, where a teacher
takes advantage of his position of influence, or where a man,
in virtue of having engaged to marry, or where, as in the
third clause of the Bill, there is an inveigling into a louse
of prostitution-in all these cases we believed the offence
should be made a crime. I, for one, should like to stand up
in Committee in favor of the clause as it is; of course it is
not my Bill, I have no interest in it; and I took pretty strong
ground the other day in another Bill against our making it
a crime where both parties were consenting. But where
they do not, where the offence is committed through decep.
tion and fraud, I think there is an offence and that it should
be punished.

Mr. CASEY. I think the last speaker bas put the case
as clearly as it need be put. I understood the objection of
the right hon. the First Minister to be that it might ho pos-
sible to force a man to marry under this clause. Now, I
do not see thai there can be any objection to that-it would
be merely forcing him to carry out wht he had promised
to do, supposing the promise is clearly proved. Of course
care should be taken that the promise is as clearly and
positively proven as any contract for the payment of n oney,
or any other contract. I do not think there is any hard-
ship to a man in compelling him to carry out the promise
he bas bond fide madc-a promise that he as made for the
purpose of obtainiug what he as obtained. There might,
of course, be a hardship to the woman in this case if she
were compelled to marry a man who had treated her in
this way: that would be in her own hands. I must object
very strong1y to ihe proposal of the promoter of this Bill
to strike out that part of the clause. I think we must, in
justice, allow the fulfilment of the contract under which the c
consideration was obtained to be a bar to any criminal pro-
ceedings on account of it.

Motion agreed to on a division.
Mr. Ivas,

On the eighth clause,
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). My hon. friend enables the

defendant to give evidence in his behalf, at the trial, and
I do not see why he should not be a competent witness,when
the complaint or information is laid before the magistrate.
It is only fair that he should be allowed then to tell his own
story, as well as upon the occasion of the trial. I know
that in the Bill reported by the Select Committee, this pro-
vision was made ; and I would suggest to my hon. friend the
insertion of such a proviso. The hon. First Minister will sec
that it can most properly came in under section 5.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Is not that rather intro-
ducing a new principle and making the magistrate, in
reality, try the case. The ordinary rule, of course, as my
hon. friend knows, is that if a prima facie case is made out
by the magistrate, while the defendant is there allowed to
state his case, committal is ordered ; and the defendant can
reserve his defence, which he generally does. But if the
defendant is to be sworn as well as the complainant, the
case is mn fact tried before the magistrate.

Mr. CAMERON. It is not a new rule, as it prevails
now in cases of assault and battery, where the magis-
trate may investigate and send a party for trial; and I
apprehend that the defendant could be examined before the
magistrate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The magistrate is not
bound to decide against the defendant ; of course not.

Mr. CAMERON. Besides, the whole clause is an innova-
tion on the present law. The defendant eau give his evi-
dence on the trial in his own behalf in cases arising under
this Bill. The Bill makes the offence a misdemeanor of a
very grave kind. The whole thing is an innovation of the
law, as it now stands; and I really cannot very well see, if
my hon. friend's object is to protect as far as possible the
defendant from improper prosecution, why he should not
allow the defendant to tell his own story before the magis-
trate.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I agree with my bon. friend
from Huron. 1 think that, in such cases, the person accused
should he given the earliest opportunity to purge himself,
by his own oath, of the offence; and it is possible, in that
event, that the magistrate might not think fit te commit for
trial. On the other hand, although the prosecutrix and the
defendant might swear the opposite to each other, the mag-
istrate would be quite at liberty to commit on the evidence;
but when an offence of this kind is brought before a magis-
trate, I think it only fair that the defendant, at the earliest
opportunity afforded in the case, should be allowod to state
in public, under oath, that he was not guilty of the offence
charged.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I w ould suggest that, at the
end of the fifth section, be inserted the following words:-

Upon any charge or complaint against him, and upon hie trial for
such offence; and may, upon such complaint, inaist upon hie evidence
being taken.

The CHAIRMAN. Is it the wish of the Committee to
go back to to the fifth clause?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no objection.
The CHAIRMAN. Shal Lhe motion in amendment be

carried ?
Amendment (Mr. Cameron, Huron) agreed to.
On the preamble,
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Mr. Chairman, I would sug-

gest to the hon. the Firat Minister, whether the trials of
cases of tbis kind bhould not be secret. I think that the
right hon. gentleman and bis hon. friends voted the other
night that, in cases of a disagreeable character, such as
this is, it is not desirable to allow the public to be present, to
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gratify a sort of prurient curiosity, as we know is the case
on such occasions. My own opinion is very strongly in
favor of such trials being disposed of in secret, if the Judge
presiding at the trial thinks that this ought to be sq.
Now, of course, what I consider one of the most
important clauses of the Bill, has been eliminated ; still
enough is left to make the Bill one of cansiderable import-
ance. No trial can possibly take placeunder the Bill, with-
out an amount of exposure and scandal of a certain kind,
which it is not desirable to have left open to the public and
the press. Unfortunately, great publicity now takes place
in trials of this kind ; and I think that the principle of
secrecy ought to be introduced into every Bill of this
nature which is passed through the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that I am so
strongly opposed to the principle of secret trials, which is so
un-English, that whon the third reading of the Bill comes
up 1 will ask the House to reconsider it in that regard. I
think my hon. friend had better allow this Bill to go as it is.

Bill reported.

SUMMERSIDE HARBOR, (P.E.T.)

House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Hlackett (March 14th) for an Order of the
House for a copy of the engineer's report of survey made at
Summerside Harbor, Prince County, (P.E.1.), during the
past summer, with a view to imiroving the navigation of
said harbor.

Mr. YEO. I agree with what my colleague bas said
respecting the necessity of erecting a breakwater at the
entrance of Sumrnmerside Harbor. Shoals run out from
each side, which make navigation difficult, and which
cause the harbor to freeze up early in the fall. If break-
waters were constructed on both sides of the harbor, the
channel would be narrowed; the water would run more
swiftly, and the depth would be greater. Narrowing the
channel in this way would both keep the entrance
clear of sand, and prevent the drift ice coming in in
the early winter. Two very desirable objects would
be served by this improvement of the harbor. Navigation
would be kept open much later in the fall, and the
barbor would be macle better and safer for ships41-ing at the
wharves. When a heavy north-west wind blows, vessels at
anchor in the harbor and at the wharves are exposed to all
its force, and are liable to be driven ashore or to be mucb
damaged by beating against the wharves, Caies of»this kind
have frequontly happened. Property has been lost and the
channel obstructed by wrecked vessels. About three years
ago a vessel sank alongside the railroad wharf, and it cost
the Government a good deal to remove lier. Those who
have bad experience in improving harbors, where sand
banks are the chief obstruction, will see at once the benefit
of baving breakwaters on both side of the channel, so as to
keep it secure. In Summerside there would be nodifficulty
and little additional expense in running breakwa'ers
out from both sides of the harbor, as the bottom is
bard, the water shoal, and material is to be had in abund-
ance on the spot. The harbor of Summerside is the second
in importance in Prince Edward Island, and it is the prin-
cipal point of communication in summer between the
Island and the mainland. Steamers run daily between it
and Point du Chêne, and the greater portion of the travel
aid traffie by steimer is done on this route. The Govorn-
ment will therefuire see the necessity of making the barbor
of Summerside as good and as safe as its nature and situa-
tion will permit, nnd I hope they will see their way clear to
placing in the Estimattes a sum sufficient to mtk obthe
improvements which I now advocate and which are sà
urgently required.

Motion agreed to.

CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. RICHEY, in moving the second realing of Bill
(No. 25) to amend the Acts respecting Cruelty to Animals,
said: It will doubtless be expected that, iL moving the
second reading of this Bill, I should explain the reasons
which have induced the preparation of this measure, for
which, I may say, I take no credit to myself, placed in ny
hands as it bas been, by gentlemen who take a deep inter-
est in matters of this kind, who have drafted the Bill, and
at whose desire it is presented to this House. The main
object of the Bill is to render sonewhat more distinct the
different offences which are brought under view in connec-
tion with the prevention of cruelty to animals, and to ex-
tend them by the use of the generic term CI animals," instead
of those which are now employed in the Act by which we
are governed, so that magistra tes in the discharge of their
duty, may not experience the difficulties which they secm
now to feel, in the administration of the law. I think that
every facility should be afforded to those who, under the
law, are endeavoring to carry out and promote the object
which the Legislature, in originally passing it, had in view.
It is one of the characteristics of our present civilization
that, instead of finding enjoyment in the cruel contests of
animals, we are endeavoring to counteract everything of
that kind, and are extending~our benevolent care over the
lower orders of the brute creation. It is for this reason
that I have taken upon myself, at the instance of those gen-
tlemen who are interested in this measure, to bring it before
the House, and endeavor, as clearly and succinctly as possible,
to set forth its provisions and the necessity that exists for
this amendment. I have said that it isintended to cover, by
the introduction of the general term "animal," a large num.
ber of phrases contained in the present Act. The Act of
32 and 33 Vic., chap. 27, is amended by 43 Vic., chap.
38, as follows:-

"Whosoever wantonly, cruelly or unnûeesmarily beats, binds, ill-
treats, abuses, overdrives, or tortures any horse, mare, gelding, bull,
ox, cow, heifer, steer, calf, mule, ass, sheep, lamb, pig, or other cattle,
or any poultry, or any dog or domestie animal, or bird. or whosoever,
driving any cattle or other animal is, by negligence or ill-usage.in the
driving thereof, the means whereby any mischief, damage or injury in
done by any snch cattie or other animal, and any person who in any
manner encourages, aids or assists at the fighting or baiting of any
bull, bear, badger, dog, cock, or other kind of animal, whether of do-
mestie or wild nature, shall, upon being convicted, on summary con-
viction of any or either of the said offences, before a stipendiary magis-
trate or police magistrate, or any two justices baving jurisdiction in
the district, county, or place in which the offence has been committed,
for every such offence be punished by imprisonment in any gaol or
place of confinement other than a penitentiary, for a term not exceed-
ing three months, and with or without hard labor, or by a fine not
exceeding fifty dollars, or by both-such fine and imprisonment being
in the discretion of the convicting magistrate or justices."

In place of the names of all these different species of ani-
mals we propose to introduce the word "animal," which is
the word at present in use in the laws for the prevention of
cruelty to animals, both in Great Britain and the United
States, and is defined to embrace every living creature, ex-
cept the human race. But what it is most desirable to catll
the attention of the House to is the introduction of thc
terms by which the different offences are enumerated, and
by which the scope of the Act secms to be very largely
extended, though it is eally not so. The English
Act, 12 and 13 Vic., chap. 92, uses the word "animal" as
it is used in this Bill, and convictions have been had under
that Act for every one of the offences named in the amend-
ments proposed in the Bill now submitted. In taking up
the report of the Royal Society of England for the Preven-
tion of cruelty to Animals for the year 1880, I find that, in
describing the offences for which there were convictions in
that year, every one of the phrases that occur in this Bill is
mentioned. There were 1,905 convictions for working in
an unfit state; 764 for beating, kicking, stabbing, &c.; 108
for over-driving and over-loading; fifty-three for starving by
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withholding food ; fifty-one for travelling when lame;
thirty-three for setting dogs to worry; fourteen for
killing improperly; thirty-seven for over-stocking-whicb,
I understand, is the distension of the udder of a
cow in order to make her more profitable to sell, which
is the double offence of being a fraud upon the purchaser
and an injury to the animal itself ; seventeen for marking
and wounding to identify ; five for gingering and inserting
other foreign substances, gingering being, I believe, placing
ginger under the tail of a horse in order to make it more
spry. I also find convictions for spurring unnecessarily,
wounding the mouth with an improper bit, starving by expos-
ure to cold, hobbling improperly, twisting the tail sever, ly.
I understand that, not far from where we are now assembled,
a very heinous case of that kind occurred not very long ago,
in Which, by twisting its tail severely in order to impel it
fofward, because it did not move as desired by its owner, or
the person in charge driving it, the tait of the animal
was twisted off. This act of cruelty is no doubt one
that comes within the purview of the original Act; and
the object, I understand, my benevolent friends have in
view, is to define these acts so plainly and distinctly, in the
Statute-b>ok, that no magistrate can have an excuse for not
knowing what is bis duty. The first clause provides that:

" Whosoever wantonly, cruelly, or unnecessarily neglects, abandons,
binds, abuses, or twists or cuts off the tail of, hopples, overstocks, marks,
brande, wounds or cuts the ears for identification, overdrives, overloads,
drives when overloaded, travels when lame, works in an unfit state,
torments, tortures, beats, kicks, stabs, gingers, spurs unnecessarily.
gags the mouth, wounds with improper bit the mouth of, incites dogs
to worry, tail-pipes, incites to fight, stones, burns, scalde, deprives of
necessary sustenance, plucks alive, mutilates, kills by bleeding slowly,
starves by withholding food, buries alive, or cruelly kills or otherwise
treats with cruelty any animal, or causes to be procured any of the
acts afroesaid."

I will now pass to the second sub-section which applies to
maliciously wounding, poisoning or killing any animal.
An hon. gentleman tells me that will not permit the poison-
ing of rats. I may say that whatever may be the
application of the terms in this section, they are effectually
controlled by the first words of the section, which provides
that the act must be wantonly, cruelly, or unneces-
sarily done. There are many of these acts which
might very well be made punishable without being
qualified by those words, but as they stand in this section
they are effectually controlled. With reference to the
objection taken that the poisoning of noxious animals
would not be permitted, I think no one will seriously
pretend that any reasonable construction of the clause witl
prevent the necessary destruction of those noxious animals.
The second sub-section reads:

"2. Whosoever unlawfully or malicioaQly kills, maims, wounds or
injures, or attempte te k 11, maim, wound or injure, any animal, or
whosoever unlawfully or maliciously administers any poison to any
animal, or maliciously exposes any poisonous substance, with intent
that the same shall be taken or swallowed by any animal "

That is for the most part in the Act already amended, with
the exception that the word "cattle" is there used, and
here we have substituted the word "animal." For that we
have the authority of the Revised Statutes of the State of
New York, which, perhaps, I will be allowed to quote. I
quote from the seventh edition, 1882:

" Any person who unjustifiably administers any poisonous or noxions
drug or substance te an animal, or unjustifiably exposes any such drug
o- substance, with intent that the same shahl be taken by an animal,
whether such animal shall be the property of himself or another, ie
guilty of misdemeanor."
That word "animal " is defined not to include the human
race, but to include every other living creature. Therefore,
in the preparation of thii Act, whatever may be the
objection taken to it on any ground, we have the
example of the Legislative Acts of one of the chief Legisla-
tures in the United States. The word there used is "unjus.
tifiably," instead of the words here eIld " gnlawfully and

Mr. ICH ET.

maliciously." If the louse attached importance to that
distinction, there would be no difficulty in altering the
phraseology so as to make it accord entirely with the
precedent. The third clause refers to the failure to provide
proper food, drink and shelter from the weather, by those
baving the charge or custody of any animal. This is to
be found in the laws of the State of New York, New
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and others, and must, I think,
without any argument whatever, commend itself to the
judgment and good sense of the House. The fourth clause
provides that:

" Whosoever, being the owner, driver, or person having the.charge or
custody of any animal, leives disabled, or abandons euch animal."

This is, also, a clause found in the original Statutes. The
fifth clause reads:

"Whosoever carries, or causes to be carried, in or upon any vehicle,
or otherwise, any animal in a cruel or inhuman manner."

To this the same remark applies. The sixth section reads:
"Whosoever driving any animal is, by negligence or ill-usage in the

driving thereof, the means whereby auy mschief, damage or injury is
done to any such animal."

In this the preposition is changed from Iby'" to "to." In
the original Acts it is "by." In all the Acts from 1847,
these provisions are made, and, therefore, there can be no
question as regards them. I must confess to the respon-
sibility for that change. It appears to me that in an Act
of this kind the word "to" was the proper word. Of
course, the former legislation had another object in view,
to punish where injury was done by the animal; and as it
would be proper to retain tkat which ias sa.etioned by pre-
vious legislation, i would like to see both retained. The
seventh section is:

" Whosoever in any manner encourages, aide or assiste at the fighting
or baiting of any animal, whether of domestie, tame, or wild nature."

The same observations will apply to that clause, namely,
that it is substantially a re-enactment of what is already in
the section amended. Thon I come to the eighth clause, to
which I would invite special attention :

I Whosoever keeps or uses auy live animal for the purpose of being a
target or to be shot at, either for amusement or as a test of skill in
imarksmanship, and whosoever shoots at such animal, or is present as a
party, umpire or judge at any such shooting of any animal, or whoso-
ever keeps or rents any building, shed, room, yard, field or premises, or
knowingly suffers or permits the use of any building, shed, room, yard,
field or premises for the purpose of shooting any animal as aforesaid."

The most flagrant cases of the inhumanity and cruelty
which it is intended to check by this clause, have been
found in that practice which, I regret to say, bas prevailed
to so large an extent in some countries, and which, I am
happy to know the general sentiment of enlightened com-
munities is now subduing-I mean the practice of pigeon
shooting. Whatever arguments may be used with reference
to the cruelty in connection with pigeon shooting, of course
may be used in conne-tion with the same practices regard-
ing other like animals. For this the United States are in
advance of us in legislation, as they have been in many
cases where the same principle was involved. If the House
will permit me, I will read a clause from the Statute of
Massachusetts of 1879, with reference to the shooting of
pigeons and similar birds:

" Any person who shall keep or use any live pigeon, fowl or other
bird for the purpose of a target, or to be @hot at either for amusement
or for a test of skill in marksmanship ; and any pei son who shall shoot
at any bird as aforesaid, or be a party thereto"

is iable to be punishod by a fine not exceeding $50, or by
imprisonment in j'iil for a time not exceeding thirty days,
or by both, with the provaiso that -nothing therein contained
shall apply to the shooting of wild game. I am glad to
find as I do by recent telegrams from England published
in our papers, that a similar Bill has passed its second
reading in the British Parliament; so that, in asking the
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House to enact this as law, we are not calling upon them
to do that which we have evolved from our own inner
consciousness, but that for which we have the precedents of
two of the most enlightened countries of the world. The
ninth clause is one to which, perhaps, I might with most
reason expect some opposition:

" Whosoever, in either of the Provinces of Quebec, Ontario, Nova
Scotia or New Brunswick, uses an y dog or dogs for the purpose of
carrying or drawing or helping todraw anycart, carriage, truck, bar-
row, sleigh, sled or other vehicle shall, upon being convicted on sm-
mary conviction of any of the offences aforesaid, be liable to punish-
ment."
Now, that clause is also inserted upon precedent. In England,
by the 2nd and 3rd Vie., chap. 47, every person who,
within the metropolitan districts, shall use any dogs for the
purposes above named is rendered liable to a penalty
of 40s. for the first offence, and £5 for the second offence.
By the 17th and 18th Vic. passed in 1854, this enactment
was extended to the whole of Great Britain, so that through-
out the United Kingdom a similar clause bas been law since
1854. If it be said that this clause may be applicable in a
country like Great Britain, but that it is not applicable in
our own country, then I have to refer to the adjoining States
where I find similar Acts in force. Without delaying the
House by the several references which I might make, I
would ask its indulgence to read, from the Revised Statutes
of New Jersey, one sweeping clause as indicating the pre-
valent feeling there, and which clause covers in itself all
that is asked for in the present Act:

" That any person or persons who shall overdrive, overload, or drive
when overloaded, overwork, torture, torment, deprive of necessary sus-
tenanee, or eruelly beat or otherwise abuse or needlessly mutilate or
kill, or who shall, by their agents, servants, employés, or otherwise,
cause, or procure to be overdriven, overloaded, drive when overloaded,
overworked, tortured, tormented, deprived of necessary sustenance, or
to be unnecessarily or cruelly beaten, or otherwise abused or needlessly
mutilated and killed, any living animal: or any person who shall here-
after use any dog or doge for the purpose of drawing or helping to draw
any cart, carriage, truck, barrow or other vehicle, for business or other
pnrposes, and any person who shall impound or confine in any pond or
other place, any living animal or creature, and shall fail or neglect to
supply the same during such confinement, a sufficient quantity of good
and wholesome food and water, shall forfeit and pay such sum not to
exceed one hundred dollars as the court shall determine, &c."

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, reviewed the clauses of this Act,
and have shown that they are law in other countries.
Those benevolent persons who have organized societies for
the prevention of cruelty to animals, believe that their
object can be better secured by rendering these offences
somewhat more specific. We are not increasing the penal-
ties, we are only rendering the provisions more definite that
are already on the Statute-book. But notwithstanding
that I have thus endeavored to place the louse in posses-
sion of the arguments which, I think, may be fairly
addressed to it in support of this Bill, I feel that there may
be, in some quarters, an impression that we may be going
somewhat in advance of public sentiment in some of the
particulars embraced in this Bill. As I, myself, believe that
it is essential to the success and due administration of the
law, and for the objects these gentlemen themselves have in
view, that they should be well supported and sustained by
public sentiment, I am desirous not to push this Bill for-
ward without due consideration. I have allowed it, after
being printed, to remain for some considerable time before
bringing it before the House. Should the louse, as I can-
not for a moment doubt they will, permit this to pass to a
second reading, I shal ask that it be referred to a Select
Committee, composed of some of the most experienced
lawyers in this fouse, together with a number of other
gentlemen, whose knowledge of what may be generally
acceptable in their own communities, may enable them so
to modify it as to secure the general public approbation of
the law. I am desirous that every precaution should be
taken in order that the Bill may be thoroughly and fully
disoussed. I believe there are other desirable clauses which

may be added to the law and render i more eas of execu-
* tion. I now move the second reading of the Bil.
f Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I have no doubt the hon. gen-
3 tleman who bas introduced this Bill, moved its second read-

ing, and asked the sanction of Parliament to its beooming
law, is actuated by the most humane motives. I have no
doubt the hon. gentleman desires to protect, as far as posai.
ble from cruelty, all animals created. The Bill, how-
ever, is a curious Bill, it has some very curious features;
it is a peculiar Bil, it is an extraordinary Bill. I hope,
however, that before the bon. the First Minister lends fié
sanction of bis weight and authority to its second reading,
he and the other hon. members of the Government will
earefully consider it. It may prove a boomerang to some
hon. gentlemen opposite if this Bill is allowed to
become law. I hope the hon. gentleman does not intend
to sanction the second reading unless ho is prepared to meet
all the consequences which will naturally flow from
the enactment of the various clauses. I have said it
is a curious Bill, an extraordinary Bill, with some peculiar
and extraordinary clauses. Let us see for a moment the
kind of Bill that bon. gentlemen opposite propose to sanction
by allowing it to be read a second time, for I saw no mdi-
cations-and you, Mr. Speaker, were about to declare the
motion carried-of any opposition to the Bill from the
other side of the louse. Iet us briefly consider ita pro-
visions and see what we are called upon to sanction. The
first clause says: "Whosoever wantonly, cruelly, or unnec-
essarily." If a person commits the acts mentioned in the
Bill, wantonly, cruelly, or unnecessarily, he is liable to fine
and imprisonment. All three are not necessary for the
purpose of securing conviction, but if a man commits any
of the acts "unnecessarily," ho will be liable, on con-
viction, to fine and imprisonment. Let us see the thinge
which if a man does unnecessarily ho shall be liable
to conviction. If ho unnecessarily abuses any animal,
he is liable to a fine of $50 and imprisonment for three
months. If ho has running round the yard a miserable
cur of a dog, and does not pet it, feed it, and take care
of it, but abandons it, and allows it to get its living in
the street, he is liable to imprisonment for three months
and a fine of $50. How would the hon. the Minister of
Militia, who is fond of these animals, like that punishment ?
If yon have a cat round your promises which you do not
like, and do not take care of, you are liable to fine and
imprisonment. It is an animal, and if it is " unnecessarily"
abandoned, you are liable to the pains and penalties of this
Bill. Another clause makes it a crime to ride a horse when
lame. Let me ask the hon. Minister of War what ho
thinks of this proposition: he is out at a review,
riding on his steed and bestriding it jauntily, and on
the way home the animal suddenly becomes lame. Thero
is no necessity for the hon. gentleman to ride the
animal home ; he can get off its back and walk, or
leave it at a neighbor's house ; but if ho rides the
animal home lame, ho is liable to a fine of $50 and
three months' imprisonment. Does the hon. gentleman
like that, and is ho prepared to lend bis weight, autho-
rity and sanction to a clause of that kind, to which ho
will very likely fall the first victim ? Then, if ho should
unnecessarily spur the horse, ho will be liable to fine and
imprisonment. There is no necessity for spurring a borse
at ail, especially for opurrin such a gallant steed as the
hon. Minister of Militia is oubtless in the habit of be-
striding; but perhaps riding homeward and desiring to ap-
pear Vo advantage, as the hon. gentleman always does,
desiring that his steed's neck should be a little more curved
or its tail a little more twisted, he spurs his horse, and the
resuit is that ho is liable to be brought before a police
magistrate, sent to prison for three months, and ordered to
pay a fine of #50. He does the spurring "unnecessarily,"
but the thing is done, and the hon.gentleman would be a vic-
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tim to the Bill. I am giving a few specimen bricks of the kind the Old Country and everywhere else, carry this thing te the
of legislation which the House is asked to sanction. If extreme; and if ever 1bore was an example of it, this Bill is
an animal is "unnecessauily " stoned, the offender is liable ore. The law as it stands', is sufficient for all practical
to like pains ai.d penalties. The hon. Ministei of Agriculture purposes; but to say that a man is guilty of a criminal
bas a fine garden, and, rising in the morning, he goes out to offence if ho unnecessarily spurs a horse, or twists a dog's
find a pig there eating bis cabbages and potatoes. What does or oat's tail, and is subject o a fine of $50 and imprisonment
hedo ? It is said of an Indian official that he telegraphed: "a for three mont lis, appears to me to be a travesty of the
tiger is on the platform ; telegraph instructions." The hon. administration of justice; and it would be a perfect piece
Minister cannot get the pig out, because if ho drives it one of folly for us to sanction. I have read the Bill, and i
way it is sure to go another; so ho sends down for the see nothing in it which can commend it to the attentiôn
chiefconstable, and while absent the pig eats-the cabbages of the lHouse. Every provision in it worthy of consideration
and potatoes. Human nature is very likely te pursue a is provided for in other shapes and forms by our present
very diffèrent course, and if stones were available, he would legislation. As far as I am concerned, I am entirely
be likely to stone thelpig ; but if he did so, ho would be liable opposed to this Bill, and for many reasons besides the
to a fine of $50, and three months'imprisonment. Is the hon. reasons which I have already given to you.
Minister prepared Io sanction that law? Then there is the Mr. MeNEIL. I had been inclined to make one or twooffence of tail-piping. If a man tait-pipes a dog-I did not observations with regard to this Bill; but I was not awareknow what this was until the hon. gentleman explained it that it would come up this evening, and 1 am not inclined-ho is liable to pains and penalties. If a miserable to intrude very crude remarks upon the House whencar comes round your premises you cannot shootit, because addressing it for the first time. A great deal, however,
you might become liable for a criminal offence, and yet you I was dsirous of saying as been prsented in s
cannot get rid of it. You tail-pipe the dog and ho willmh t efrmbtOn. entlen wos tisa
never come back, and yet for doing that you will be liable much btter forn by the hon, gentleman wbe bas just sat
to a fine of $50, and three months' imprisonment. Then down, that I will not refer to the Bill at any lergth; but
there is cutting the ears for identification. We know that there is one observation which I would like to make in

most men who aie fond of dogs do this. I do not know regard to the details of this measure; that, as a farmer, it
whether it is necessary, I do not sec that it is r ecessary, but seems to n , it would bo quite impossible and quite inconi-
it is done by those who are lovers of animals of that kind patibio with my duty, if I consented to this Bill passing in
without objection being raised. I de notsee why it should b yits present form. This Bill, Sir, is for the protection ofevery
made a criminal offence. The cars of sheep are constantly noxious weed ihat grows ; and I do not think, as an agri-
eut by our farmers for purposes of identification, and the cul turist, that this is a proposition which ought tocommend
hon. Minister of Agriculture surely does net propose te itself to this flouse. I find the interpretation clause explains
make all our farmers liable to punishment under this Bill. the word " animal, as including every living creature.
Marks and brands are unnecessary. Stock-raiers brand Now, Sir, there is no question at ail that a weed is a crea-
their animals for identification. There is, however, nO ne- ture. The Canadian thi-tle is certainly a created thing;
cessity te do so, because they can keep a man in charge ai th e and we firmenrs, Sir, know to our cost that they have a great
time. It is not necessaryto doit. There are other ways of deal of vitality, and, therefore, it certainly cornes within the
identifying besides branding, but if branded, the person meaning of this clause-which includes every living thing.
offending is liable to a fine of $50, and to go to gaol for Now, Sir, with regard to section six of this Bill, I should
three months. Now, dogs are employed for the purpose just like to draw the attention of the House to it for one
efdrawing sleighs. I would like te know how the Poest moment, if, in doirg so, I do not trespass too long on the
master General xpccts to get hle mails carried on the indulgence of hon. members. Sir, this clause enacts that
North Shore after this Bill passes. Perhaps he may use whesoever-, in diaving any animal is by negligence, or by
balloons. There is no necessity for using dogs. Indians, any means, guilty of anything, whereby any mischief dam-
haliZbreeds or white men can carry the mails; but for the age or injury is done to that animal, ho shall be subject to
convenience and advantage of the public service, dogs are imprisonment for three months, and tea finef $50; se that
used; and yet, f the Postmaster General, under this Bill, sees if 1, or any other hon. gentema present, were, n drivag
fit to employ dogs in carrying the mails, ho will be iable te our herse, or herses, for one moment te slacken our hand,
a fine, and teo b sent to jail. Well, ail I can say is, that if and the horse or horses, in going down a hill should fail
the Goveri ment allow this Bill to passe, I hope that the Post- and break his or their knees, we would, under the provisions
master General will be the first victim. -Now, there is of this clause, aind under this Bill, be so liable. There is no
another extraordinary provision in it; and I w4nt the hon. question about that whatseever. It seems to me that 1his
Minister of Finance to read this Bill cai-efully. It is worthy is1very likely a covert attempt to put down the use of
of his consider-ati(n,as there are in it some extraordinary tobacco ha this country. I am not a smoker myself, but I
provisions. I can imagine the bon. gentleman going home think that if I were I would not be much lessmchned to find
weary and overburderned with the cares of State. He fault with this Bill; but I can very well understand-that a
retires o a peaccable, quiet and comfortable home; and the gentleman while driving might, durimg the moment of
first thing after ho puts on bis slippers and takes his seat lighting his cigar or pipe, be liable to all the penalties accu-
in his arm chair), a beautiful Maltese cat jumps on his lap. mulated in this clause, were anything to go wrong with bis
There is no necessity for the hon. gentleman, or anybody horse whilehe was so engaged; and remember, that not onily
else, to twist that cat's tail; yet if ho twists it, though in imprisornmont, but fine and imprisonment are the penalties.
the most innocent and bai inless manner, ho is liable to a Weli, Sir, I think that enough las been said already to Low
fine of $50, and to three months'imprisonment. Whosoever that ibis Bill i, as said by thie hon. gentleman opposite, onle
twists an animal's tail will have to go to gaol, is the pro- of tle most extraordinary Bills ever presented to any Legi--
vision. Now, these are some of the provisions of a Bill that latu-e for acceptance, and I think it would ho quite ust5ss
we are solemnly asked te sanction in Parliament; and hon. to take up the time of the House any longer with regard to

gentlemen opposite are quite willin'g that the principle o !ts .provisions. I sinceely hope that it will not be adopted
the Bill should bu recognized, by allowing it to in its present shape.
icceive the second reading. I will go as far as any Mr. DALY. I would like to say a few words in support
man in favor of any proposition against cruelty to of this Bill, having bad the pleasure of moving its secend
animais; but we have now stringent laws on that subject. reading, in reply to my very facetious and my very hon.
We know that humane men-theorists in everything-in friend on the other side of the House, who hias endeavored to

Mr. CAXzERon (Huron). .
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turn into ridicule a great many matters whicb some people
consider to be, not only inhuman and cruel, but things
which are actually degrading to our common humanity.
The hon. gentleman seemed to me to gloat over the idea of
practices of such cruelty, as twisting the tail of an animal
off ils body. Well, if that is bis idea of what is right or
proper, it certainly is not my own; and if the hon. gentle-
man himself had such a caudal appendage as is attached to
other animais of creation, I do not know how far he would
like to have such an operation-which he seems to consider
should not be subject to any fine or imprisonment, or to be
any wrongdoing whatsoever when committed upon the
brute creation-performed upon himself. Mr. Speaker, in
entering upon a more serious discussion of the points at
issue in this Bill, I would also saythat my hon. friend who
bas just taken his seat, seems to mistake the meaning of
the word "'creature." Well, now, that an obnoxious weed
is an animated creature, I doubt; but a noxious weed may
be coisid ered to be a vegetable. It may, however, certainly
be considered, Sir, that that is not an animated being in the
sense in which this clause is intended to apply; and if ho
rend the clause through he will certainly see that the
1 ossibility of inflicting physical pain upon a noxious weed,
is rather an act which I do not think he, as an agriculturist,
skillful as ho may be, would be able to perform. Now,
how physical pain is going to be inflicted on a noxious
weed I do not know. I think that the objections taken by
the hon. gentlemen who have spoken against the Bill do
not apply to the extent whieh they would have us believe ;
and as so much cruelty is habitually and constantly prac-
ticed upon the brute creation, i think we should have
further legislation in the direction, not of increasing the
penalties, for we are not asking to do that-not in the
direction of making the law extend to a greater number of
objects than before, but simply to make the law, as it stands,
more clear and plain, and more satisfactory to those who
have to administer it. This Bill is introduced for that pur-
pose. I believe there are some amendments which should
be mado in the Bill. I believe, for example, that the clause
whieh prohibits the use of dogs for the purpose of draught
is a clause which might very well be modified. I do not
think we should pass an Act absolutelyprohibiting the bar-
nessing or using dogs'for the purpose of draught. I believe
some dogs actually take pleasure in drawing toy carts for
the amusement ofchildren, and that dogs of a certain kind
miay even Le made use of in drawing heavier loads without
cruclty. I think the House should give the Bill a second
reading, and allow it to go to a Committee, who can elimi-
inate such clauses as may be objectionable to my facetious
friend on the other side, and the other objections which
may be made against it.

Mr. WATSON. There is one provision of the Bill to
which I wish to refer, and that is the one with regard
to the hobbling of horses. Hon. gentlemen should be
very careful before passing a law which would prevent
that practice, if they ever intend to take a trip out
to the North-West, or else they.would be almost certain
to find themselves in one of the jails of that country. It
is the custom of almost everyone who travels there to
hobble their horses or oxen, and, if they are not allowed to
do so, it will be necessary for the traveller to sit up all
night and watch them.

Mr. McNEIL. Might I be allowed, as a young member,
to exp!ain what I said in my former remarks. In the
interpretation clause of the Bill, it is said that the word
" animal " shall be held to include "every living creature,"
ard then it is said that the words "torture," "torment," or
" cruelty," shall be hold to include every act, omission, or
nOgieut whereby unjustifiable physical pain, suffering, or
death is caused or permitted. But clause two says that
" whosoever unlawfully or maliciously kills, maims, wounds,

or injures any animal" shall be puni-hed by certain means.
Now, according to the interpretation c'ause, therefore,
when I maliciously-as I con fess I do-wound or injure a
Canadian thistle, or other noxious wced, 1 fall under the
penalties of the Bill.

Bill read the second time ; and referred to a Select Com-
mittee, composed of Messrs. Abbott, Beaty, Casgrain,
Davies, Girouard (Jacques Cartier), Guillet, Maclinintosh,
Shakespeare, Thompson, Weldon, and the mover.

TIMBER LICENSES.

flouse resumed the adjourned Debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Blake (February 21st), for an Order of the
House for a return showing the total number of timber
licenses applied for, and granted or refused, up to first Feb-
ruary, 1883, &c.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The motion was moved'in my
absence by the hon. member for West Durham,ý and I wish
to renew it with a view of having the return brought.down
to which the motion refers. I understand, from the discus-
sion which took place, that there was some slight objection
to bringing down the return. Of course, I am aware that a
return of this kind cannot be prepared without considerable
expense; still I must ask the Government to assent to the
passage of the motion, and bring down the retura notwith-
standing the expense. I do not propose to disouss, atipre-
sent, the question to which the motion refers, as that can be
more conveniently done after the production of the papers,
especially as the policy of the Government is to some extent
involved. I would like to ask the Government to allow me
to amend the motion by adding the word "permits " after
the word "licenses," as I was not aware that permission
to take timber was granted by means of permits. I should
like, also, to get copies of the maps, plans, &c., showing the
area and location of each of the licenses granted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a very large order,
and it will take a long time to prepare the return ; but if the
hon gentleman takes the responsibility in moving for it, I
have no objections.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I know it is a large order; but
the hon. gentleman must recollect that it is a large question
involving important issues. The wholo poll1 y of the Go'-
crament depends upon it-the policy with which we
entirely dissented many years ago-but whether right or
wrong wo can only ascertain after the papers have corne
down. I know the retura will be an expensive one; but I
an prepared to take the responsibility of moving for it
notwithstand ng the expense.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman need
not have made that remark, as I stated that the return
would bo brought down.

Mr. COOK. I expect the return will be voluminous, as a
great many have been granted these licenses.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A great many.
Mr. BOWELL. Perihaps the bon. gentleman would like

to include those which have been cancelled.
Motion agreed to.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

CANADA CENTRAL RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all petitions, corres-
pondence and telegrams, Orders in Council and other papers
upon the subject of the assumption by the Government of
the payment of the amount granted by the town of
Pembroke in aid of the Canada Central Railway, said: It
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has been stated in the press that application was made by
the corporation of the town of Pembroke as long ago as
the year 1879, I believe, to the Government, asking them
to undertake the payment of a sum of money which the
town of Pembroke had voted as a bonus to the Canada
Central Railway, in aid of its construction to that town;
that no action was taken upon that application during the
two or three Sessions of Parliament succeeding its presenta-
tion; that after the close of the last Session of the last
Parliament, and after the dissolution, in fact, the Government
suddenly came to the conclusion that it was an expedient
time to take action, and that they passed an Order in Council
to submit, in the Estimates brought down to Parliament
this Session, a vote for the relief of the town of Pem-
broke. So interesting had that topic become at that time to
the Government and their supporters that a telegram was
sent, by the hon. Minister of Railways, to a gentleman who
was actively engaged canvassing the riding, communicating
this decision of the Government; which telegram was
communicated to the town and county of Pembroke as an
inst ar.ce of their, perhaps a little late, but yet fatherly and
arsiduous attentions of the Government towards them. It
is also said that at campaign meetings in the county,
particularly in this town, Mr. Deacon, a prominent sup-
porter of the Conservative candidate, and lately a candidate
iimself for theriding, announced there was yet one condition
essential to be fuifilled, namely, that in order that the good
things which were to be reaped by the town of Pembroke
might be realized, they should return a supporter of the
G vernment. The hon. gentleman stated that the town of
1> mbroke, on that occasion, gave an unprecedented majority
to 1he Conservative candidate-forty-three, I think--which
has just been reversed on a late occasion. These are
interesting circumstances taken altogether. They are not
the adding of two and two, but of a number of sums
together, from which we may draw the obvious conclusion,
I think, that I have said enough to justify me in asking for
these papers.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know what
rumors have really reached the hon. gentleman, who seems
te keep a watchful eye or ear for rumors; but all I can say
in the matter is, that, as far as I know, some of the rumors
he mentioned are altogether erroneous. They corne from a
wrong source; but, of course, the hon. gentleman bas heard
them, and has a right to move for the papers. lin the
absence of the hon. Minister of Railways I may say they
will be brought down, and no doubt the whole matter will
then be ventilated.

Mr. WRITE (Renfrew). As some of the hon. gentle-
man's remarks appear to have been directed to myself, I may
be permitted to say a word or two. So far as my informa-4
tion goes, no announcement was made to the electors, eitherj
in the town of Pembroke, or in any other part of theq
county, that the action of the Government would dependi
upon the election of its supporter in that riding. No suchj
announcement was made by any other person, as far as I.
am informed, and was certainly never made by me. Nori
do I believe any such announcement was made on behalfof
my candidature by any person in the course of the canvass.-
The statement bas been made by the hon. gentleman that
the majority which 1 received in the town of Pembroke
during the election in June last, was unprecedented, and bas
just been reversed. Had the hon. gentleman taken the
trouble to analyse the votes taken throughout the different
portions of the county during the laist elections for the

cal Legislature, ho wc uld find that the case of Pembroke
was not a singular case; that is, that the majority given ina
the other ni uMcipalities, where this action of the Govern-i
ment could have no effect, was reversed in the case of thet
gentleman who ran in the interest of the Oonservative party1
for the Local Legislature. Were I disposed to retort, I

]Er. BLiAE&

might point out that the cause which brought about this
state of things in my riding during the local election, was
the lavish expenditure of pub lic moneys-not upon the roads
in the county-at the instance and at the will of the gentle-
man who supports the Local Government in the Province
of Ontario. The bon. gentleman himself, just at the par-
ticular moment when the election was going on, in June
asDt, was not averse to considering this question of granting

relief to the town of Pembroke. On the very ove of the
election, a telegram purporting to come from Mr. Blake
and addressed to a prominent gentleman in the Reforn
party, in the town of Pembroke, was scattered over tho
town and riding. This is the telegram. It is addressed to
the electors of the county in general, the town of Pem-
broke in particular. It states that as the leaders of the
Reform party were alleged to be opposed to giving the
claims of Pombroke to a bonus any consideration, Mr.
Blake had been interviewed and the following was his
reply:-

"To Wx. MomPA. 'Toirogolth Juge, 1882.

"IBi,-Not having ceen the Order in Council about Pembroke bonus, I
cannot judge of details; but rest assured I will always be ready to give
every fair consideration and do full justice to the claims of Pembroke.
Ail reports te the contrary are false.

"(Signed) EDWRD BLAE."

Mr. Moffat, to whom the telegram is addressed, was a lead-
ing member of the Reform party. I ask the bon. gentle-
man if the telegram was authentic ?

Mr. BLAKE. I sent a telegram which, as far as I can
remember, was in those words.

Mr. WHITE. I can only say that all the people of
the town of Pembroke claim of the leader of the Opposi-
tion and of the Government is, that the question shall
receive fair consideration at their hands, and we will be per-
fectly satisfied that after fair consideration has been given
to this question, the House should pronounce on its merits.

Mr. BLAKE. I sent the telegram which I believe was
in the words quoted.' I am quite prepared to abide bythem. It was stated to me in the letter which produced
this telegram that reports bad been circulated by the hon.
gontleman's friends which that telegram was intended to
contradict, namely, that we had pledged ourselves against
giving any assistance to the town of Pembroke. I was
not aware, as I said in this telegram, what this Order in
Council was, and I made no pledges except that I would give
that fair conaideration which I am always ready to give to
the claims of Pembroke or any other place. What I com-
plain of is not this Order in Council, because, now as thon,
I am ignorant of the facto; but what I did and do comeplain
of is that the Order in Council should have been passedijust
at that critical moment accompanied by that telegraphic
communication to the hon. gentleman or his friends
obviously for electoral use in the contest; accompanied aleo,
as I have reason to believe, though not to the knowledge of
the hon. gentleman, by this declaration to which I have
referred, on the part of his supporters.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman ob-
jects to an Order in Council being passed at a critical mo-
ment. My bon. friend objecte to telegrams being sent at
still more critical times.

Motion agreed to.

MILITIA BLANKETS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of all tenders,
advertisements, contracte, letters, aceounts, vouchers,
warrants, reports and other papers in connection with
the purchase of blankets for the Militia during- the
Recess, said: It is stated that theb on. Minister of Militia
found that the interests of those under hs particular charge
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demanded an immediate supply of the articles in question, the same. Now, I would ask, in case a treaty similar to
at a certain period during last Recess. The exigency was that should deprive the Maritime Provinces of their trade
pressing and it was impossible for the hon. gentleman to with the West Indies, would those Provinces remain idle
adopt a more proper course, impossib!e that the exigencies and sec that trade taken away from them ? I think not. I
would at all admit of advertising for and procuring tenders think they would usp every means in their power'to.regain
in the ordinary way; so pressing was it that the hon. gen- that trade; they would bring such a pressure to bear upon
tleman could not procure any tenders at all, but was obliged the Government that it would use every means to satisfy
to proceed in a direct and summary fashion to buy his the wishes of those Provinces. Taking this view of the ques-
blankets. But it is stated, also, that proceeding in that tion, I believe there is not an hon. member in this House who
direct and summary fashion, and with that expedition which would not support this resolution, seeing that in the;event
the emergency required, it did not occur to the hon. gentle- of a reciprocity treaty being negotiated not only British Co.
man to go to the dry goods houses, and that he went to a lumbia but the whole Dominion must bo benefitted thereby.
]and agent in this city and gave the contract to him who Upon the completion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway:there
effected the purchase through a dry goods bouse, receiving will be linos of steamers plying between British Columbia
of course his commission-which looks to me very much and the different countries on the Pacifie coast,'as well as
like contract broking. I an toldthatthe order for blankets the Australian Colonies, and on the route between British
was divided into two parts, one being given to a bouse in Columbia and those Colonies lie those important Islands
another city, and the other to a person in this city. I think which must be the most important place of call in the
it well that we should have all the papers connected with whole Pacifie, and the great connecting link between the
this transaction. Dominion of Canada and the Britain of the South Pacifie.

Mr. CARON. There can be no objection at all to the Therefore, it is highly neces;ary to cultivate the most
.aintimate trade relations with tho c Llands. As I under-

papers being brought down, and I am perfectly certain stand the National Policy it is framied for the pur'pose of
that a perusal of theso papors will convince the hon.gete tn h ainlPlc ti rmdfrteprooo
man that his information is nt at aill correct. gente promoting and protecting the interests of ail classes in all

parts of the Dominion-the manufacturin, the fishing, the
Motion agreed to. mining, the agricultural, the commercial, and more par-

ticularly to suit those special cases where foreign innovation
RECIPROCAL TRADE WITH HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. of our trade has taken place. That policy bas been carried

out to its fullest extent in the Eastern Provinces, and I
Mr. HOMER, in moving the resolution of which I contend that British Columbia is quite entitled to ask that

have given notice, declaring it desirable that the Gov- that policy should be applied to secure us a return of this
ernment take such measures as may seem to them most trade, which we have lost tnrough our carelessness and
advisable to bring about reciprocity in trade between the which has passed into foreign hand-. If the Government
Dominion of Canada and the lawaiian Islands, said: could have seen their way clear some twelve years ago to
It is hardly necessary for me toe state for the informa- take action in this matter when this question was intro-
tion of the hon. members of this House that a reci- duced into this House by an bon. gentleman who is now a
procity treaty bas been in operation for several years member of the Senate (Senator Nelson), wo should not
between the United States und the Hawaiian Islands, which now have to deplore the loss of that trade, but we would.in
treaty has been the means of giving the United States all probability have retained it until now, when it would
almost the entire control of the trade of those Islands, a have grown tour fold. In conclusion, I would ask the
trade which at present amounts to several million dollars Government that, while they are endeavoring to secure
annually, and with every prospect of its being increased. reciprocity in trade with the different countries on the
Some eight years ago, previons to this treaty going into Atlantic, they should also devote a little time to securir.g
operation, a comparatively large trade was earried on the same benefits to the Pacifie Province, more particular-
between British Columbia and those Islands; but since their ly in establishing trade relations with the lawaiian
treaty with the United States, that trade between British Islands. More particularly is this the case with respect to
Columbia and the Hawaiian Islands bas dwindled away to the Hawaiian Islands, because, when the great highway
a mere nothing. If we can now succeed in r egotiating from the Atlantic to the Pacific is completed, the people of
a reciprocity treaty between the Dominion of Canada and the Dominion will fiud it necessary to extend their trade in
the Hlawaiian Islands, we will be placed in a similar position every possible way to meet the requirerents of this young
to the United States, and we shall see our trade rovived as in and vigorous country.
former days, of fish, lumber and other produce. When the Sir. JORHN A. MACDONALD. The subject which my
Canadian Pacifie Railway is completed, the North-West will bon. friend bas brought up in his motion so clearly, is one
be able to supply their products and the Eastern Provinces of the very greatest importance to British Columbia even
will supply them with nearly every description of manufac- now, and therefore of importance to the Dominion as a
tured goods,includingmachineryofall kinds,largequantities whole. By-and-bye, in a few years, when the Canadian
of which are required in the Hlawaiian Islands. In roturn Pacifie Railway is completed, it will be still more important,
we will receivetheirsugar, coffee and other tropical products, and it will be a matter of extreme adviintage to have inti-
whichproducts are of such a nature that they cannot possibly mate commercial relations between the Hlawaiiani Islands and
come into competition with the productions of the Dominion Canada. The subject bas not escaped the attention of the
of Canada. Therefore, it is extremely necessary that we Government. I might say that when I was in Er gland, 1
should, at as early a date as possible, negotiate had communication on the question with, I was toing to
this treaty, so that on the completion of the Cana- say, the highest authority in those Islands. I la the
dian Pacific Railway, this country may be able to pleasure of discussing the whole subject with an illustrious
reap the benefits of a valuable and important trade, individual conrnected wi1h the Islands, and it was qite
whieh must necessarily grow up under reciprocity. To evident that that sovereignty is alive tu the question. The
bring this niatter a littie nearer home to some hon. mem- bon. gentleman cannot welI press the resolution at this
bers, 1 will say that before thisAmorican treaty went into time, because, being a malter conrnected with trade, it must
operation the trade between British Columbia and those originate iu Comnittee of the Whole; but I hope he will
Islands was precisely the saie as that which now exists be- be satisfied, because, after thid explanation the Govern ment
tween the Maritime Provinces of Canada and the West India will, u ithe language of the resolution, if they think
Islands; their imports were the saume and their exporta were it desirable, "take such measures as may seem to them
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most advisable to bring about reciprocity of trade between
the Dominion of Canada and the Hawaiian Islands."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I think last Session a mem-
ber from British Columbia brouglt up the matter, and I
agree with the hon. First Minister thatit is a matter of some
importance. O ithat ocasion it was stated that the subject
would receive the consideration of the Government during
Recess; and when a question was asked the other day by a
member from that Province, whether any stops in that
direction had been taken during Recess, he received an
emphatic reply in the negative, from the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals, I think. So the Government must not
blame the hon. member if he is anxious to bring the matter
in a very pointed manner before the louse, judging from
the success it met with during the past Session.

Mr. IHOMER. In reply to the hon. leader of the Go'vern-
ment I must say that we received the same answer last
Session, but I suppose, owing to the General Elections com-
ing on and the great pressure of business, the Government
had not time to give it that attention which it deserves;
and I hope when we meet again I may have an opportunity
of bringing the matter forward, and will be able to obtain a
reply a little more satisfactory than that which we have
received to-night. This trade is not only passing out of
our hands but there is only the tail end left.

Mr. BLAKEJ. I am pretty sure the hon. gentleman wili
have another opportunity next Session.

Mr. HOMER. With your permission, Mr. Speaker, I shall
be most happy to reply to the hon. member for West Dur-
ham. I am glad to ob4erve that he takes so much interest
in the affairs of B!-itishCoumbie. We have iabored under
the impression that bhc hon. gentîemîru in Iid opinions
directly at variance with the interests of that Province.
We.formed that impression from varions speeches delivered
by theb hon gentleman and published fromtime to time. It
may be that I have placed a wrong interpretation upon those
speeches, or perhaps they were reported incorrectly, or it is
possible the hon. gentleman has seen the error of bis ways,
and intends, for the future, to render assistance to that
much abused Province, designated by him a sea of moun-
tains; and who knows but that the hon. gentleman may
yet, after eight or ten more years of indefatigable labor as
leader of Her Maiesty's Loyal Opposition in this House,
make up his mind to retire from public life and spend bis
remaining years in the balmy atmosphere of the Western
Province, on the shores of the Pacifie. In the meantime we
will be prepared to accept the valuable services of the hon.
member for West Durham in pronoting the true inteÈ'ests
of British Columbia and of the Dominion generally.

Motion withdrawn.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg to make the following motion,
and for the same reasons I defer any remarks which I may
have to make upon it, until the papers come down, which
will enable me, perbaps, to more intelligently place the
matter under the consideration of the flouse. I move for a
copy of all correspondence between the Government of
Canada or any Department thereof, and the Grand Trunk
Railway Company of Canada, or any of ils officers, in rela-
tion to the subjects stated in the advertisement published
in the Canada Gazette of 3rd March, inst., of H. W. Tyler,
president, and J. B. Benton, secretary of said Cornpany,
dated at Dashwood Rouse, 9 New Broad street, London,
28th Februay last, calling a meeting of the said Company
at London, on the 29th March inst., for the consideration
amongst other things of the purchasing of bonds and shares
of the Wellington, Grey and Bruce Railway; also, thie pur-.
chase on behalf of the Company of certain stocks and shares
of the Hamilton and North-Western Railway Company, and

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD,

of the St. Lawrence and Ottawa Railway Company; also
ail copies of the traffic arrangement or correspondence in
relation thereto, or if corresponlence in relation to the
purchase or sale of the North Shore Railway Company by
or between the said last named Company and the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada, or with the Govern-
ment of Canada, together with a statement in detail of any
liability or obligation which has been created by the said
Grand Trunk Railway Company or on their behalf in con-
nection therewith.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. MITCHELL. With the permission of the louse,

I will make another motion under the same circunstances,
and in the sane connection, and for the same reasons which
I have already stated. I will make no speech, or remark,
or explanation about it, unless the flouse so desire, in order
that we may discuss the whole thing when we have the
papers before us. I beg to move for a copy of all corres-
pondence between the Grand Trunk Railway Company of
Canada, or any of its officers and the Government of Can-
ada, or any of the Departments or members of the Govern-
ment, in reference to the purchase or sale of the Riv:èi e du
Loup branch of the said railway, now owned by the Govern-
ment of Canada; also, any correspondence showing the
manner in which the said Company have expended or pro-
posed to expend the money so received for the said Rivière
du Loup branch; and also, al[ correspondence in refercnec
to their expending the said money or any portion thereof
either in purchasing or constructing a railway or railways
in the United States, either in their own name or by an
associated company, or in any other way, and how inuch

oiney rceived for the Rivière du Loup Railway purchase
has been so expended; and also, anyand all correspondence
showing whether the Government lien for the debt of
£3,111,500 and accrued interest owing by the said rail way
attaches upon the said railway or railways so purchased or
built in the said United States, with the length and cost of
the same.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed
to:-

All correspondence, reports, Orders in Council, and all
other docunments relating to any claim made by the
Provincial Government of Prince Edward Island, for a
refund of their expenditure upon public wharves and
piers, and also in connection with the maintenance of short
term prisoners in that Province since its admission to the
Union.-(Mr. Robertson, Shelburne.)

Copies of ail correspondence, Orders in Council and
papers not already brought down, relating to the grant of
permission to cut timber or to mine on lands within the
territory now in dispute with Ontario; with a statement of
the grants made and the names of the persons to whom
they have been made, and the amounts received from the
samo up to the present time.-(Mr. Jackson.)

Copies of ail correspondence, reports, plans, speculations,
&c., in connection with the surveys made in 1882, for the
construction of a canal between Lake Shushwac and Lake
Okanagon, British Columbia.-(Mr. Barnard.)

Copies of ail correspondence, memorials, petitions and
papers in the hands of the Government on the subject of
duties on sait -(Mr. Wheler.)

Return of ail accidents and casualties which have occurred
on the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada, and any of' its
branch railways, or railways associated with it, or under
its control, involving either loss of life or injury to peron
or property; with a statement showing the full extent and
particulars of such casualties, the points at which they
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occurred, and the causes and nature thereof; with a copy of
the by-laws, rules, and regulations of the said railway com-
pany, branch railways, associated railways, and railways
under its control, as required by the 55th section of the
Railway Act of 1879.-(Mr. Mitchell.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourument
of the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 9 o'clock p. m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRIDAY, 16th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT.

The following Report was laid on the Table:-
Report of the Min ister of Justice as to Penitentiaries in

Canada, for the year ended, 30th June, 1882. -(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

COMMITTEE ON STANDING ORDERS.

Mr. BEATY. A Committee of the Senate has been ap-
pointed for the purpose of revising the Rules of the Standing
Orders Committee ; and it is suggeted that a Committee
of this House be named to meet the Senate Committee in
this relation, especially as it is proposed to form a Joint
Committee of both Houses to do the duties of the two
Standing Committees of the Senate and House of Commons
in this particular. Already an informal meeting, I may say,
has been held by hon. gentlemen representing the Senate,
and by the Chairman of the Private Bills Committee and
myself, in reference to this matter. When certain points'
were raised and suggestions made with the view of having
them discussed and considered by the Committee
in connection with the revision of the Rules, one point
was whether the present notice requiring two months was
not too long, causing unnecessary and great expense to
parties seeking legislation, and whether the time could not
be limited, say to one month. Some went even further, and
questioned whether only one publication should not be
made in the Official Gazette with regard to Private Bills,
as this ought to be only a matter of record, not being gen-
erally read-the literature of the Gazette is not of that
attractive character which commands perusal generally
throughout the country-while more strictuesa should be re-«
quired with reference to publication in the local papers.1
It was also urged that the time within which petitions fort
Private Bills should be presented to the House shouldt
be limited to twenty days, and the presentation of1
Bills to thirty days; and that these times should
be fixed periods, not to be departed from unless withE
the sanction, or under the direction, of the House, and not c
by the Committee. The appointment of a Joint Committee
of both flouses was thought to be very important, for the
purpose of passing on these preliminary notices, and the
Bills in the first instance, as the double work of the two
(ommittees was quite unnecessary. These matters were
not merely informally discussed or talked of, but suggested.
The idea was, that we should appoint a Committee to meoet
a Committee of the Senate on the subject, with the viow of i
revising the Rules, as, with the present facilities for sending ii
communications readily all. over the country, the time I
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might be diminished, and the expense of passing Private
Bills might be reduced. I accordingly move:

That a Message be sent to the Senate req usting their Honorastounite with this House in the formation of a j oint co mmittea for the
purpose of revising the Rules relating to the duties of the Committee ofS tanding Orders in each House, and specially whether one Joint Com-mittee of both Houses should not be named to do the work of the saidCommittee for both Houses and also, informing their Honora thatMessrs. Daly, Casgrain, Ôunn, Dawson and the mover, will act asmembers of such Committee on the part of this Bouse.
These gentlemen were named by the Standing Orders Com-
mittee to reprosent this House in this coninection.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker, this motion raises some
very important questions. My own opinion is, that this
Committee might find their deliberations very much assistedi
if some discussion on the part of hon. members, conver-.
sant with the defects which interfère with the practical
working of the present system, took place on the motion
for the appointment of the Committee. I think that
there is no such pressing necessity for passing the
motion to-day as should overcome those considerations,
and that it would be botter for the hon. gentleman to give
notice. For my own part, unless ho convinces me by some
other argument, I am of opinion that it would be a retro-
grade step to enlarge the period for the reception of petitions
for Private Bills, or for the introduction of these Bills. Ido
not say that it might not be a good thing to shorten 'the
time of the notice ; butlI think it is becoming more and
more obvious that it is extremely important to get Bills
into the House as soon after the Session opens as possible.
One report was made to consolidate what might bo the joint
business of the two Houses, by a recommendation somo
Sessions ago from a high authority, to consider the appoint-
ment of a joint law clerk departmont. That report failed
after consideration-1 do not knowwhether both parties did
not agree, but 1know that one of the parties agreed that
things were botter as they were. That advance having
been repelled, it seems to me that we should consider a little
whether we should send this Message without being certain
that the public interests would be served. My object in
rising, however, was to point out the reasons why notice
should appear on the paper.

Motion allowed to stand as a notice of motion.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced and read the first
time:-

Bill (No. 84) to amend the Law relating to Bills of
Lading.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT OF 1874

Mr. BOLDUC, in introducing Bill (No. 85) to amend the
Dominion Elections Act of 1874, said: The only object of
his Bill is to amend section No. 109 of the Dominion Elec-
ions Act of 1874. By this clause any person can sue for
ho recovery of the penalties or fines mentioned in the Act.
n many cases the persons who sue are irresponsible parties,
who are unable to pay one cent of cost when they fail in
,stablishing their case. The object of the present Bill is to
blige any person sueing for the recovery of these fines to
ive security for the costs.
Bill read the first time.

SPEEDY TRIALS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), in introducing Bill (No.
6) to consolidate and amend the Acts for the more speedy
rial of porsons charged with felonies and misdeameanors
n the Provinces of Ontario, Quebec and Manitoba, said:
I introducing this Bill, I should explain that, early in thq
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Session, I introduced a Bill to amend the Speedy Trials Act,
and that Billihas been referred to a Special Committee.
Since that time, I have had numerous letters from different
County Judges throughout Ontario, giving me data and
facts connected with the speedy trial of criminals. The
consequence is, that I have made up my mind to introduce
this Bill for the consolidat on of all the Acts now in force,
with reference to speedy trials. In 1869, a short time
after the Speedy Trials Act became law, the Judges of the
County Courts in Ontario passed rules, regulations, and
forms of procedure, with reference to these trials. Some of
the Judges adopted them, and others did not. I have had
the advantage of having these rules before me, and I have
prepar, d a Bill which embraces the whole of them. I pro-
pose that this Bill be allowed to be read the second time-
to which 1 hope there will be no objection-and that it
shallh bo referred, when printed, to the Committee to whom
my other Bill was referred. That Committee will take into
consideration as well, the question of whether the speedy
trials should be encouraged and extended, and this will
give us an opportunity of considering the question more
satisfactorily than if the Bill was in manuscript.

Bill read the first time.

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD moved, that the following
paragraph of Ris Excellency's Speech at the opening of
this Session, be read at the Table, that is to say:

" I am advised that the judgment of the Lords of the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, delivered last J;une, on the appeal of Russell
vs. The Queen, goes to show, that in order te prevent the unrestrained
sale of intoxicating liquors, and for that purpose to regulate the grant-
ing of shop, saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by the Dominion
Priliament will be necessary. Your earnest consideration of this impor-
tant subject is desired."

Motion agreed to.

The Clerk having read the paragraph,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD mwed :
That the consideratiofl of the subject mentioned in the said paragraph,

be referred to a Special Committee of seventeen members, with power
to send for persons, papers, and records, and to report by Bill or other-
Wise.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I desire to raise a question of order. It
may appear presumptuous on my part to venture to attack
the procedings of the right hon. leader of the Government,
knowing the perfect knowledge that he as of the Rules of
this House; but I object to the motion as being out of order,
on two grounds: firse, that we have already bal the con-
sideration of this paragraph before the House; and, secnd,
that the motion of the right hon. gentleman evades one of
the fundamental Rules of the House. One of the Rules of
this House provides that, after any question or Bill has
been co:sidered by the House, it cannot again
be brought up in the same shape. Now, Sir, at the
opening of the present Session this very paragraph was
mentioned in the Speech from the Throne in exactly
the same language ; the House afterwards proceeded to the
consideration of His Excellency's Speech, and, amongst other
thir-gs, this paragraph was acceded to with thanks to His
Excellency for the information contained. Therefore, the
House bas alreadypronouiýced its opinion upon the advisa-
blity of adopting this paragraph. I know that in some
instances the flouse can rescind a previous decision ; but I
do not think this iz one of those cases. I do not go so
far as to say that that part of the Speech from the Throne
cannot be considered ; but I mean.to say that it cannot be
c niidered in the form in which it is brotght forward. Sup-
pose we came to a different conclusion ; suppose the Select
Comittee to which this paragralph is referred, instead of
thanking Ris Excellency for it, do the reverse, shall we
accCpt the report of that Commnittee? Shall wedelegate to

M4r. RoBER.TsoN (Hamilton).

that Committee our powers to examine, de novo, that partie-
ular clause ? But this is a small point in comparison with
the second which I have to submit. One of the Rules of the
House, one which lies at-the very basis of the privileges of
this House and the rights of the people, says:

" No Bill relating to trade, or the alteration of the laws concerning
trade, is to be brought into the louse, until the proposition shall have
been irst considered in a Committee of the Whole House and agreed
upon by the House."

Now, it may be said, in the first place, that there is no Bill
yet before the House. But the object of the motion is pur,-
posely to bring in a Bill, and by substituting a Select Com-
mittee for the Committee of theWhole House. What is a Com-
mittee of the Whole House? It is, in fact, the House of
Commons sitting with its larger powers and privileges ;
where every hon. member has the right to speak as often as
he pleases; where every opinion can be expressed and reiter-
ated without restraint. It has always been held, that the
morùent yoi propose to tax the people or alter the laws of
trade, you have got to come before the Committee of the
Whole. This motion tends to defeat that Rule, by the sub-
stitution of a Special Committee appointed, not by the
House in the larger sense of the word, but by the
me mn bers of the day for the larger Committee. We ought to
be very jealous in guarding our rights and privileges, as
they exist under this Rule. I recollect how particular
the late and lamented Mr. Holton, when he stood in the
place I have the honor to occupy in this House, was, that
the fundamental principle should remain undisturbed.
Well, if I demonstrate to you in a clear manner that the
purpose of this resolution is to affect the laws of trade, I
think I shall have gained my point. The resolution purports
to restrain the sale of intoxicating liquors. The hon. leader
of the Government, in saying that the sale of intoxicating
liquor is, at present, completely unrestrained, showed that
the intent of the Government in this motion was to bring in
sone Bill or resolution to restrain that trade. I intend
to demonstrate to you what has been the rule followed in
England, and what the rule is here that should guide us
to-day. I must admit therte are some precedents Of Bills Of
this nature, having . been introduced unnoticed by the
Speaker and the members of the Hlouse. I can give you
Bills of that categocy : A Bill in 1860, 23 Vie., chap. 53, to
diminish the number of icenses; in 1863, to amend the laws,
27 and 28 Vie., chap. 18 ; another one to amend the Act re-
specting taverng, 27 and 28 Vie., chap. 48, 1864. But we must
not do, through in advertence, what has already happened in
England. I shall givo some precedents in which, it was only
at the third reading, objection was taken and sustained.
Therefore, the House of Commons in England also omitted
somelimes to take immediate cognizance of one of
the fundamental rules that govern its deliberations and
those of our House, because our Rule, with the exception
of two words, is copied from theirs. In referring to the
Journals of the 2nd Marcb, 1870, I find that a Bill, dealing
with the sale of liquor, was allowed to pass unnoticed. On
the 21st March, 1 74, on a permissive liquor resolution, it
was resolved thtt the House should go into Committee of
the Whole to grant leave to introduce a Bill. It is that
privilege of the Committee of the Whole House whieh I
desire to see maintaiied-the granting of the leave by it to
bring forward a measure. That is the very point upon
which the whole of this discussion turns. In 1871, a Bill
was to be introIuced to prevent the sale of intoxicating
liquor in Scotland-affecting only a particular portion of
the Kingdom-and the resolution was proposed that the
House should go at once into Committee of the Whole. The
Chairman was then instructed to move that leave be given
to bring in the Bill. This has been not only the
practice in Englaid, but also in this country. In referring
to Speakers' decisions, one appears in our Journals of the
30th April, 1875. As an example of how those things
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sometimes pass unnoticed, I will quote the case: On the
Order of the Day for the third reading being called, the
question of order was raised, and the Speaker ruled that in all1
cases the Rales of the Parliament of Great Britain would
be followed bere; and, as in 1772, the Standing Orders of that
House declared that Bills relating to trade should not be
brought into the House, until the proposition be first con-
sidered in a Committee of the. Whole House. Therefore,
the Speaker ruled, in the case I have mentioned, that the
Bill was one relating to trade, and came within the meaning
of the Standing Order. He further stated that the practice
of the House of Commons had not been uniform, but that
when the objection had been taken, the rule had always
been enforced. What says May on the point? le says:

" The Standing Order regarding trade, was, for many years. construed
as extending to such Bills only as related to foreign commerce, and the
import and export of commodities, and was not applied to Bills affecting
particular trades, or the internal trade of the country; but of late years
the House bas reverted to what appears to have been the original inten-
tion of the Standing Order, which was probably designed to embrace
the same classes of Bills as had formerly been within the province of the
Grand Committee for trade."

Now, Sir, it may be said there is no Bill before the House.
It is true the Bill is not before the House ; but the resolu-
tion says, in so many words, that the Committee to which
this paragraph is to be submitted shall report by a Bill or
otherwise. Now, I desire to call your attention to this
point: Will it not prejudice in advance the question to
be brought before the House, when we have a report of this
Committee coming before us? I say, in the nature of
things, it wili. It is the practice of this House, when a
report of a Select Committee comes before it, to accept that
report, except under very extraordinary circumstauces,
because this House is always very reluctant to disregard
the report of a Special Committee. Now, if this motion is
carried it will be an evasion of the Rule which guides us
to-day ; it will be taking an unusual mode of arriving at the
same point. Why not bring forward an ordinary motion
at once? Why break the usages and the privileges of this
House ? I maintain that we are bound to follow the Rule
in this case, and I think my right hon. friend the leader of
the Government knows enough of the Rules of this House
not to violate them. I must say that I do think he is
forced by circumstances to take this course, and when I say
so I say it in sincerity. The Committee of the Whole
House is the organ through which the people speak-; it
holds the key of the public Treasury. When you want to tax
the people you open the Treasury by its leave, and the Ways
and Means Committee, in order to replenish it. If you affect
the laws of trade by which you deprive the people of the
power of replenishing the Treasury, you affect their rights.
For my part I view with the greatest concern the violation
of this fundamental rule. I would sacrifice anything-I
would sacrifice my right hand-in order to preserve this
fundamental rule; and if you break it to-day no one knows
when or where you may stop. The greatest difficulty,
perhaps, Mr. Speaker, that you will find in deciding this
point is that the Bill is not yet before the House. But J
would desireyour most careful and impartial attention to
the point-not thatowe may not refer any question to a Select
Committee -but that this is an evasion of the Rule. The
point upon which J dwell most emphatically is this: that
we have a particular mode prescribed to us by the Rules of
the House, and that particular mode ought to be followed
in this instance; for this reason the motion, in my humble
opinion, is out of order, and ought not to be received.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman bas very ably,
and quite unnecessarily, I think, elaborated the point upon
which there can be no discussion, namely: that no Bill
relating to trade can be introduced into this House without
having been agreed to by Committee of the Whole. But
this is not a Bill relating to trade ; this a paragraph of the

Speech delivered by His Excellency at the opening of Par-
liament. It is quite in order that that should be referred
to a Select Committee. We do not know that they will
report any measure at all. That must be brought up by
resolution ; but perhaps they will report no action what-
ever, and therefore no injury to trade can result by the
adoption of this mode. I think the resolution is quite in
order.

Mr. BLAKE. ls the right hon. gentleman not going to
make any explanation ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that the reasons
for the motion are shown in the paragraph which has been
read. In the answer to the Speech from the Throne, this
House gave Ris Excellency the following assurance :

"l His Excellency may rest assured that our earnest consideration will
be given to this important subject."

We have pledged ourselves to consIer this subject; and,
after considering the whole matter, we have thought that
the best means of giving to the subject the consideration
which we have promised, is to refer the matter to a Special
Committee elected from reprosentatives of the diferent
Provinces. It might seem, perhaps, at first sight, that we
should come down with a measure; and if the proposed
legislation were to affect equally, and alter equally, the laws
of all the different Provinces, perhaps that would be the
proper course. But every one of the Provinces composing
tho Dominion have different laws on this subject, and, there-
fore, it bas been thought best that a Committee composed of
representatives from all the Provinces should«consider the
situation of each Province, the diversity of laws, the diver-
sity of circumstances, and of the population and habits of
each Province; and that, after having thus studied the vary-
ing conditions of the several Provinces, a system should b
evolved, perhaps not identical in all the Provinces, because,
perhaps, a system which would operate beneficially in one
Province might not operate so beneficially in another. There-
fore, we have thought that all the different laws on the subject
should be examined,that the different conditions of the popu-
lation should be examined, and that a report should bc made
pointing out the circumstances of the different Provinche
and how some wholesome restraint and regulation of t
sale of intoxicating liquors could best be devised to me6t
the varying circumstances of the several Provinces. The
Government thought that was the best mode of carrying
out the assurance we gave to His Excellency, that we would
give full consideration to this important subject. We
thought best to submit the matter to a Committee, and,
after getting the report from that Committee, the
House could deal with the subject more satisfactorily, after
having obtained more full information than they possibly
could get just now. I listened with great pleasure to;the
able and clear arguments on the point of order made by my
hon. friend oppositewho stated bis case with all the acumen
and ability which distinguish him. I did not intend in any
way to offend against the Rule. This report will be laid
before the House. Then it will be for the Government,
if they think proper, to move certain resolutions; and
if they think, after obtaining this report, and the louse
is placed in possession of all the information, that a mea-
sure for the regulation and restraint of the undue sale of
intoxicating liquors is required, of course the Govern-
ment will be obliged toe carry out all the Rules of the
House, and as it is a matter of trade, wo must commence b
resolution. The House may have a report and draft BiTI
before it, or if the Committee do not choose to submit a
draft Bill, the House will have before it the results at which
the Committee have arrived, and out of those results the
Government, if sanctioned by the louse in resolution, can
come down with a Bill to Parliament. These are the rea-
sons why I have taken this course. The House is pledged
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to consider the subject, and I think the best mode of con-
sidering it is, as I have suggested, by means of a Special
Committee, formed in the manner I have mentioned.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure the hon. gentleman's own sup-
porters must have been disappointed that, in introducing a
proposal of this description-unprecedented so far as I know
in our own legislation, and almost without precedent in
the legislative and Parliamentary conduct of the affairs of
the country from which we draw our practice-the hon.
gentleman should have proposed, first of all, that the House
should decide upon the appointment of a Select Committee
without any word of explanation whatever. That he
should have actually asked the House to vote the appoint-
ment of a Select Committee without offering any word of
explanation whatever, must have astonished the members;
but our surpiise was diminished when we found, upon the
challenge being extended to him for lis explanation, that
there was so little explanation to be given. We under-
stand now why the hon, gentleman proposed that the
motion should be adopted sub silentio. For bis reason, when
forced to give a reason, is a reason which I think
is of no force or validity whatever, even in con-
sidering its positive proposals, if we do not con-
sider for a moment the inconveniences which are to
result from the adoption of the proposition. The hon.
gentleman tells us that the laws of the Provinces vary upon
this subject. Well, we knew that, and he knew it. Not
merely does he know that they vary, but he knows what
they are, and the Government know what they are. This
is a Government formed from most of the Provinces at all
events. It las machinery ample for acquiring the know-
ledge which it may not itself possess. The Statute-books of
the Provinces are to be found in the Library and in the
Departments. There are several lawyers in the Adminis-
tration. There is the Minister of Justice in the Senate,
there is the right hon. gentleman himself, there is also the
Minister of Public Works, and the Minister of Militia, and
one or two others, I think, who belong to the same pro-
fession, so legal advice is not altogether absent from the
Cabinet itself. Nor are there absent other means of ob-
taining information. This is a Government of Commissions.
They wanted information about the factories, and they sent
Mr. Blackeby and Mr. Lukes to inspect the domestie fac-
tories last year ; and during the Recess one was despatched
into Massachusetts, and the other to Europe, to find out all
about the factories there. They wanted information about
the Pacifie iRailway, and they issued a Commission for
which, I observe by the Returns, we are paying sweetly
to-day. They wanted information about the Intercolonial
Railway, and they issued a Commission appointing an officer,
and when that officer died they issued a fresh Commission, and
it is sitting yet. They wanted a Consolidation of the
Statutes, and they appointed Mr. Cockburn a Commissioner
to execute the work of consolidation. This is a Government
which acts freely and liberally, without thought or hesitation
in using the machinery for enquiry in the way of Commis-
sion. So that if it were necessary, as the paragraph from the
Speech intimates it is, that there should bie legislation in
this Dominion, in the Session of this Parliament, upon this
subject, there was within the Cabinet, composed, as I say it
is, of members from most of the Provinces, men with legal
knowledge, able to acquire information of what the Statute
Laws of the other Provinces are; and by having the machinery
at its disposal, if indeed it required a Commissioner to codify
the Liquor Laws of the different Provinces, I say to sug-
gest this course, at this stage of this Session, necessary to1
be adopted in order to carry out the intimation made in the
Speech from the Throne, is to state a proposition which
requires very much more than the hon. gentleman has said
in support of it, by an intelligent House of Commons. Now,
the paragraph of the Speech declares that Ris Excellency

Sir JoRN A. MACDONALD.

has been advised-and, of course, that is by hon. gentlemen
opposite:

" That the Judgment of the Lords of the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Council, delivered last June, on the appeali of Russell v8. The
Queen, goes to show, that in order to prevent the unrestricted sale of
intoxicating liquors, and for that purpose to regulate the granting of
shop, saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by the Dominion Parlia-
ment will be necessary."

The attention of the hon. the First Minister was early
directed to this unfortunate state of circumstances, as some
concede it to be, and to this happy result, as others concede
it to be. It is a long while, he says, since he held that opinion;
and the particular decision referred to in the Speech from
the Throne took place as long ago as last June. From that
period, at least, the attention of the Government was
directed to the subject of legislation. They were absorbed
in other matters just then, and I do not call on them to
state why they were not engaged in culling the laws of the
different Provinces, as the cause is well known to themselves.
But after the 20th of June, hon. gentlemen were at their ease.
It was competent for them then to address themselves to the
business-to those duties necessary to provide for the logis-
lation which, by the decision in Russell vs. The Queen,
and by the verdict of the people-it had devolved upon
them to prepare for the consideration of Parliament. But
it seems they have not done so. IL seems that the hon.
gentleman, now in the sixth week of the Session, does not
know what the Liquor Laws of the Provinces are. It seems
that although the hon. gentleman decided legislation was
necessary in order to prevent the evil of absolutely unrestrict-
ed sale of liquor all over the Dominion, although that was
the inevitable conclusion of the decision in Russell vs. The
Queen arrived at last June, the first step has not been
taken by the Government responsible for the legislation
consequent on that decision, as they say, to inform them-
selves of what are the fundamental propositions. on which
the measure is to be based. The hon. gentleman says the
first thing to be done is to find out what the laws of the
other Provinces are; and he admits that the Government
have not been able to find out. They say, our present
resources, our own sources of knowlcdge, our facilities for
acquiring information, have failed us. We have not thought
fit to obtain information from outside. We have not called
on the Local Governments, on Commissioners, or on our
officers; and although we stand pledged to introduce a
License Law, we have waited until Parliament has been six
weeks in Session before we propose that-on what is to be
the heart of the business of the Session-a Select
Committee drawn from all the Provinces, shall be appoint-
ed to enter on an enquiry. If legislation is to be
perfected this Session, the enquiry must be conducted
with great rapidity, in order to inform us as to that
question on which during six or nine months the Govern-
ment were utterly unable to take the first step in acquir-
ing information. If the Government believed, as of
course they believed, that legislation was rendered neces-
sary, absolutely inevitable; if they believed, as of course
they believed, that the duty of initiating legislation in
that regard devolved upon them, I say they condemn them-
selves of flagrant neglect of duty in not having taken those
precautions to inform themselves of what the laws and
customs of the Provinces are, which they say it is necessary
to know in order to form the basis of this legislation which
hon. gentlemen say is so necessary and important. They
tell us that legislation is necessary ; and yet - here we have
been more than five weeks waiting for this legislation; and
we learn to-day that the first stop has yet to be taken,
the very first items of information, on law and of fact,
have yet to be obtained-that we are to be callcd
upon to assist the Administration in informing them as to
what are the laws of the different Provinces upon which
they say, to some extent, at all events, that measure is tg bo
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based. For these reasons, he proposes as his course to refer
this question to a Select Committee to report by Bill, or other-
wise-to report upon necessary legislation. A Committee
is therefore to be created upon the theory that legislation by
this Parliament is necessary; and if created upon that
theory, it is necessary to discharge the duty of framing
that legislation ; therefore, according to that point of
view, a Committee is thought proper, by the hon.
gentleman, to be authorized to report a Bill, or resolu-
tions on which a Bill may be founded, for the regulation of
a question of trade, or to make a report, which should be
the basis of legislation in the opinion of the Committee. I
say the hon. gentleman now says: "Let us remit this ques-
tion to this Committee so chosen." He has also said, in the
Speech from the Throne, and in the debate on the Address,
that this matter was forced on the attention of the Govern-
ment; that they have not undertaken it voluntarily;
that they reluctantly took up this question only of neces-
sity; that they did not wish to interfere in the Provincial
Laws; but were forced to take up the duty of proposing leg-
islation on this subject. Such, however, was not always the
language of the hon, gentleman on this topic; such was not
the language which he used in a speech delivered in
Ontario on the subject of the License Law ; and this,
before a decision was reached in the case of Russellv s. The
Queen, and before the necessity-in so far as a necessity was
created by that decision-had arisen. In a speech delivered
before the judgment was announced, in the case of Russell
vs. The Queen, the hon. gentleman used these words,
speaking in a place which, I believe, was in the neighbor-
hoed of Toronto, and whieh is now a part of Toronto itself
-Yorkville:

" If he carried the country, as he would do (cheers), he would tell
Mr. Mowat-that little tyrant, who had attempted to control public
opinion by taking hold of every little office, from that of a Division
Court bailiff tu a tavern-keeper-that he would get a Bill passed at
Ottawa returning to the municipalities the power taken away from
them by the License Act (cheers)."

Remember that ai that time, Sir, the judgment of the Privy
Council in the case ot Russell vs. The Queen had not been
pronounced, and this was previous to the Federal Elections;
and his declaration on that occasion formed one of the
planks of the platform on which he appealed for popular
favor, and for the support of the licensed victuallers. He
then declared that, if he were returned to power, he would
have a Bill passed on tis subject, which Bill would have a
particular complexion-it would restore to the municipali-
ties the power which had been taken away from them by
the License Acts of the Local Government. And when the
hon. gentleman so spoke, he said distinctly that he would
pass a Bill which would restore to the municipalities the
powers that had been taken away from them by the
Local License Acts; but now he proposes the appointment
of a Committee to examine into the question, and
to advise the Government as to what legislation is advis-
able under the circumstances. Later on, the hon. gentle-
man called a Conservative Convention, in the city of Toronto,
in connection with Local affairs, and he attended at the pro-
ceedings and closed them. Being chairman, he made the
opening speech, and also pronounced the final words.

An hon. MEMBER. The benediction.
Mr. BLAKE. I did not say benediction ; but I might

term these words, with truth, the malediction, rather than
the benediction. At this Convention the policy of the Con-
servative party on this question was announced ; and the
leader of the Local Opposition, in the presence of the hon.
genileman, and presumably under his guidance and direc-
tion, said :

" He was prepared to say that the preseut Opposition, if it took
office, would be prepared to wipe away the partisan Boards of Oom-
missioners. (Loud cheers.) It was proposed to restore to the people
of the Province the rights they formerly exercised. (Cheers.) It pro-

posed to give l'ack to the municipal bodies the rights they formerlyenjoyed. (Continued cheering.) He was not afraid that the people
woul d not, or could not, use their powers properly. He was not like
the alleged Liberals, who were afraid to entrust the people wîth thepowers belonging to them. (Cheers.) Nor did he suppose in making
the announcement, that he would alienate one temperanQe vote."

These were patriotic words, and they wero received with
that approbation and enthusiasm which some ion. gentle-
men seem disposed to endorse, by repetition, at this hour.
The policy of the convention was properly heralded in a
resolution, which explained the views of the Conservative
party, with the hon. gentleman's assent, lor we are told
that all the resolutions were unanimously passed, as I
believe, on these occasions, resolutions always are. We
read the next day what the policy of the Conservative
party was on this question. It was as follows:-

4 Resolved, that the present system of issuing tavern and shop
licenses through Government officials having been instituted and syste-
matically used for the purpose of rendering those engaged in the liquor
traffic subservient to the Administration of the day, it is the opinion of
this Convention that, without interfering with the laws regulatin the
liquor traffic and limiting the number of licenses that may be issue d the
power of issuing licenses and the fees derived therefrom should be
restored to the municipalities."

Once again, Sir, the hon. gentleman was successful, as 80
often before, in impressing upon the minds, conscience and
will of bis party, the exact view which lie took of public
offcring. As he put it on the 3rd of Juno last, he said that
his intentions were to restore to the municipalities the
power of issuing licenses. On the 14th September last, the
Conservative party of Ontario, under bis guidance,
declared that their policy was to restore to the
municipalities the power of issuing licenses ; but, as
I have said, there was no word at that time of
Dominion interference for that purpose. It would not do
then; it would not have been right to have pointed it out
at that time. Russell vs. The Queen had been decided. That
dicision was known here. The ion. gentleman was possessed
of it. He thought then-unless he as changed his opinion
since, for he thinks now-he did then, at any rate--that it had
been made obvious that the Local Legislature had no power
to deal with the matter at al. He thought then-or, at any
rate, he thinks now-that under that decision, here, and here
only, legislation was to be had. le thought--as is shown
by the Speech from the Throne, and by bis own utterances
early in June-that he was prepared to legislate bore, bdt
he did not say so. It would not do; and Mr. Meredith was
put to the forefront of the battle to declare what the
Consei-vative party of Ontario would do in this regard,
and they agreed to do just what the hon, gentleman
designed-restore the power of issuing licenses to the
municipalities. But they affirmed impliedly, if not expressly
- aye, expressly in Mr. Melredith's speech-tt at that was to
be done at Toronto for the Province of Ontario, and not in
Ottawa for the whole Bominion. Now, if, as the hon.
gentleman on the 141h of September thought that the Local
Legislature had nothing to do with this, could not deal with
it, that their License Law which transferred the power to
B>ards of Commissioners was pro tanto void, why did not
ho say so ?-why did not he tell the people of Ontario,
gathering his forces together, as he was for the impending
conflict, that he was about to remove the question from
their jurisdiction ? Why did not he tell the Conservative
convention that he was going t do tbis thing ? Why did
he allow his deputy to announce that he would do this, and
that, and the other thing, if he succeeded at the Elections,
when he thought he could do nothing at all ? Why,
Sir, the Conservative party of Ontario was called upon to
undergo sufficient humiliation without that. They were
called upon at that Convention to abandon the territorial
rights of their Province; they were called upon to aban-
don the legislative rights of their Province; they were
called upon to give up the Boundary Award; they were
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called upon to give up the question of disallowance; and
the bon. gentleman did not choose to ask them at the same
time to swallow another abnegation of Provincial rigbts.
le allowed this matter to dangle before the people of On-
tario as a toy, which he was about to remove from them at
the proper season-this power of dealing with the license
question-this great bar to Provincial rights. He allowed
his partyto s ay that their leader in the Local Legislature
wouldlegislate in a particular direction, because it did not
do at the same moment to say: "JI have given up the Bound-
ary Award-good ; I have given up the question of
disallowanco-good ; but I have yet another sacrifice
to ask of your patriotism and your party allegiance, and
that is, that you should give up the power of your Province
to interfere with tþe regulation of licenses for taverns, shops
and saloons." So the hon. gentleman's friends were allowed
to make these statements. Proceeding chronologically, we
arrive next at the hon. gentleman himself, in lis capacity,
not as leader of the party marshalling bis forces at Toronto
for a Provincial contest, but in bis capacity as First Minister
of the Dominion. lie bad excited, by these staternents of
bis in June, the hopes of the licensed victuallers, and they
sent a deputation down here to interview him. I moved
early in the Session for the papers, but they have not been
laid on the Table, so far as I have been able to learn. We do
not know all that passed on that occasion, and perhaps we
shall not know all that passed even when the papers come
down; but we have some account of what passed in a state-
ment made by the deputation in a letter published in the
n'iwspapers, which was signed by Messrs. Cosgrave, Hodge,
O'Keefe, Mitchell, and O'Shaunnessy:

I The objects of the deputation were to ascertain from Sir John
Macdonald wbether it was the intention of the Dominion Government
to take into its hands the regulation of the Licenge Laws, and if in so
d oing it was the intention to do away with the marked political charac-
ter cf the existing Crook's Act. In answer to the above, Sir John stated
hthat it was the intention of the Government to take the matter into its

Lands, as such a course was forced upon it by the late decision of the
Privy Council in regard to the Scott Act; and that in the framing of
the measure it was the intention to make il strictly non-political'"

Well, Sir, they called upon him; they enquired of him-he
had announced lie was going to do it in June-whether he
was'going to do it? They did not apparently entirely trust
that statement of the bon. gentleman-I am sure I do not
know why-but perhaps they recollected that it was made
before the elections, and that everything said before the
elections might not perhaps be realized exactly to the letter,
and circumstances change of course; but whatever the
reason, they felt it necessary to reinforce themselves with
referonce to bis statement of June, so they called upon him
in October and asked him whether he was going to take
the matter into his own hands? He said : "We are
going to take this into our hands, and we are going
to frame a measure." Well, where is the measure?
We have no measure ; we have not got the
basis of a measure ; we have not even got the
materials which the hon. gentleman says are necessary
even to form a judgment of what the measure should be ;
he has not got them himself. Yet he tells these gentlemen
that the Government have decided to take the matter into
their own hande and frame a measure, and he tells them
something about the character of the measure. It seems
further, from the correspondence which bas appeared on
the subject, that the victuallers were requested to put on

epapr their views as to what the measure should be, and
that these views were to be laid before the Privy Council.
Have we got their views ? Perhaps we shall have therm
presented; but there again it is obvious that the hon. gen-
tleman was taking steps to frame bis measure, for he was
obtaining information from one sect of persons deeply inter-
ested in it, and he asks them if they will lay before the
Privy Council what their views are. They promise to do
soe, and 1presumc the; did so accordingly. That was not
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all. Naturally enough the Temperance Alliance were a
little aroused, and they also approached the hon. gentleman.
He answered them on the 14th November, saying:

"Nor does the Domin:on Government intend to make any attempt
to relax the present restrictions on the sale of hiquors in any Province
in the Dominion."

We ths get a step further. The Ion. gentleman knew by
this time that the regulations differ in the different Provin-
ces, and he had decided that he would not make any attempt
to relax any of the restrictions in force in any one Province
-- not as he says, to-day, that we should make a measure
which, giving a little here and taking a little there, accom-
modating itself one way and accommodating itsielf the other
way, and will be pretty nearly right all over-bat he says
ho has no intention of relaxing any of the restrictions which
are in force in any of the Provinces. So we see that ho
was attempting to frame his measure, and le had a portion
of the basis laid down in is mind at any raie.
le was able to týl1 the victuallers that 1;e

was going to frame it, and that it would be non-politicai,
and he was able to tell the temperance mer that he was
going to frame it, and that he would not widen any of the
restrictions existing in any of the Provinces. Then came
the turn of the Local Conservative party, and they brought
forward a resolution on this subject in the Local Legislature;
and they proposed, on the 24th of January, this resolution,
as expressive of their policy under the hon. gentleman's old
guidance, if not bis then present guidance:

IlThis Bouse, while recognizing the necessity of maintainting the
other provisions of the existing liquor license laws and strictly enforcing
them, is of opinion that it is not in the public interests, or calculated to
promote the cause of temperance, to.continue the mode of appointing
boards of license commissionere and license inspectors now in force, and
is further of opinion that these boards should in order to remove them as
far as possible from the influences of political.partisanship, be appointed
in counties by the county councils, and in cities and towns separated
from counties by the councila thereof, and that the power of appoint-
ing one or more license inspectors in each license district should be
vested in these boards, and this House regrets that legislation providing
for this change in the law, and for handing over to the municipalities
the whole of the license fees except a sum sufficient to pay the expenses
of the licenee branch of the Department ofthe Provincial Secretary, has
not been propoeed for its consideration by the advisers of His Honor the
Lieutenant-Governor."

Time, Sir, had brought a little wisdom to these gentlemen.
They had found that their proposal to hand back to the
municipalities the powers with which they bad been formerly
invested, did not take. They found that neither the muni-
cipalities themselves nor the people at large were favorable
to that change, and they proposed a modification of the
non. gentleman's scheme of June and of September in the
Convention-a modification giving a larger power only to
the councils of counties, cities and incorporated towns, a
very different thing fcom what they had up to that time
proposed. They had also found, J have no doubt, consider-
able trouble about the hon. gentleman's own pretensions.
They found it necessary to say. that they were sincere, at
any rate, on the third, if net o lthe first and second subjects
of contention upon the question of Provincial rights, and,
therefore, the Local Conservative leader felt it necessary,
and I suppose he was permitted, to announce a difference
of opiion from the hon. gentleman; so, in supporting the
resolution te which I have referred, he made a speech, lu
which he used this language:

" If it was thought that greater powers should be conferred upon the
the Legislature in the settlement of this question, there was still a
remedy to apply for in an amendment to the Constitution. A reat
deal had been said about the observations made by the leader o the
Dominion Government in reference to this subject. He could only
understand his position from the reports published of his speeches, and
that was that the result of the determination of the highest court in the
land, when the question of granting licenses accidentally arose, was
that the laws paesed by the >iivincial Legilatures were null and vo il
so far as they assumed to deal with the granting of tavern and shop
licenses. The leader of the Dominicn Government seemed to take the
view that there muet be legislation passed by the Dominion for the
purpose of dealing with the question in the intereste of temperance. It
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wÀs clear that if this House had no power of jurisdiction, everybody
was at present free to embark in the liquor traffic. He confessed that
his views were that the jurisdiction rested in the Local.Legislature, and
that the Dominion had no power to deal with the question. He thought
that under the power given the Legislature of dealing with municipal
institutions, this right was included. It was the duty of the Legislature
to assume the exercise of the power, at all events, until the highest
court decided the issue, and in this the Goverument would have the
support of the Opposition. Should the decision be that the power
rested with the Dominion autborities they must all court that jadg
ment..'

There you see, Sir, the hon. gentleman declares himself of
opinion that this power rests, not with the Dominion but
with the Local Legislature,and he suggests that that position
sbould be maintained at any rate until the highest court of
the country ghould decide to the contrary; and he further.
more suggests that even then there would be a remedy in
an amendment to the Constitution, leaving te or giving to
the Local Legislature that which it was up to a late period
supposed they had the right to deal with this question.
Well, there again you see a divergence of view. The hon.
gentleman at Ottawa is annotmcing: « I alone have à right
to deal with this question," while Mi'. Meredith in Ontario
is claiming that they alone have a right to deal with it.
The hon. gentleman atsks his supporters down here to say
that the Local Legislature has no jurisdiction; he asks his
supporters up there to say that the Local Legislature has
jurisdiction; and between these two wings of bis supporters
I leave him to settle the difficulty. But next, we come to
the Speech from the Throne, and there we find a consider-
able harking back. I have shown that the hon. gen
tleman's policy upon the subject of inte fering with tbe
traffic in intoxicating liquors was antecedent to the
decision in Russell vs. The Queen-was announced, in fact,
antecedently to that time. I have shown that he declared, sev-
eral weeks before that decision was pronounced,that he would
proceed to Ottawa to legislate in this direction, if he were
given the power by the people. Well, he comes down to us
with the Speech which he advises Bis Excellency to make,
and puts in is Excellency's mouth words signifying that
it is this decision in Russell vs. The Queen which forces
the Government to initiate legislation in Parliamenft on this
question. But that is not what forces it upon the hon. gentle-
man. What forces it upon him is the anti-election pledge
which he made before the decision ini ]Russell vs. The Queen
took place at all-the pledge that he would do this thing in
order to subvert and defeat the nolicy of " that little tyrant "
Mr. Mowat. Then we find him occupying, in the
debate on the Address, still milder ground. He roars now,
not as he did in June, when he talked about his power and
his intention; ihe roars like a sucking dove. You find him
saying:

" That subjedt (that is,legielation with regard to liquor licenses) was
not willingly undertaken by the present Government. They were quite
satisfied that the law as it obtains in the different Provinces should be
continued."

Was he satisfied in June, when he declared that he would, if
roturned, pass a law here to subvert the power of the Local
Legislatures, and to restore to the muncipalities the power
of which they were deprived ? These we e not expl es'ions
of satisfaction, but of dissatisfation and discontent, and he
determined to remove that dissatisfac-ion by altering the
law. Then he says:

" They were quite satisfied that each Province should, so far as the
law would allow it to enact such Statutes, deal with the subject on shop,
tavern and saloon licenses. Neither the Government nor the Parliament
of Canadal take it, wished to interfere ; and it was only when the decision
which was given in June last on the Scott Act. a Dominion Act, forced
the subject upon them that they thought it their duty to bring it before
Parliament I never had any doubt that when the question was brought
before the courts, it would be decided that the different Provincial
Legislatures had no right whatever to deal with that snbject exceut for
revenue purposes-for the purpose of imposing taxation for Provincial or
municipal purposes. I expressed the opinion in Pariament years ago,
and last year I expressed it at a public meeting in Toronto or its vicinity.
But white that opinion was strongly impressed upon my mmd I1took no
l'teps, nor did the Guvernumet of w'hich I w.. member, take any sto

for the purpose of interfering with the legislation of the different Pro-
vinces, or forcing Dominion legislation on the country, or trying to
centralize such powers in this Parliament. On the contrary, the only
centralization on that subject-the only time in which that question was
in any way dealt with by the Dominion Parliament-was when the late
Government was in power, and when they introduced the Scott Act."

Then the hon. gentleman proceeds to say in reference to the
case of Russell vs. The Queen:

" It is quite clear to every lawyer and any man who is not a lawyer,
who reads that jundgment, will see that the very reasons on which the
Privy Conneil decided that this Parliament had the right to deal with
the 8cott Act, are the reasons showing that the Provincial Legislature
of Ontario had net a right to deal with that subject under the Crooka'
Âct, except as a matter of revenue for municipal or Provincial pur-
poses. The hon. gentleman says that we should have allowed the
matter to stand over until it was finally decided. Sir, if there be any
valuo in that decision, and there is every value in it, because it is
the law of the land, there is no check at this moment in the Province
of Ontario against the unlimited, unrestrained sale of intoxicating
liquors. This is not a matter we can play with. It is not a matter of
policy; it isa matter of necessity. If we wish to prevent the unres-
trained sale of intoxicating liquors we must le islate immediately; for
I take it that any man in this city or in any ot er part of Ontario can
open his saloon and sell liquors, and there is not a court in the world
can prevent his doing so."
Now you will observe that a very different line is taken at
this early stage of the Session, from what the hon. gentle-
man took in June last. He was going to do it because he
disapproved of the Local legislation, because he thought it
should be amended and made botter. Then he was clear as
to how he should act. Then he was clear that he should
restore to the municipalities the powers of which they had
been deprived. Now he says it wats not a matter of policy
at all,but a matter of necessity arising out of the dceision
in the case of RIussell vs. The Queen in tie Privy Couicil.
The first question is whother that decision does decide that
there is no power to restrict the numnber of licenses issuod
by the Local Legislatures ut all. To that subject the hon.
gentleman has not addressed himself to-day ut all. In the
debate on the Address he disposed of it very sunmarily.
lie said that any lawyer, or any other man who is not a
lawyer, who chose to read that judgment muit see plainly
from it that the unavoidable result was no power was left
with the Local Legidlatures to restrict the number of
licenses. Now I do not draw that conclusion from the decision
in Russell vs. 'The Qiieon. ln the first place, that judgment
does not deal in the slightest degree with, does not touch
in any way upon, that very large part of Provincial rights
which is comprised in the subject of municipal institutions.
The decision is expressly stated to be upon the consideration
of whether the power to pass the particular law which was,
before the Privy Council, viz., the Scott Act was vested in
a Local Legislature in either of the then headings : the
heading of property and civil rights, the heading of shop,
taveri and saloon licenses, or the hoading of local and
private matters. The Judges expressly say thatthese were
the points which were raised before them, and upon which
they judged. They do not say a word about municipal
institutions having been suggested or argued. Now,
Sir, if hon. gentlemen sitting in this Parliament, if
Ministers of tbe hCrown, chosen from ail the différent
Provinces, do not know what are the ljcal luwsi touching
the sale of liquor, wbat powers have been given to the
differeit municpai bodies in that regard ; if we require to-
day to take the tiist step )i order to inform our mi nds upon
the mixed question of law andr fact a- to what are the laws
and wh it mein the laws; ean we suppose that the Jiidicial
Commit ee of the Pt ivy Conneil was inspired to know all
about ho-e mîunie;pa inîst;tutions and lucal laws which w ere
not even alluied to il, the argument an< the judgnetra?
Can it be seriously argued befôre a Canadian Parliament,
that the single decision offour or five men-when the great
qneition of municipal institutions was never even riused or
discussed- has eo finally concluded this question that it is
not further arguable ? It is absurd to say so. 1 mairntain
that, in the absence of a decision in which the whole ques-
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tion of municipal institutions shall have been brought up
e pressly, in which that mass of statutory learning which
is required in order to know what the position of the muni-
cipal institutions of each Province was at the time of Con-
federation was not callel for, in which the true construc-
tion of this phrase "municipal institutions " was not fully
debated and decided-no man, in the absence of such a
decision, can say that this question which, in the largest of
the Provinces, in the next largest of the Provinces, and in
two or three more of them, was dealt with before Confedera-
tion, and for years after as a subject of municipal
institutions, is not to be found in the Contderation Act. I am
not now discussing the meaning of the term "municipal in-
stitutions." I am merely pointing out that we have to
decide that before we agree that it has been argued finally,
and finally decided that the Local legislatures have no
power to deal with the question of restricting or regulating
the different licen ses. It does not at allfollow in the reading
of our complicated and somewhat obscure Constitution that
because this Legislature may do a particular thing, there-
fore, in the absence-aye, noticeable in some cases in the
presence even-of Local Legislation, the Local Legislature
shall have no power to legislate at all. The proposi-
tion that that will be a non sequitur is established in
inany decisions, and is adverted to in this very deci-
sion of Russell vs. The Queen, which speaks of the pos-
sibility that might arise in absence of Federal legislation.
It does not at all follow, because the powers may overlap.
We know that many of the powers do overlap, and that,
comirig under a diffeient heading and having a differxnt ob-
ject, it is possible there may be an impinging on some of
the subjects in one legislature on the acion of the other.
But it is not a legislating upon the subject ; it is an
impinging upon the subject. The great question we have to
consider is the passage in the Speech from the Throne, and
not the question whether the Local Legislatures cannot legis-
late. The hon. gentleman proposes we should legislate upon
the question, not of policy, but of necessity. He says this is a
necessity, because the Local Legislature cannot legislate in
this direction, and gives as authority Russell vs. The Queen,
though not a word bas been said in that about municipal
institutions, or the powers exercised by them, or that have
been exercised through their medium in many of the Pro-
vinces, many long years before the Confederation Act was
passed. I maintain that, however you may construe
those words, to whatever powers you may consideri
them to extend, no man will venture to say that
the most important ingredient in determining their1
true construction, and the extent of their powers,
is not this very subject to which I have referred.
What was done underit before? What was the status quo?1
What was the municipal legislation of the Provinces? What1
is the meaning of that term as used in the Confederation Act ?'
It was that which, in the opinion and following the views of1
the people of the country, at whose instance this Act was1
passed, was embraced in the term municipal institutions,i
at the time that Act was passed. Lawyers have said so;1
jurists have said so; judges have said so, legislators have(
said so; and I maintain that no man can dispute that propo-s
sition. Yet we have not argued it. Yet we have not dis-E
cussed it. ln Russell vs. The Queen it has not been discussed.c
The hon gentleman does not discuss it, and he proposes to usf
this day to assume that there is no such power in the Locals
Legislatures, without discussion andwithout decision fr-om
any authority on the subject. Now, Sir, reflect for a mo.
ment upon what was done under municipal institutions ina
only one Province. In the old Province of Upper Canada, s
under municipal institutions before the Confederation Act,v
these institutions had power to grant tavern licenses, cer-
tificates and shop licenses. There was a provision that no
tavern license should issue, save on a petition of thirty l
resident ratepayers, and a report of the inspector as to
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ascommodation ; there was a provision that no licenses
whatever should issue on agricultural exhibition days, near
the ground on which exhibitions we e held. There was a
power to declare the conditions of tavern licenses; there
was a prescription of the minimum accommodation; there
was a provision for security; there was a power to limit the
number of tavern licenses ; there was a maximum
number not to exceed one to 250 souls. There
was power to regulate licensed places ; power to
prohibit retail sales in certain pìaces, and to pro-
hibit whollv sales in shops. There was a provision
that such a by-law as that should be approved by the legal
electors ; a provision that all licensed houses should have
signs; that shops licensed should not sell for consumption
on the premises; a provision restricting the sale abd dis-
posal between 7 o'clock on Saturday night and 8 o'clock on
Monday morning, or at any other time when any local by-
law should prescribe the closing of the house. There was
a power to license, regulate and govern keepers of billiard
tables and to fix the license fees ; there was power to limit
the number and to regulate victualing houses, ordinaries,
houses where fruit, oysters, clams and victuals were sold to
be eaten therein, and all other places for reception or
entertainment of the public. There was power to license
and to fix a fine therefor; power to prevent, regulate and
license exhibitions of wax work, menageries, circus riding
and other like shows usually exhibited by showmen, and to
fix a license fee not exceeding $100. There was a provi-
sion that no such licenses should issue on days of agricul-
tural exhibitions near the grounds. There was a power to
license, regulate and govern auctioneers and fix their fees.
There was power to license, regulate and govern
hawkers or petty chapman and others carrying on petty
trades, not residents of the municipality, but who go
travelling and to fix their license fees. Ihere
was a power to establish markets, to regulate markets, to
prevent or regulate the sale by retail in streets of
meat, vegetables, fruits or beverages ; power to prevent or
regulate the buying or selling of articles or animals exposed
for sale or marketed ; to regulate the place and manner of
selling and weighing butcher's meat, fish, hay, straw, fodder,
wood and lumber. There was power to prevent forestalling
and regulating a monoply of market grains, meats, fish,
fruits, roots, vegetables, poultry and dairy products; to
prevent and regulate the purchase of such things by huck-
sters and runners living in or near the municipality;
power to regulate the weighing and m:asuring of cord wood,
coal or other fuel. There was a provision regulating
penalties for short weight, count or measurement. There
was a provision regulating victuals and other things ex-
posed for sale or market; and for regulating the assize of
bread, and. preventing the use of deleterious materials.
There was a provision preventing and regulating the erec-
tion of or contamination from slaughter houses, gas works,
tanneries, distilleries or other manufactories or trades which
may prove to be miasmous; for preventing persons in streets
from importuning travellers and regulating persons so
employed; for regulating and licensing owners of livery
stables, horses, cabs, &c.; for regulating the keeping and
exposing of gun powder and other combustible or danger-
ous materials; for regulating all magazines for powder, &c.,
for licensing keepers of intelligence offices, regulating the
same, prohibiting the same, and fixing certain license fees.
Now I have given you a list, some of them, perhaps, now
beyond 1hejuiisdiction of the municipalities, someof wbich
are undoubtedly still within their jurisdiction, and as to
some of which it may be questionable whether they are
within or without their jurisdiction. But I say these things
have to be considered by this Parliament before it assumes
to arrogate to itself the power of interfering with the re-
corded view of what was embraced in municipal institu-
tions and conceded by courts, before they give considera-
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tion to that clause of our -onstitution. I might go to the
other Provinces-to Quebec and some ot the other Provinces
-and point out other like powers. giving other like in-
dications as to what municipal institutions may be con-
strued to mean. Now it may be ultimately decided, as the
hon. gentleman suggests. We cannot tell. I deny his
construction of the decision in Russell vs. The Queen, and
the argument in Russell vs. The Qeeen. I have read the
stenographer's notes of the whole argument, and it seems to
be unfortunate that in a constitutional case of this hih
consequence, the senior counsel, a man whose knowledge
and power and eminence, everybody knows and respects-
Mr. Benjamin- should have been absent, and that the brunt
of the argument should have been borne bythejunior cour sel.
Mr. Benjamin vppears onlyat the close in delivering a short
and concise argument. I say the argument is not satisfac-
tory; and the judgment is not satisfactory, even as far as it
goes. But the question is, how far it goes. We are not to
take it as far as the hon. gentleman says it is to be taken.
The hon. gentleman says no law yer reading that judgment
will come to any other conclusion ; he says no layman
would come to any other conclusion. But lawyers have
corne to a different conclusion, Judges have come to a dif-
ferent conclusion, courts have corne to a different conclusion;
and what the hon. gentleman declares no lawyer would say,
some of the highest and most respectable and esteemed
Judges of this land have already said. I refer to the case of
Three Rivers against Sulte, which was heard before the
Court of Appeal of the Province of Quebec. Present:
Dorion, Chief Justice; Monk, Ramsay, Tessier and Baby,
Justices. The question was raised in this case, a case in
which the learned Judges held over their judgment for a
time in order that they might get the full text of the judg-
ment in Russell vs. The Queen, and to see how far it con-
cluded the point which was before them; and with that
judgment before them these statements are made. Sub-
section 8 to which they refer is that relating to municipal
institutions, and this is what they say:

" But we have still to determine another question,whether sub-section
8 does not cover the exercise of the power assumed by the Legislature
of Quebec. It may be et once coniceded that the prohibitory liquor law
is not essential to the existence of municipal institutions, and that con-
sequently, in a very restricted reading of sub-section 8, it would net
justify the Local Legisiature in psssing a prohibitor>' liquor 1ev. But
it may fairly be asked, whether it was the intention of the Imperial Par-
liament, in an enumeration of this sort, to confine 'municipal institu-
tions'1 te those matters only which are cf thc essence et municipal insti-
tutions ? If such was the intention of Parliament, a wide field for
speculation was left open, or it was coutemplated to restrict municipal
institutions within very narrew limits. It would seens, hovever, wc
have not to determine what institutions are essential to municipal exist-
ence in the abstract, but the meaning of the term at the time of Confed-
eratien. In se far as the. Province cf Quebec is concerned, municipal
institutions were the creation of special Statutes. The General Act was
passed no longer back than 1815. It was introduced under the title of
the Municipal and Road Act. Rends and their maintenance, bridges,
ferries, fords, prevention of abuses prejudicial to agriculture, police regu-
lations, and many other matters were subjected to municipal control.
Among other things, ceunty counicils vere given the püver te make
by-laws for prohibiting and preventing the sale ofail spirituous, vinous,
alcoholie and intoxicating liquors, or to permit such sale subject to
suci limitations as the>" consider expedient. 'For determining under
what restrictions and conditions, and in what manner the Revenue
Inspector of the district shall grant licenses to shop-keepers, tavern-keep-
ers, or others, te seil such liquors,' (se. 'o. S. L. 0., cap. 24, sect. 26, s.
11 and 12>. In 1857, the city of Three Rivers was incorporated, and as
the Municipal and Road Act was repealed, as far as it affected or might
affect Thre Rivera, the. two aub-sections, il and 12, above quotcd, vere
reenacted in precisely the same words for the new incorporation. (See
20 Vic., cap. 129. sect. 37, foot of page 493 and 494). These Statutes
vere iu force at thec tue ef Coufederation.

In 1858,an A at wa passed styled An Act respecting the Municipal
Institutions of Upper Canada ; and in that Act powers similar to those
jus>t enumerated as being accorded to municipalities in Lower Canada,
and to Three Rivers particularly, were given to municipalities in
Upper Canada. And this legislation was also in force up to the time
Of Vonfederation.

" By the municipal system in force in Nova Scotia, prohibitory
powers were possessed by the municipal authorities. As to New
Brunswick we have not found any Statute conferring such powers; but
at any rate we have the two great Provinces of Confederation and one
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of the smallr -.s persistmntly ine1udng amon Municipal institution
the right toprohibit the sals of strongd n.Emnothtlp thinking
that this was sufficient to bring prohibitory liquor lawa within thepowers of local legislation, as forming part of '1Municipal institutions'within the meaning of the British North America Aet. With OhiefJustice Richards we think that we ought to look 'at the state ofthings existing in the Provinces at the time of passing the British NorthAmerica Act, and the legislation thon in force in the different Pro-vinces on the subject, and the general scope of Confederation thonabout to take place,' when determining the value of indefinite termsin tbe Act. But in the case of the City cf Fredericton vs. The Queen, itwas decided by the Supreme Court that the Dominion Parliament hasalone the power to pass a prohibitory liquor law. It is true this decisiongoes somewhat beyond the real issue, which is as to the right of the
Dominion Parliament to pass a prohibitory liquor law, which is quite a
different thing. Still we presume the point was fully argued before the
court

Then he goes on to say:

"We hold then that under a proper inter rotation of sub-section
eight, the right to pass a prohibitory liquor I aw for the purpose of
municipal institutions has been reserved to the Local Legislatures by
the British North America Act.

"We have suspended our judg ent in this case for an unusual
length of time, awaiting the decision of the. Privy Council ln the case
of Russell vs. The Queen, in the hope that we might find some rule
authoritatively laid down, which might help us in adjudieating on this
case, and in that of Hamilton vs. The TovnshipofeKingsey tshe
we have been to semne extent disappointed. -Their lordshlps have
remained strictly within the issue submitted to them, and hav. held
that the Canada Temperance Act of 1878 does not Interfere
with sub-sections 9, 13 and 16, ot section 92, British North Ameris
Act ; that it is an Act dealing with public wrongs rather than
with civil rights, that it l a matter of general and not merely of
a local or a private nature in the Province, and that if it affects the
revenues of a Province it is only incidentally. We need hardly say
that this is only a very brief sunmary of their lordships argument, but
their reasoning will command general assent, not ouly owing to the
source from which il comes, but also from its cogency. The Judicial
Committee then laye down that the Dominion can pasa a general pro-
hibitory liquor law ; it has specially declined to lay down any rule as to
the other sub-sections, than those submitted, and the one alladed to by
Chief Justice Ritchie-; and therefore it bas uot either expressly, or by
implication, maintained that the Dominion Parliament.can alone pas.
a prohibitory liquor law, or rather a liquor law which is prohibitory,
except under certain conditions, as for instance, subject to a license
for the purpose of revenue."

Thore you find adeclaration wlich goes far beyond this case,
because this is a declaration dealing with the judgment of
this couit as 1< whcther the decision in Russell vs. The
Queen had settled the question, whether a Locul Legislature
might pass a law allowing municipalities absolutely to pro-
bibit the sale of liquor; while what we have to deal with is,
not as to whether the case of Russell vs. The Queen had
decided that, but whether it had decided, what was not be-
fore it, that a Local Legislature cannot pass a law empower-
inl municipal institutions to regulate and restrict, though
not to prohi il, the sale of alcoholic iquors, and to issue
licenses for that, purpose. Yet you find a unanimous judg-
ment by the ihighest court of the neighboring Province,
ngainst the proposition of the hon. gntleman, affirmed after
an extended deliberation and postponement of the decision,
for the express purpose that Russell vs. The Queen had
decided the larger and a fortiori the smaller and narrower
point on whieh this particular controversy turns. Once
again, take the highest court of Ontario. I find a
decision was reached on 30th June last, after the
decision in Russell vs. The Queen--though I do not place
any stress on that point, for I do not find that the decision
of the Privy Council in Russell vs. The Queen is alluded to
in the jdgment, and therefore, I assume the Judges had not
the decision before them; but it was given after the decision
given in the Supreme Court, which dealt with the whole
question--that in a judgment given in a case analogous to
this, the Chief Justice of Ontario makes statements which
are of the highest consequence in determining whether the
hon. leader of the Goverument is right in the proposition on
which he bases this paragraph in the Spfeeh, or rather the
rightwhich is asserted in thatparagraph, thatrit is established
by Russell vs. The Queen that no right in any sense exists
on the part of Loal egislatures to make laws restrict ig
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the sale of intoxicating liquors and regulating the issue of
licenses. Chief Justice Spragge says:

" Looking at the classes of subjects, legislation upon which is con-
mitted exclusively to the Provinces, it is very apparent that it was in-
tended that their Legislatures should possess very large and ample
powers in relation to ail subjects of a local and domestic nature. They
had possessed plenary powers upon these subjects before Confederation,
and the general scheme of Confederation seems to have been to leave to
them the plenary control of these subjects. They were, under the Act,
legislative in regaid to these subjects in the true and full sense of the
term. This is the more apparent from the use of the words 'exclusive '
and 'exclusively ' (and they are used repeatedly) in the Imperial Act.
Other legislation upon these classes of subjects is excluded. No alter-
ation, no amendmen t, no perfecting of any measure falling within
these classes of subjects can be made by any authority outside of the
Provincial Legislature.

" We have the high authority of Vattel upon the same point. He says,
Book 2, Chapter 17, Section 285, 6 ;,''l he most important rule in cases
of this nature is, that a constitution of Government does not, and cannot,
from its nature, depend in any great degree upon verbal criticism, or
upon the import of single words. Such criticism may not be wholly
without use; it may sometimes illustrate or unfold the appropriate
sense; but nnless it stand well with the conteit and subject matters, it
must yield to the latter. While then we may well resort to the mean-
ing of single words to assist our enquiries, we should never forget that
it is an instrument of Government we are to conhtrue ; and as has
already been stated, that must be the truest exposition which best har-
monizes with the design, its objects, and its general structure.'

" One other consideration presents itself, which is to my mind con-
elusive. This matter of licensing, and of the regulation of places, and
persons licensed, pertains to municipal institutions, and is more-
over of a local nature. Now, the making of laws in relation to
both these objects being committed exclusively to the Pro-
vincial Legislatures and legislation by any other power being
thereby excluded, it follows that the British North America A ct operates
to withdraw from legislative control by any power or body whatever,the
licensing and the regulation of places and persons licensed ;.powers in
reard to wbich they have therefore unquestionably exercised. The
effect in that case would be more and other than a distribution of legis-
lative power, it would be an extinction of legislative power in regard to
subjects which up to Confederation had been subjects of Provincial
legislation."

Once again he says:
"It is important to bear in mind that the Imperial Parliament in

committing to the Provincial Legislatures the making of laws in relation
to municipal institutions committed to them as a subject of legislation
that which was, as it then stood, and had stood for a number of years,
wholly a subject of delegated power from the general Legislature. The
power was conferred in as broad and comprebensive terms as possible,
' To make terms in relation to.' That necessarily imported ex vitermi-i
power to change the laws in relation to that subject; and as long as
the changes made were changes only in municipal institutions they
were within the power. In the then Province of Upper Canada at the
date of Confederation, township councils, county conneils, city councils,
and boards of police commissioners, were all parts of the machinery
which, to take as au instance the county of York, constituted a munici-
pal institution. Great changes might be made in all these pieces of
machinery; their powers and duties might be changed ; some parts
might be left out e.g. township councils, or county councils, or boards
of commissioners, as making the machinery too cumbrous or too com-
plicated, or for any other reason ; and the powers and duties exercised
by those left out might be committed to those remaining, or to some new
boards or other pieces of machinery substituted for them. I cannot see
how it would be ultra vires the Provincial Legislture to make all these
changes, provided they were changes only in relation to municipal
institutions."

ThOn, in the other case which was decided at the same time,
the same learned Judge ays:

" The conviction in this case is for the keeping by the defendant of
manufactured liquors at his bouse in the town of Chatham, for the
purpose of bartering, selling or trading therein, in that license ; and it
appearing that the defendant had been previously convicted of the like
offer.ce, the defendant was adjudged for his second offence to be impris
oned at hard labor for three months.

" The Statute under which the defendant was convicted, warrants the
conviction and the sentence. This is not disputed, but it is objected
that it was ultra vires the Legislature of Ontario to pass the Act, under
which the defendant was convieted, it being, as is alleged, an Act which
deals with trade and commerce, and, further, that assuming the Act not
to be objectionable on that ground, it is ultra vires in so far as it imposes
hard labor in the imprisonment, as the punishment for the offence com-
mitted.

"In tbe court appealed from, the case was argued wholly on the point
as to the power cf the Legislature to impose hard labor, and uinthe
argument on appeal, the other point was so faintly touched upon by
Dr. Mcichael that I took him te be rather suggesting whether the
provision for breach cf which defendant was convicted might not be
ultra vires, than contending that it was se. I think it quite clearly a
matter intra vires the Provincial Legielature. Itis, I think, clearly so
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as a matter of police regulation, and being so, falls within one of the
enumerated classes, viz., 'municipal institutions.'

" With regard to the point made in argument that Clause 9 authorizes
legislation in relation to shop, saloon, tavern, auctioneer, and other
licenses, only in order to the raising of a revenue, I observe that, in
several of the reported cases, it has been assumed that the power to
legislate in regard to licenses is limited by the purpose indicated in
Clause 9. It does not appear to me that that was the purpose of Clause
9. The power of licensing shops, saloons, taverne and auctioneers,
and granting some other licenses, existed in municipal bodies at the
date of Confederation, and that power passed to the Provincial Legis-
latures under Clause 8- If Clause 9 is to be read, as it is assumed that
it sbould be read, it abridges the power conferred by Clause 8 and
would limit the power to legislate in relation to these licenses to cases
in which they were necessary in order to the raising of revenue, how-
ever necessary such legislation might be, in the cases of houses of public
entertainment, to the prevention of intemperance and the preservation
of order.

" My interpretation of Clause 9 is that it is cumulative to Clause 8, and
that it was intended to authorize Provincial legislaton (or at least to
settle any doubts that might exist upon the point) in relation to the
licenses enumerated, for the purpose of raising revenue, as well as for
the regulation of matters of police. I have hesitated in placing this
construction upon Clause 9, because, so far as I am aware, the more
limited construction placed upon it in the earlier cases alter Con-
federation has been generally accepted as the correct interpretation of
the clause; but I am unable myself to concar in that construction."

And here, Sir, Mr. Justice Burton, the only other Judge wlho
has delivered judgment in this case, concurring, points out :

" The powers claimed to be exercised by the Provincial Legislature
in the present case, must depend upon the construction to be placed on
sub-sections 8, 13, and 16, of section 92, for I agree with the learned
Chief Justice, that a right to licenie an employment does not imply a
right to charge a license fee therefor, with a view to revenue, unless
such seems to be the manifest purpose of the power. The right to
restrict parties by requiring a license must be sought for under the sec-
tions I have referred co, and not under sub-section 9, which was passed,
not for the purpose of conferring the power to issue licenses, but to
enable the Provinces by that means to raise a revenue for provincial,
local or municipal purposes. The only power of taxation given by that
secti)n is that of direct taxation, which section was intended to allow
them in this particular, made to raise a revenue by indirect taxation.
The other sections vest in them the power to make laws in relation to
municipal institutions, property and civil rights, the imposition of
punishment in the manner specified for enforcing any law of the Pro-
vince, made in reference to any of the classes of subjects under section
92, and the general power as to all matters of a merely local or private
nature in the Province.

'' At the time of Confederation, the Municipal Institutions Act of
1866, was in force, and under it the municipal councils were
empowered Io pass by-laws and to fix the punishment within certain
defined limits for their infraction. To the Police Commissioners had
been transferred a power formerly vested in the council to pass by-laws
regulating taverns, and to prohibit the sale of liquors without licenses ;
but no power was given at that time to the commissioners to eforce
the performance of these by-laws by fine or otherwise, and by section
129 of the British North America Act, this law was continued in force
until repealed or altered by the appropriate legislation.

'' It was at that time dealt with by the Parliament of the Province of
Canada, as coming within what were known as municipal institutions,
the power of dealing with which is now within the exclusive jurisdiction
of the Provinces; and it would certainly come within the gencral
clause, which confers exclusive powers on the Provincial Legislature to
deal with matters of a merely local or private nature, and does not fali
within any of the subjects with which the Dominion Parliament has
power to deal, unless perhaps by a general measure aifecting the whole
Dominion, which bas not been done.

" We accordingly find the Local Legialature dealing with it in 1867,
and giving power to the commissioners to attach penalties for the in-
fraction of their by-laws in the manner and to the extent that by-laws
of the City Council might be enforced under the Municipal Act of 1866,
and the same powers and duties as the learned Chief Justice has pointed
out have been transferred to the Board of License Commissioners."
And once again, the same lcarned Judge says:

"[ was sonewhat Eurprised that we were again pressed with the
argument that the Liquor License Act was ultra vires as dealing with
trade and commerce, an argument which, if pressed to its logical con-
clusion, would effectually preclude the Local Legislatures from dealing
with any particular trade or business within the Province ; and the
Privy Council have decided that the words are not to be regarded in
any such contracted sense, but to refer to political arrangements la
regard to trade, requiring the sanction of Parhament regulation of trade
in matters of inter-provincial concern, and possibly general regulations
of trade affecting the whole Dominion."

Now, Sir, I have read the language, the latest language,
which is given in the two courts of the bighest authority
in the Provinces ; and we learn that while sitting here-
while we are deliberating upon the passage in the Speech
from the Throne, which declares the interpretation of Ris
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Excellency's advisers as to the true meaning, effect, and
extent of the decision in Russell vs. The Queen-we learn
that close to this Chamber the body composing the judicial
department of this Government, that the body authorized
finally within this country, at any rate, to dccide on this
subject, bas had the same question before it ; and that the
expressions of the Judges in the course of the argument have
been altogether opposed to the view that the decision in
Russell vs. The Queen bears any such construction as bas
been placed upon it by the Government. We have, of
course, no decision in that case, and we know not what
it may be. As I said the other day, what a Judge says in
the course of an argument does not give an inevitable clue
to bis ultimate judgment; but so far in reading the detached
utterances of the Judges, I am told that their utterances the
other day were wholly opposed to the view taken by the
Governnent on the question of the judgment in Russell vs.
the Queen. As I have said, Sir, it may be decided as
the bon. gentleman suggests. The bon. gentleman comes
not to Parliament upon bis own interpretation of the law,
but he comes to Parliament basing bis whole defence for
laying bis hand upon this subject of legislation upon the
proposition that it bas already been decided finally, con-
clusively, and iprevocably, upon full argument, and after
full consideration of ail the points, by the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council in the case of Russell vs. The
Queen. Are we to take the hon. gentleman's word, or the word
of the Court of Appeal of the Province of Quebec ? Are we
to take the bon. gentleman's word for that, without a
word of argument, without a statement, without bis
reasons ? Are wQ to take bis ipse dixit against the regular
and deliberate judgment of the Judges of the law-of those
to whom is specially designed the interpretation of legal
documents ? Their function in interpretating the Constitu-
tion, is one which I do not regard myself with quite as high
respect as their discharge of their other functions, just be-
cause a written Constitution is an instrument which is to be
construed in a peculiar manner and with peculiar consider-
ations ; but if you come and ask me, where shall I point
you to the fittest source of information as to the effect and
meaning of judgments of the court, and what they had
decided by a judgment, then I would say, go to the courts
and Judges and obtain what yon want to find through thom-
what they meant by their judgment. In these countries
in which the law is based on decisions reached in the past,
and by comparing former decisions, we go to the autborized
exponents of judgments if we want to know what their
judgments were, and what they decide; and it is by going
to the authorized exponents of judgments that we find out
the reasons on which their decisions are based. But the hon.
First Minister, in reference to this matter of policy, when
asked by what authority he has seized'upon this question,
and brought it hbere, tells us: "No ; I was not willing-I
was unwilling to do this; but I am forced to take this step;
it is the force of necessity which bas compelled me to do so;
I am driven to it by the judgment in Russell vs. The Queen."
But he does not argue, he does not tell, he does not prove
to you how the decision in Russell vs. The Queen says this.
Wl hici way will an intelligent and candid member of Parlia-
me.. t, who is going to give bis vote on the merits of the ques-
tior, decide? Will he decide as the Judges of the courts have
decided in these cases, or will he say " Well, I give great
weight and ci edit to tbe statement of the bon. First Minister,
unisup ported by argument-I am prepared to vote with him-
th u2h c does not give a word to show why I should
sup port his view of the case." -But as it has not been actually
deciieu, will be not rather hold his judgment in suspense
until we have a decision in which this great vital question
-this question of vast consequence and magnitude-this
question of the true interpretation of the clause of the
Constitution with reference to our municipal institutions-
bas- been decided in the court of last resort. For myself, I

never will consent that one of the greatest powers given to
the Provinces shall be swept away by a court bofore
whom this question of our municipal institutions was not
argued or considered, before whom it was not contended
that our powers in that respect were in question, and of
which they knew no more than the messengers at the Table
-I will not consent that the Parliament of this country

shall, without my protest, arrogate to itself the power to take
away from the Provinces that great right until we find, on
full argument and consideration, that such is the meaning
cf our Constitution. When I do find that such a power no
longer remains to us--if that evil day should cone -it will
not be the first case in which it has been found that this
Constitution-and perhaps in this very instance by virtue
of the alteration made in the Quebec resolutions at West-
minster-is not answering the expeotations and bliefs of
the people. It may be found, at the end of fifteen
or sixteen years that the Provinces have loss
power under their municipal institutions than they
have been supposed to have up to this time ;
and agreat question will thon arise-the question of what are
we t, do? Is the Constitution unalterable, thougrh it dis-
appoints the expectations of those who framed it-though
its interpretation differs from the practices we have beon
pursuing under it for the past sixteen yoars ? Are we to
arrogate this power, or should we now rather propose that
the Constitution shall be amended and made conformable to
the original understanding with which it was adopted, and
according to which we have been practising under it since
it was first passed in the different Legislatures ? Now, Sir,
it is very clear to me that this great question of what is the
truc interpretation of our Constitution, and the groat politi-
cal question upon which we are to decide during this Ses-
sion in a very important branch, has not b en settled for
us. It is very clear to me that we have to decide it for
ourselves now, upon argument, if we are going to decide it
this Session at all. It is clear to me that we must debate
and discuss the hon. gentleman's fundamental proposition-
that we cannot give him his axiom-that we cannot allow
him his postulate-that we cannot allow that the decision
in Russell vs. The Queen decides that it in beyond the
power of the Local Legislatures te give the municipali-
tics power to regulate the sale of liquor. I say nothing
about prohibition, because that is not in question; but I
think it is clear that we have to settle the question, if we
are going to legislate. The hon. gentleman says, I would
not legislate at all unless it was demonstrated by the courts
of last resort that it was necessary for us to legislate; and if
I have shown you that it was not necessary, then the nec-
essity ends, the case for legislation ends. But if, on the
other hand, the hon. gentleman proposes as a matter of
policy to bring forward a matter of this kind for the good
of the country, then, I say, we have to ascertain what the
meaning of our Constitution is-whether we have the power
to act legislatively in this matter, or whether that power is
with the Local Legislatures. Shahl we remit to a
Select Committee struck by this louse the decibion of the
question as to what the meaning and truc interpretation of
our Constitution is ? Shall we send up stairs to a Committee
for a decision of that great question, and the dec'sion of that
other great political question which is involved, namely, if

the Constitution means so-and-so, will you act upon the
interpretation, or propose au amendment to it ? Will you
propose a change in accordance with the general undorstand-
ing of that Constitution and the practices which have been
followed many years under it, or will you assume to
continue the power, whicb, according to your view of the
Constitution, is vested in you now ? These are grave and
serious questions-questions eminently fitted for discussion,
and deliberation, and argument hore. in the fuli Parliament,
where every member of Parhiament can attend to it, and form
his own judgment as to the meaning ofthe Constitution, and
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as to what should be the policy ofParliament with refèrence
to that Constitution. What are you to go to a Committee
for ? Have we not got members in the Cabinet competent
to deal with all sides of this question ? Have we not a
Minister of Finance able to present to the Privy Council the
temperance view of the question ? Have we not in him one
who has identified himself zealously and ardently with that
question for many years, to point out in the Privy
Council what the interests of morality and temperance
require ? Have we not a Postmaster General, a member of
a benevolent association, a member of the Licensed Vie-
tuallers Association, to see fair play between the conflicting
interests, from his side of the question ? Cannot he point
out to the right hon. gentleman who sits above him all the
arguments that go to support his side of the case, so that he
may see every side of it; and have we not got others in the
Cabinet able to take a large and impartial view of the
question ? Some of them no doubt would be apt to say of
these two great interests:

"lHow happy would I be with either,
Were t'other dear charmer away ;"

while others, taking a more philosophie view of the ques-
tion, would say to the licensed victuallars: "Well there is a
great deal of good in spirits, but would not water-a little
water, improve them;" and to the temperance men, water
is an excellent thing, but would not you improve it by
adding a little, just a little spirits, and so make a mixture
on which the moderate temperance member might go
forward. We have every shade of opinion in the Cabinet;
we have all sorts of law of wisdom, of constitutional
resources, and we have the power to declare dog-.
matically and emphatically what the meaning of
Russell vs. The Queen is, and yet they can do nothing.
What are we to go to a Committee for? I say that a
Select Committee appointed to enquire into the facts in a
matter which was not in this shape at all, might sometimes
be admissible.

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

After Recess.

UNIVERSITY OF SASKATCHEWAN.

Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the flouse resolve itself
into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 18) to incorporate
the University of Saskatchewan, and to authorize the
establishment of colleges within the limits of the Diocese of
Saskatchewan.

Motion, agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,
Mr. BLAKE. A very serious question arises upon this

clause, and I have given notice ofla motion to anend it on
the third reading; but it may be just as well-as the hon.
gentleman who promotes the Bill is tnoving to amend it in
the contrary direction-that I should state the position I
take. I think it is not et all unreasonable that corporations
of this description should have every facility for obtaining,
by gifts from the benevolent and otberwise, endow-
monts in the shape of land. Land may be said to bc in a
certain sense the currency of that country, and when
we give these corporations power in the older Pro-
vinces to take land endowments, I see no reason why
we should rot permit the same thing in the North-West;
but I want to see the currency of the country continue
currency. The proposal in this Bill, that the corporation
nay hold lands equally, at its own calculation, to a value
of $1,250,000, seems to me to be highly objectionable. The
limitation is that the revenue from the moveable property
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of the corporation shall not exceed $50,000 a year, cal-
culated at 4 per cent. per annum upon the value of that
property, which is equal to $1,250,000. Under that, there
is no restriction. But what I regard as serions is, not the
amount, but the time during which the corporation is allowed
to lock up the lands. I maintain that a period should
be fixed within which il should be incumbent upon the cor-
poration to part with all ils lands that are not required by
it for its own purposes. I bave no objection to its holding
lanls for the college, professors' residences, play-grounds,
or other necessary purposes; but 1 object to the principle
of holding land in mortmain being applied extensively in
the North-West. In the Province of Ontario, twelve or
fourteen years ago, we laid down for oarselves a rule by
which I think we have since been guided-certainly for four
or five years. We made no limit as to the amount that a
corporation might hold for its own purposes, nor any limit
to the amount it might acquire as an endowment; but we
provided that all lands not required for its own purposes
should be parted with within seven years so that it could not
be held any longer than seven years. At the suggestion of
some hon. gentlemen-though I myself do not much favor
the motion-I bave proposed the amendment of which I
have given notice, a term of ten years, or three more than
the seven which has been the rule in Ontario since the time
to which I refer. What I want to submit is, we have now
got to lay down the principle that whatever is done with
this must be done with all other corporations. Are we
going to adopt ihe principle of allowing landed estates to
bo indefinitely held in mortmain in the North-West, or
establish a reasonable period of time within which such
landed endowment shah be converted into money or good
securities, and that stagnation which results from holding
a quantity of land in mortmain be at least mitigated, if not
entirely prevented ?

Bill reported.

INCORPORATION OF THE OBLATS FATHERS.
Mr. ROYAL moved that the House resolve itself into

Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 19) to incorporate "Les
Révérends Pères Oblats de Marie Immaculée des Territoires
du Nord-Ouest."

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. BLAKE. I make the same observations in reference
to ibis Bill that I did in reference to the other. 1 intend to
move a similar amendment in reference to this.

Bill reported.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RAILWAY COM-
PANY.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria), in moving the second read-
ing of Bill (No. 51) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Chignecto Marine Transport Railway Company (Jimited),
said: The bon. member for West Durham, the other even-
ing, when this Bill was up for the second reading, made
some objections in reference to it. I have since looked into
the matter, and I lcarn that the alterations proposed by ibis
Bill are necessary to carry out the work, and do not in any
way interfere with the Government subsidy which isi condi-
tional on the completion of the work; and the bon. Minister
of Railways bas, 1 understand, no objections to the Bill.

B;Il read the secon 1 time.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were severally read the second time:-
B il (No. 53) to declare the. meaning and effect of

certain provisions of the Act to incorporate the Lon-
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don and Ontario Investment Company (limited.)-(Mr.
11a9y.)

Bill (No. 76) to amend the Act intituled: An Act to
incorporate the Northern, North-Western and Sault Ste.
Marie Railway Company, and to change the name of the
said Company to the Northern and Pacific Junction Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Davis and Lawrence
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 80) to amend the Act incorporating the Great
Eastern ]Railway Company.--(Mr. Massue.)

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

Mr. BLAKE. When the iouse rose at six o'clock, I
was saying that the Select Committee now proposed was
not warranted, as I judged, by precedent in several respects.
The hon. gentleman pointed out the necessity of a Select
Committee of members, because, he said, the laws cf
the dfferent Provinces in this particular respect differ
somewhat, and it was well to co!late them. The hon.
gentleman himself has had to deal on former occasions with
the varying laws of the Provinces when he thought Domin-
ion legislation was necessary-not the laws as to one
particular matter, not the laws as to one small subject
heretofore supposed to be of Local legi'.lation, not the laws
as to one isolated question upon whieh there had been
legislation in the various Provinces --but to take the whole
body of the Criminal Law as it stood in the four Provinces
of which Confederation was formed -or three Provinces,
because, of course, the old Province of Canada bad its own
Criminal Law. The hon.gentleman did not propose to us a
Select Committee to discharge the duty of investigating
into the various Provincial laws upon crimes, seeing what
their customs were, seeing what the mode was in which they
had dealt with various crimes, and so avoiding the necessary
preliminary stops to Parliamentary action through the
medium of a Select Committee of members of Parliament.
He took other steps. He took steps analagous to those
which I referred to in the earlier part of this discussion.
He secured the attention of his deputies, and, I believe,
another learned person-I think the Law Clerk-and they
looked into the Criminal Laws of the various Provinces, and
brought down an amended Statute upon t he Criminal Law,
assimilating them and making them such as the hon.
gentleman thought they ought to be, and as he pîroposed
on behalf of the Government that Parliament should
agree they should be. But now; Sir, having dealt
with that subject without a Select Committee, having
been able to inform his mind and the mindsof his colleagues
as to what all the Criminal Laws of all the Provinces are,
some sudden paralysis bas seized the Government, which
prevents then from enquiring and ascertaining for them-
selves what the Provincial Laws are upon this single isolated
question the License Laws. But, Sir, it is not to find the facts,
it is to legislate. The paragraph which has been read, and
which is referred to us, declares that legislation is necessary ;
and that the Government is committed; and it sunds that
declared necessity to a Committee with instructions to do
what is necessary, and to report-by Bill or otherwise-
in some way what that necessary legislation is to be. It
is, therefore, a Select Committee to decide what the legis-
lation upon this subject ought to be. There is, then, to my
mind, another breach of our well nuderstood constitutionll
principles in avoiding the proper share of Ministerial,
responsibility in the proposal to send the subject to a,
Select Committee to be chosen in ths House, to rubmit tO
them the duty of framing a measure which ought to be 
brought in hore by the Government on its own responsibility,
and deaIt with as a Government Bill. There is another;
point on which a Committee is wrong, and it is one to
which I have already alluded. I have pointed out that they

must necessarily enquire into the meaning of our Consti-
tution, and the proper course to be taken with reforence to
our Constitution. It is contrary to precedent-unconsti-
tutional in the sense in which we somotimes use that term-
to send an enquiry as to the basis and meaning of our Con-
stitution, and the policy we ought to adopt on a con-
stitutionai question, to be disposed of by a Select Com-
mittee, instead of upon the floor of this House. Nor
is the excuse of an open question a valid one.
The Government does not treat this as an open question.
They declare that they are agreed that legislation is neces-
sary; they declare that they alone have the power. I have
shown that they have given different indications at different
times that they are framing a measure, and have given some
indications as to what the leading featuros of that measure
shal be, therefore, there is no excuse of that kind
possible, nor even advanced. Now, Sir, this question is
one of a character not new to this House. We know very
well that while my hon. friend fron East York was in
power, the hon. gentlemen now in power, and thon in
Opposition, were extremoly anxious that the temperance
question should be dealt with. Tirne after time they called
for the temperance question to be deult with. Did they
propose a Select Committee to be ruck to lay out thebases
of a measure-to decide which were the different laws in
the different Provinces affecting liquor legislation, and to
frane a Bill for a resolution ? Did they then think what
was the true relation ot' this IIouse to t he Executive, and of
the Executive to this IIouse, on a subjeet like this ? Not
80, Sir. I have here the record of what their views were. I
have here the roeorded motion, which, in the year 1877, was
movel by them from ihis side of the Ilouse, by tho present
Senator Schultz, and it was this:

" That in the opinion of this House a prohibitory liquor law is the
only effective reniedy for the evil of intemperance, and that it is the
duty of the Government to subm:t such a mensure at the earliest
moment practicable."

Then they came forward boldly-even when in Opposition-
not having any MInisterial responsibility. They lad no
doubt at all of whore the responsi bility for legislat ion rested;
they had no proposal to refer it to a Select Committee, st ruck
from both sides of the House, to point out what all the Pro-
vincial Laws were and what the Dominion legislation should
be. Oh, no! Their motions were cloar, and procise, and posi-
tive, and they laid it down as axioma tie, that it was the duty of
the Government, at the earliest possible moment, to bring in
a measure; and when an amendment was moved by the hon.
member for West Middlesex, who pointed out that the time
was not ripe, and that the true interest of the cause would not
be advanced by legislation at that time, they pooh-poohed the
amendment, they said it was a sham, that ho was playing
into the hnnds of the Government to relieve them from a
difficulty, and they voted it downt like mon, determined, as
thcy w ,,to isist that this question should bo dolt with
then and not later, and dealt with by the Governnent upon
the responsibility of the Government by themsolves intro-
ducing a measure. Well, the hon. meniber for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) thought the time was not ripe for the il-
ti-oduction ofameasure, but in the following year lie thought
the time was ripe. Did ho thon, as the head of the Govon-
ment, propose that a Select Committee should be struck
from both sides to find out what the Provincial Laws were
on the subject, and evolve from their collective wisdom a
measure which nuîigit bo submitted to Parlianent, made up
of hodge podge, Of notions takeni somo from ore man, some
from anot her, and for which ne memLtyer and no Government
was respionsible? Not so. le introduced into the Speech
fi om the Throne the ,t atementthat a neasure was nce<esary;
and the right ion,. gentleman iin replying during the debato
on the Address, spoke thus, with respect to the clauses:

" Another clause states that it il very desirable there should be uni-
form legislation in ail the Provinces respecting the traffic in spirituons
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liquors. I an very glad the Government is going to bring the subject
ip before the House. It is a subject of the utmost importance, and should
be treated with due consideration of ail the difficulties which surround
the question. I hope the hon. the Premier will overcome ail these diffi-
culties, and I hope that he will not be deterred from carrying out any
views on the subject at which he may arrive, by the hon. member for
West Middlesex (Mr. Ross) I hope that the hon. the Premier will have
the opportunity now, and will embrace the opportunity now-he has
embraced the opportunity, but I hop- he will see it carried out, and that
he will not allow the hon, membr for West Middlesex, as he has been
doing for the last two Sessions whenevpr any a tempt has been made
to deal with the question, to set it aside by a motion. I hope the hon.
the Premier has taken this opportunity to free himself from the trammels
of his followers, and will press for a total abolition, which was always
his first love, and to which he recently told the people he was strongly
attached himself."

My hon. friend did not propose that this House should
relegate the subject to a Select Comnittee, but he caused a
Bill to be brought in in the other branch of the Legislature
on the responsibility of the Government. It was carried
through that House, and through this bouse, and it was
thus that it became the law of the land. Amendments have
been required to that Act since. As in most great Statutes,
difficulties unforeseen by the House and the draughtsmen
have arisen, and the necessary amendments have not been
obtained. Why? Because the hon. gentleman, the First
Ministor, bas not deait with the question on the same
principle as did my bon. friend, because the Government
have not insisted on taking control of the amendment, and
doing what was necessary to perfect the law, and with the
force and strength of the Government controlling their
followers to such an extent ai to render possible the
adoption of ameniments to those parts of the measure
which were defective. And even to-dayI observe the
temperance organizations are calling upon the Govern-
ment to introduce amendatory legislation to the Scott
Act, that they have prescnted the case to the hon. gen-
tieman, anid he has it now, where the (overnment have
so many things " under consideration." The temper-
ance organizations know-and I would impress it on
all true friends of temperance in this House, on which-
ever side they sit-that the only effective way in which
the necessary amendments will be made to the Act is by
the course they have pursued, to call on the Government
to undertake, on their own responsibility, to bring in the
necessary legislation and press it with all the force, power
and influence at their command. They have invited the
Government to take that course and assume that responsi-
bility; but in that respect the hon. gentleman has not yet
decided to assume any responsibility, and on this-respect-
ing wbich he rose to a position of assuming responsibility, and1
arrogated to himself and the Government power some timei
ago-he now proposes to evade, so far as to shirkMinisteriali
responsibility and try to have a measure cooked up by ai
Select Committee in a small room in the building; and ifi
it should prove good, it would be claimed as the hon. gentle-4
man 's measure, and if objectionable, as a measure which the1
Opposition bad much more to do with than the Govern-
ment. I condemn that course of procedure as wholly
unconstitutional. That term in our Parliamentary practice
has two meanings. I have been using it in one of them
already. We bave a Constitution partly written and partly
unwritten. When speaking of our written Constitution
we use the term "unconstitutional," as expressly suggest-
ing that the subject is beyond our legislative power, out-
side our constitutional right as written down in the bond, as
named in the instrument, and as something which we
cannot do if we would. But there is a part, and a large
part of the Constitution which is unwritten, that part
which regulates the responsibilities and relations of Par-
liament to the Executive, of Parliament to thelMinisters, and
of the Ministers to the Crown ; and it is the few words which
refer us.to the principles of the British Constitution, or the
practice based upon them, which govern and control us with
respect to that very large and important part of our Con-

Mr. BLAKE.

stitution. When we deal with the word "unconstitutional "
in this sense, it is, of course, doubly important to look at the
practice and the precedents. It is said by a high legal
authority that custom is the very best interpreter of the
law, even of the written law; but in a law like this, to
which we are now appealing, our unwritten constitution,
precedent is of double consequence, because it is not merely
the interpreter of the law, it is the law itself. The law is
made up of custom and precedent. I have no doubt there
is convenience and inconvenience attributable to such a
Constitution: The convenience of elasticity and develop-
ment, the inconvenience of vagueness and uncertainty, and
of your being obliged to grope sometimes in order to find
what the true principle is; and you find it, not from an
authoritative assertion based on a Statute or written
paper, but from the mine of precedent and wisdon in
which you dig in order to ascertain the trutb. Now
custom is, as I have said, the best interpreter of the law,
and if you, find that we have been carrying on bu4iness
here for some fifteen or sixteen years, we have been hold-
ing our annual Sessions of Parliament during that time,
that it was our annual business to legislate upon sub-
jects of all description, and that we have a custom, practice
and rules of our own, I say that is very good light as to
what our constitutional rule is. What inference do I draw
from our practice? The inference I draw-from the fact that
what is now proposed has not hitherto been perpetrated
during the fifteen or sixteen Sessions of the Canadian Par-
liament-is that it is unprecedented; it is certainly new, and
requires explanation, defence and vindication, before we
should be called upon to adopt it. A Ministerial measure,
declared by the hon. Ministers themselves to be necessary,
has up to this time been brought forward by hon. Ministers
on their responsibility, either by resolution or Bill, as tho
nature of the subject required; but it has not been
customary to refer to a Select Committee, struck from
both sides of the House, a Ministerial measure. If,
Sir, desuetude in constitutional practice abrogates-as un-
questionably it does-that which at an carlier period of our
Parliamentary history was a living and vital principle, and
freely exercised, surely still greater weight should be
attached to the utter absence of precedent or authority for
the step proposed. We know what happened in reference
to the veto power in England, where, no law has
been passed in that country by the three estates of the
realm, depriving the Crown of the power to negative Acts
of Parliament, the utter absence of the use of this power
has for a long time prevented the assertion of that right;
and high constitutional authorities hold that it has fallen
into such desuetude in the practice of the Constitution, that
not only in an ordinary case, nothing could warrant the
revival of the pretension, but that if an Act was passed to
eut off the Queen's head, she would be bound to sign it.
If such be the case then, what shall be said of this
step for which there is an utter absence of precedent?
And if we turn to that Assembly, from which we
derive our inspiration upon thuse subjeets, and where we
observe the growth and development of constitutional
principles and practice, in modern as well as in ancient
days, you will find it, on the authority of eminent men, I
think, conclusively proved, that to proceed by resolutiin in
such a case as this, is adverse to the principles of the Consti-
tution, and wholly without precedent. I will refer to an
attempt made in the Imperial Parliament in connection
with the Reform Bill resolution in 1867, which was
proposed by the Government of Lord Derby, Mr.
Disraeli leading at the time the House of Commons.
That proposition was, however, one which was
not so objectionable as this, because it was proposed
that the iouse should go into Committee to con,
sider certain vague and abstract resolutions purposely so
drawn that the Government could not be committed to any
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particular proposition; and with the avowed object of the
Government ascertaining from the Committee of the Whole
what sort ofa measure the fHouse would approve of. There
was no proposition to refer the question to a Select Com-
mittee, but it was proposed to refer it to the whole body of
the House. Now, Mr. Disraeli, when he made that pro-
posal, felt that it was a proposai that required a special jus-
tification. Hie felt that it was a proposal which, upon the
face of it, abnegated Ministerial responsibility, contrary to
all constitutional custom, and was not defensive unless
peculiar circumstances should be shown which would war-
rant it, and he endeavored to show that such circumstances
existed. I appeal to that high constitutional authority
therefire, although in this particular case he was
proposing what I believe to be a violation of the
Constitution. Mr. Disraeli referred to the language of the
Speech in which, in somewhat unusual terms, Her Majesty
was advised to express the hope that the deliberations of'
Pai liament would be conducted in a spirit of moderation and
of mutual forbearance, which might lead to the adoption of
a certain measure. Mr. Disraeli proceeds:

" Sir, the meaning that they attribute to those words is that, under
the circumstances in which the louse finds itself, it was in our opinion
expedient that Parliamentary reform should no longer be a question
which should decide the fate of Ministries. Sir, we bave arrived at that
conclusion with the conviction that it is one consistent with our duty
and our honor as public men, and we hope that the House of Commons,
notwithstanaing that expression of opinion frem a very limited quarter,
after due consideration, will also be of opinion that such a course is
compatible on their part with all those principles and all those senti-
ments that oughtto influence publie men. And, Sir, we Lave arrived at
that conclusion, that it is not for the advantage of the country that
Parliamentary reform should be a question that should decide the fate
of a Ministry, that it should not be what is commonly called a party
question, for this simple but to us irresistible reason, that all parties in
the State have attempted te deal with it, and all parties in the State
have failed. in 1852 there was a pure Whig Government, headed by
Lord John Russell, which dealt with this subject and failed. In the
year 1854 there was a Coalition Government, beaded by the Earl of
Aberdeen, which attempted te deal with this question and failed. In
the year 1859 there was a Conservative Government, headed by the
Earl of Derby, which attempted to deal with this question and failed.
In the year 1860 there was a moderate Liberal Governinent, Leaded by
Lord Palmerston, which attempted te deal with this question and failed.
In the year 1866 there was a Government which I will not, notwitb-
standing the present rage for analysis, describe as an immoderate
Liberal Government-headed again by Earl Russell -which attempted
to deal with this question and failed."

One other reason which Mr. Disraeli gave for adopting the
prioposal-for he was unsuccessful in procuring the
adoption of this exceptional courso-was this :

" The origin of Parliamentary reform as a question in the House of
Commnons must be found in the conduct of individuals-of independent
members of tis louse. This, therefore, is a flouse of Commons
question : it is not a party question. And it is remarkable that the
House of Commons, having been the originators of the disturbance if
the settlement of 1832, Lave defeated every attempt that bas been made
by organized parties, by responsible bodies of men, and by leaders of
political connections, te effect a settlement of a question which was
then unsettled."

Once again, he says:
" It does seem te us that this is, frm the causes that I have recapi-

tulated, one of those cases-of great difficulty, no doubt, and surrounded
by circumstances of exigency which cannot be denied-which have
been contemplated by the wisdom of our Parliamentary practice ; and
that we are pursuing only a constitutional course when we presume te
recommend to the House that before we introduce a Bill we may be
permitted, upon its main principles, and upon other points of great and
paramount importance, te ask the opinion of the House, and see whether
they will sanction the course which we recommend. That, Sir, is a
course which we believe te be, under the circumstances, strictly con-
stitutional. It is a course which we believe ought not tobe resorted te,
unless the circumstances are circumstances of exigency."

urge. But there are other objections to that course whicb have been
offered, and on which for a moment I will dwell."

Soveroign objections ho Calls them. Thon he goes on to say:
"It'is said that there are disadvantages in proceeding by way of

resolution, independent of the great constitutional objeation which
nothing but exigency could override.

Now, Sir, I think I have established very plainly, by theso
citations, that Mr. Disraeli-when he thought it his duty to
propose on behalf of the Ministry that tlie louse of Com-
mons should deal with resolutions, to wlich the Government
did not commit itself, and should evolvo from its own
operation a measure, which they might assent to, but foi-
which they would have no Ministerial rosponsibility. Mr.
Disraeli conceded that that was a proposition to which
there were sovereign objections, which ho was obligcd to
defend by providing some spocial and peculiar circumstancos
which warranted, in his opinion, a departure from the
ordinary constitutional course. How was ho mot, Sir? He
was met by observations which it seems to me place this
matter in a proper point of view-observations so cogent
that they were irresistible-observations so cogent that the
Government found itsolf obliged to abandon its plan and pro-
ceed in the ordinary way by the introduction of a Bill. Mr.
Lowe, the prosent Lord Sherbrook, said.

"Surely if Governments with majorities. and Governments with
minorities, have alike tried and have alike failed, the House ought not
therefore to relax the Parliamentary safeguard it possesses-the power
of holding the Ministry responsible for failure, the proper check on rash
and ill-considered undertakings. If men undertake such a task, who
have not the strergth or the union to carry it througb, I think we
should not unduly endeavor to discourage them ; but t can imagine
nothing more unreasonable, in a matter of such grave importance, than
to relax those safeguards which are of the highest possible value to us
and to our posterity, relating to a question which ought to be entered
on with the greatest deliberation, and with all the calmness, wisdom,
experience, and moderation that can be given to it."

He goos on to say, in another passage :
" Look at the constitutional relation existing between the House and

the Executive Government. It was only the happy obstinacy of
William III, wbich prevented the Executive Government from being
altogether excluded from the House ; but on the terms upon which It
Las remained its presence bas been most beneficial: it has received
support from us, and we fron it. What was the condition upon which
the Executive remained ? On the condition in whiecailone Le could
remain consistently with its duty. It was that t he Members of the
Government should be as responsible for its acts ad if they had not seats
in the House ; that their duties should not be absorbed in their duties
as Members of Parliameut ; that they should owe one duty to Parlia-
ment as Members of the House, and anotber duty to it as Members of
the Executive Government ; that while the Parliament on the one band
has the power directly or indirectly to make or unmake the Govern-
ment, on the other hand it sbould not use its power in order to coerce
its liberty. If the Goverument is to continue responsible, it must
continue free. What is it that the right bon. gentleman now proposes ?
With ' candied courtesy' he adressed the House in language which,
as the 658th part of it, I was a little ashamed to hear, and he said-If
the House will only take us into its counsels and co-operate with us in
this measure, we shall receive with cordiality, with deference, nay, with
gratitude, any suggestions you like. In other words, the right hon.
gentleman said: 'Say what you like, do what you like, but for God's
sake leave us our places.' I think that, pathetic as may be the tones of
the entreaty, the supplication addressed to the House by the rigbt hon.
gentleman ought not to be granted. I thiuk we ought to hold the
Government to that responsiblity which all Goveruments undertake
who bring in great measures of organic change in the Constitution. The
right hon. gentleman proposes that we should go into Committee with
the distinct understanding that the Government should not be respon-
sible for anything which is to be proposed ; but that every man should
be left to move any amendment without the band of his party leader
upon him to restrain him, and that we should put the Constitution into
a kind of alembic, and take the chance of what comes out of it. I
say, Sir, that that i a wild, dangerous and unconstitutional courte. It
pute me in mind of what happened to the children of Israel wheu they
were desired to throw all their gold jewellery and ornaments into the
fire. Then came out wbat? A calf"

Once again, speaking of this same constitutional objection,
theThn, Sir, Mr. .ohn Bright in the same discussion used

these words:
" Sir, I will not notice the first and sovereign objection which may

be urged, under ordinary circumstances, to a proposition of proceeding
by way of resolution inthis flouse ; because, if'the circumstances to
which I have now fully adverted, if the 'relations of the House to this
subject of Parliamentary reform, if the necessity of bringing this
question to a settlement, are not sufficient, I have no arguments to

" I say, therefore, with the right hon. gentleman below me, to go into
a discussion on the resolutions is merely a waste of time. But to go into
a discussion of them with a view of treating them as we were invited to
treat them a fortnight ago would be much more than a waste of time,
for it would be to throw this question of reform, which, after ail, is a
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question of some seriousness, into a Parliamentary chaos, and at the
same time it would depreciate, to an immeasurable degree, the character
and the power in future time of the Executive Government in this
House The right hon. gentlemen a fortnirht ago flattered us by telling
us how superior we are to certain legislati-ve assemblies in other coun-
tries, and he referred, amongst others, to the one which site at Wash-
ington. Now, I undertake to say that there bas been no proposal made
to this House, during the four-and-twenty years I have been here, which
has tended so much to Americanise the House of Commons-the chief
legislative assembly of this country-as the proposal which the Govern-
ment bas made to-night. What takes place at Washington? Mr. Seward,
Mr. Stanton and other eminent men, heade of departments under the
President, do not make their appearance in the House of Representa-
tives, or even in the Senate. These two assemblips discuss any measures
they like ; they pass any measures they like, and it is not necessary that
they should consult the President or his Ministers. Se here. Ministerd
are to sit on that Bench, and, as a newspaper which bas lately been
doing its best to lash the colleagues of the right hon. gentleman into
some obedience to his views, says, the rigbt hon. gentleman is to stand
at the counter in a decorous garb, as if he were in Swan and Edgar's,
and ask whetber ihere is 'anything more, gentlemen, you would like ?'
I say, then, that the advice of the right hon. gentleman the Member for
Calne ought to be taken. The Government shoulà withdraw these
resoiLutions, which will serve only to waste our time and to embarrass
the qu stion; and then they ought to bring in a distinct and definite
Bill this day week, and submit it, manfully, to- discussion and te de-
cision of Parliament, as was done, by the right hon. gentleman wbo Eits
ou thbse Benches, last year.

Then, Sir, there is a case in which there was a, Cor4mittQe
no>ved -a case in 1869-in which the Crown recommended
i bat the House of Commons should enquire into the present
mode of conducting Parlianientary and municipal elections,
and should consider "whether it may be possible to provide
aniy farther guarantees for their tranquility, purity and
fleon." The House of Commons assented to that pro-
position, and it was proposed to be carried out by striking
a Committee. It is obvious from a perusal of the debate
that there was a vast mass of facts to be enquired into,
obtainable only by the calling of witnesses and the ascer-
taining, of how the Election Laws, Parliamentary and
Municipal, practically worked. There were the great
questions of intimidation, of the freedom of the vote, and
numerous other questions; and underlying all, as was made
evidont, there was the question of whether the ballot
was, or was not, to be the proper remedy. In the course
of the debate, M'-. Gladstone, the First Minister, spoke and
declared that that was the genoral question, and that
upon that question all the Liberal Ministries, with which he
had been connected, and the thon Ministry, were divided,
that it was an open question, and that the Ministry did not
propose to take Ministerial responsibility with reference to
that matter. This was a Committee, whose main function
was to enquire ; and ultimately the Bill which was intro-
duced, was introduced in a subsequent year upon the respon-
sibility of the Government as a Government mieasure, and in
accordance with nany of the views which had previously
been promulgated. I call particular attention to an instruc-
tive debate which took place in the following year under the
rule of the same Ministry, upon a motion of a Select Com-
mittee with reference to the condition of the County of
Westmeath, and parts of two counties in Ireland.
Lord Hartington, who was thon, I think, Irish Secretary,
moved :

" That a Select Committee be appointed to enquire into the state of
Westmeath and certain parts adjoining, of Meath and King's county,
the nature, extent, and effect of a certain unlawful combina4ion and
confederacy existing therein, and the best means of suppressing the
same."

I ask the House to note thea last few words-not merely to
enquire into the con ederacy and the condition of the
country, but also the best means of suppressing that unlaw-
ful confederacy. It is perfectly obvious, from Lord Harting-
ton's sp)ec , hat before ho was able to make the motion of
which ie had given notice, exception must have been taken
in some quarters to these final words; for, in his opening
speech, ho says:

" I repeat that, in asking the House for a Committee to enquire into
the facto, we have no desire to aak the Committee to suggest a rmedy.

Mr. Bi .

Upon' the facts se established, as I believe they would ie before a
Committee, the Government willibe prepared, as I said before, to legis-
late."
Again ho says:

" [ do not think it the least desirable that the witnesses should be
precluded from giving their opinion on this subject. But I am quite
aware that those words have been misunderstood and misapprehended.
I am quite aware they have been misunderstood as meaning that we
have asked the Committee net only te enter into an e-xamination of the
facts, but to provide a remedy. I am glad te state that that is not the
meaning -of the Goverament, and rather than that any false impression
of the sort should exist, I will willingly consent either te alter the
words referred te, or te omit them altogether, providing always it be
understood that the witnessess shall not thereby be precluded from
expressing an opinion as to the remedy they would suggest."

Now, Sir, you will notice that-in so far as this was an
enquiry into facts, which Lord Hartington proved conclu-
sively they could not obtain except by Parliamentary
powers, and which other Ministers showed they wanted to
prosecute under Parliamentary sanction, and with the Irish
members representing the popular party in Ireland upon
the Committee-the Ministry coupled with the motion for
that enquiry a proposal to rolegate it to that Committee to
suggest a remedy. 'I have shown that Lord Hartington at
oncee diselaimed that intention, and pointed out that it was
the duty ofthe Executive to propose the remedy upon its
own responsibility. Mr. Disraeli spoke, and he thought
there was no need for a Committee. He did not foresoe,
of course, that in this country, some years later, it would be
necessary for a Select Committee to be appointed to pick up
haIf a dozen Statutes and put them together, and he did not
see that thoro was any reason for a Select Committeeto en-
quire into this secret confederacy, because ho said the
Ministry themselves were the Committee; and then ho weut
on to say :

"I would impress on the House the inexpediency of asaenting
to a Committee which is te relieve the Government from their
responsibility as an Executive * *0 The evil is intolerable
and ought te be put down, and we are prepared te support Her Majesty's
Government if, in the exercise of their constitutional functions, they
come forward and propose a measure, instead of asking the House of
Commons to enter upon an enquiry into the matter. The matter is
urgent, and the business of a Committe- is necessarily always long. A
Committee-to do what-to examine officers of the Government, te
examine magistrates, to call for information from a miscellaneous multi-
dude of witnesses ? Why, a Committee of enquiry for such purposes is
always in existence. It is the Cabinet of the Queen. They have the
best information, and they are selected men, who are snpposed te be
most competent te decide on that information; and on the results of
their deliberations and on their convictions they ought to introduce a
measure, and not move for a Committee, when the state of an Irish
county is intolerable. The right bon. gentleman, after all hie heroie
exploits, and at the head of his great majority, is making Government
ridiculous. If he persists in this absurd suggestion I shail leave it te
fortune to decide what may be its results. If he will bring forward a
measure-an adequate measure-a measure which will meet the evil,
he will ie supported."

Well, Sir, many erninent men took part in that debate. I
do not propose to trouble the House with reading from
several other speeches which deserve to be read, but I hope
they will be read before this debate closes. Mr. Gladstone's
speech, however, is worth reading. Hie says:

" The right hon. gentleman opposite has asked-What is the Commit-
tee to do ? If the word ain which we have framed our motion are justly
open te censure or criticism, I admit that we might have indicated
more clearly and distinctly the purposes to which the attention of
the Committee would be directed. As te the question-What is the
Committee te do ? I will answer that question in two words-because
I want te draw a broad distin-tin between the collection and elucida-
tien of facts, and the responsible duty of making recommendations
founded on those facto. In the collection and elucidation of facto we
have exhausteê the means properly in our hands as an Executive Gov-
ernment; and we believe we milght obtain valuable aid from the House
of Commons; and we think that the flouse of Commons, through the Irish
representatives, will prove a salutary check on our proceedings. We
think that the powers which this House possesses can be exercised in a
perfectly salutary way as a check on our proceedings, by testing and
acrutinizing our facts, and it is for this reason that we ask for the
assistance et a Committee."

Well, Mr. Speaker, the previous question was proposei,
which prevented any amendment to the motion such as the
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Government had indicated their readiness to accept; an
before the previous question was put, Mr. Disraeli said:

"If we vote for the motion of the noble Lord, we shall, in fact, comi
to a vote which transfers the duties of the Executive to the House o
Commons. Therefore, I must say, I cannot support the motion."

Well, the previous question met its fate, and the motior
was carried by a large majority in its original words. Bu
Mr. Gladstone was determined that the precedent shoul
not stand in that shape, and a few days afterwards ho use
this language:

"I beg to give notice of my intention to do what I think will b
agreeable to the House-that is, to fulfil an implied obligation which
Her Majesty's Goverument undertook in the course of the debate upo
the appointment of a Committee to enquire into the state of Westmeath
My noble friend the Chief Secretary for Ireland intimated-and I sup
ported him in the intimation-that it would be perfectly agreeable t
us to alter the terms of the motion by omitting the closing words, which
were considered to bear the interpretation that we desired to diminisi
the reiponsibility of the Government in regard to the enquiry-an inter
pretation we never intended them to bear."

And he proceeded to move the discharge of the order, and
it was discharged ; and ho forthwith moved a new order
for the appointment of a Select Committee to enquire
merely omitting the words with reference to the sugges
tion of a remedy; and the restricted order was carried
Now, I say it is impossible to conceive a Parliamentary
precedent which more clearly proves, from the concurrence
of authority from the great constitutional leaders on both
sides of the House, where the great line of demarcation is.
A Select Committee, under certain circumstances-although
Mr. Disraeli would not admit that those were appropriate
circumstances-may bc useful to get at facts which the
Cabinet or the Queen cannot obtain; but the responsibility
of providing a remedy ist to be devolved, not on any Select
Committee, but on the Government; and you find a power-
fui Government, as Mr. Gladstone's was, with a majority
exceeding one hundred at that time, yielding to that
assault, and formally recedingfrom the position it assumed,
discharging the order, and substituting a correct order-
nobly doing se, and placing the relations of the House and the
Executive upon a correct footing. There was a subsequent
case, in which observations valuable and important are to
bo found with reference to the diplomatic relations with
Persia; but I hope some other hon, gentleman will present
them to the House. I desire to allude to another case,
the case of the proposed Select Committee on the Irish
Parliament as late as 1877, in which Mr. Shaw made his
well known motion, and in which you find two leading
members of the House-Mr. Forster, then in Opposition,
but a leading member of the Liberal party, and Sir Michael
licks-Beach, a member of the Conservative Government-
both speaking and declining the reference to a Select
Committee of a question of that description upon two
grounds; first, that it was not a fit question to be referred
te a Select Comniittee, the proper place to debate it bting
in full Parliament, and secondly that the Government was
not prepared to yield to the recommendations of any
Committee, but would act on its own responsibility. Mr.
Forster savs:

"It was always a plausible mode of proceeding to ask fora Committee
of enquiry, especially on a matter of deep interest; but it must be recol-
lected that there was a great difference between subjects that were fit
to be discussed in that House and those which were fit to be sent up-
stairs. la that House they could best discuss great principles, and
when it was resolved to adopt any of those principles, then the matter
Was Sent upstairs in order that the details of the scheme for carrying
them into effect might be settled. The hon. member for Cork had him-
se'f stated that one of his reasons for bringing this question before the
House year after year was, that it was as well that the House sbhould
bave an opportunity from time to tine of reconsidering the great
principles that lay at the foundation of our Government. The hon.
'n mber might be fully justified in taking that course ; but these great
principles which he wished to bave reconsidered ought to be discussed
in full denate in that House, and not sent upstairs before a Co:nmittee.
Questions were not sent upstairs before a Committee unless they were
open, and he maintained that at present-and he doubted if it would
ever be different-Home Rule was not an open question."

d Sir Michael Hicks-Beach said:
tThe Government were not prepared to abide by the decision in this

.e question, if it should chance to be in favor of the honorable and
f learned member who bas just sat down ; and they could not admit the

propriety of an erquiry by a Oommittee of the Houes into the Consti-
tution of the United Kingdom."

n
t I think these precedents show what our own uniform prac-
d lice lias established, that there is a proper mode for the
d Government of presenting te this louse its views upon

those great and important subjects upon which it deems
legislative Acts to be necessary. The Government bas

h declared that legislative action is neces'sary mi this matter,
and if the Speech from the Throne te true there can be no
doubt of that necessity, for they have declared that if we
could avoid the unrestricted and unregulatei salo of intoxi-o

h cating liquors ail over this Dominion, we must legilate.
h They have come to that conclusion. Their resionsibility
- then begins-the responsibility of proposing to this Houso

the legislation which they deem to be best fitied to grapple
1 with that evil, te meet that difficulty, to avert thut injury
r to the public. And they may find difficulty in the case,
, they may find difficulties within their own ranks owing
- to those dissensions to which I have referred, as to where

the jurisdiction is ; they may find difficulty owing to the
well known views of many of their followers on this
subject, owing to the declarations made by the First Min-
ister in June, and subsequently in December, and the
others to which I have referred. These are difficulties of
their own making. They have turned this into a more
difficult question-than it was. But there remain these
questions for consideration, to which I have imperfectly
alluded-tho question: what in truth and in fact is the mean-
ing of our Constitution ? the question : what our policy
should be with regard to the Constitution after we have in-
terproted its meaning ? If we determine that the Constitu-
tion is such that we are exclusively vested with the power
of checking the sale of intoxicating drinks, and if we de-
termine, as a matter of policy, that we will not proceed to
procure the devolution of that power on these minor authori-
ties, which have heretofore exercised it-and the Govern-
ment bas come to this conclusion -the persona who must
decide what is the measure this Ifouse should adopt, who
must frame that measure and introduce it and lay down
the linos upon which it shal be passed, are the Government
of the day. They have the power. They have the means
of procuring the best information and advice, and they are
paid to prepare these measures and bring thom down. We
are here in the sixth week of the Session, and they are not
ready to tell us about it; they have no idea what sort of a
measure is to be brought down ; they cannot frame a
measure-it passes their capacity. But they will take men
out of the Chamber, who, in the intervals of their Parlia-
mentary duties, which will be onerous enough we know
during the remainder of the Session, from the idle
time we have had for the past few weeks -to do their
bu iness for them, to do that which they had left un-
done, and relieve them from the responsibility of doing
it. I do not believe that is the consti utional or a convenient
view. I believe the ordinary constitutional course shou'd be
adopted by the Government of the day, which hps assertcd
the necessity of legislation long ago. I believe tlie Govern-
ment should bring down a measure carrying out their views
on thoir own responsibility. For My part I do not con-ent
that a question of this description shall bc dealt with in this
unprecedented fashion. I denounce it as an infringement,
unknown bore and practically unknown elsewhere, upon
our constitutional mode of procedure-an infringement cal-
culated to confuse the action of Parliament, calculated to be
inconvenient and embarrassing calculatod te relieve the
Government of the day of a responsibility which it ought
not to shuffle away from, and te impose upon others, inde-
pendent members of Parliament, a responsibility which
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should not properly devolve upon them; and I am opposed
to this motion from the beginning to the end.

Mr. RYKERT. I have not had the advantage of hearing
the earlier part of what the hon. gentleman said, but I have
heard quite sufficient during the past few hours to satisfy
myself that the House ought to vote in favor of the resolu-
tion of the right bon. the Premier. The on. gentlemen on
the other side seemed to hink that the speech of the hon.
member for West Durham is quite unanswerable. It is cer.
tainly rather refreshing to my mind to hear the hon. gentle-
man charge the Government with shirking a duty or a res-
ponsibility. Ie evidently bas forgotten his own record dur-
ing the last ten or twelve years, for no hon. gentleman in this
fouse is more open to that charge than he. i have listened
with a great deal of attention to discover whether or not
the hon. gentleman had formed an opinion on this important
question, since tl.e time he first spoke upon it, in the debate
on the Address. At tbat time the bon. gentleman claimed
be was not in possession of the facts regarding the trial of
the case of Russellv s. The Queen. Ile complained then that
he had not an opportunity of seeing that judgnent, and
was, therefor e, in doubt as i egards the responsibility of this
House to deal with this question. After the lapse of six
weeks, after be bas elaborately discus ed the question with
most of his followers, after searching the records of Parlia-
ment, and looking up bis authorities on constitutional
practice, the hon. gentleman is still in doubt and not pre-
pared to express bis opinion whether this Hlouse has the
right or not to legislate upon this question. Sir, this House
bas no right tÙ expect the hon. gentleman to express an
opinion on a constitutional question. Upon no occasion bas
be dared in this Parliament or elsewhere t) give bis opinion
on great constitutional questions, and we were right in
expecting that upon a question like this he would shirk the
point at issue as be has always done before. Now, what is
the question before the House? Bis Excellency the
Governor General was advised to insert in bis Address the
following paragraph:-

"I am advised that the jadgment of the Lords of the Jadicial Com'
mittee of the Privy Council,tdelivered last June, oa the appeal of
Russell v3. The Queen, goes to show, that in order to prevent the
uurestrained sa-le of intoxicating liquors, and for that purpose to regul-
ate the granting of.shop, saloon and tavern licenses, legislation by the
Dominion Parliament will be necersary. Your earnest consideration of
this important subject is desired."

During the debate on the Address the right ion. leader of
the Government gave bis reasons for advising His Excel-
lency to insert that paragraph in his Address. The hon.
gentleman referred to that decision in Russell vs. The Queen,
and said :

g It is quite clear to every lawyer and any mati who is not a lawyer,
who reads that jud gment, will see that the very reasons on which the
Privy Council decided that this Parliament had the right to deal with
the Scott Act, are the reasons showing that the Provincial Legislature
of Ontario had not a right to deal with that subject under the Crooks'
Act, ezcept as a matter of revenue for municipal or provincial purposes.
The hon. gentleman says that he should have allowed the matter to
stand over until it was finally decided. Sir, if there be any value in the
decision, and there is every value in it, because it is the la~w of the land,
there is no check at this moment in the Province of Ontario against the
unlimited, unrestrained sale of intoxicating liquors."

Sir, that was a justification for the Government introduc-
inrg that paragraph into the Address, and it justifies the
Government in asking this House to approach the consider-
ation of one of the greatest questions ever brought before
this Legislature. The Government position is tbis: we are
fo:ced to this legislation; we are forced by the decision of the
Privy Couincil, which declares that the Legislature of Ontario
lias no right to restrict the sale of intoxicating liquors, that,
under section 92 of the British North America Act, they had
no power whatever to pass any law. Therefore, the ques-
lion remains, was it right or was it wrong to allow the
general public to sell liquor just as they pleased ? The
Government has not approached this question with the desire

Mr. BLAKE,

to monopolize, or control, or centralize power, as these
hon. gentlemen insinuate. That is the charge they have
made against this Government, the charge they made dur-
ing the late campaign, because they felt they bad great
power in their own hands and they knew right well that if
this Government took that power to itself it would be turned
against them on another occasion; and no doubt they were
loath to see any Government of Conservative tendency hav-
ing that power in its hands. Now this Government say:
We do not want you to discuss the constitutional question,
we do not ask you to decide that question at all; we simply
ask you as a Committee to assimilate the several laws of the
Provinces, and submit to this House some suggestion upon
which a uniform law nay be framed affecting ail the Prov-
inces. The bon. gentleman bas quoted precedents against
this. He says this is the first time in Canadian Parliamentary
history where a Government bas ignored its responsibility
and thrown it upon the House. le bas quoted English
precedents to show that it is not right so to do, but the hon.
gentleman bas given himself and his cause entirely away.
The greatest constitutional lawyers in England have
declared, as read by the hon. gentleman himself, that there
are occasions when great questions should be submitted to
Parliamentary Committees.

Mr. BLAKE. ilear, hear.
Mr. RYKERT. I know the bon. gentleman is uneasy,

he always gets uneasy. But although I may be subjecting
myself to the hon. gentleman's ill-pleasure, I shall never-
theless endeavor to meet some of his arguments as briefly
as I can. Tbe hon, gentleman has said that this is a novel
mode of disposing ot this question. But as I have already
pointed out, the English cases he cited do not sustain his view.
Mr. Disraeli gave his opinion decidedly that a Parliamentary
Committee was the proper place to discuss a certain great
constitutional question, and although he was compelled in
the end to withdraw that from the consideration of a Com-
mittee, it was done upon the ground that it was not a ques-
tion of detail, but was a question of constitutional reform.
Then, Sir, the bon. gentleman cites a case where Mr. Glad-
stone himself declares that there are occasions when the
[ouse shall place in the hands of a Committee the power of
dealing with these questions. Now, all this Government
bas a&ked this House to do is to agree to a Committee,
which shall have power to send for persons, papers and
records, and report by Bill or otherwise. They do not ask
this House to appoint a Committee to investigate the ques-
tion of constitutional law. They do not ask this flouse to
consider whether the license question may be deait with by
the Loal Legislatures or by the Dominion Parliament.
Tbat is a foregone conclusion, and His Excellency says he
is advised upon that question that the Provinces have no
rig ht to deal with the question; and therefore, this flouse
beingseized with the case, and being satisfied that the
opinion of the hon. the First Minister is the true one, is
asked only to assimilate the laws of the several Provinces
and to see that an Act is placed on the Statute-book,
which shall satibfy the several Provinces. Now, what is
the answer to this? The hon. leader of the Opposition says
that the case of Rupsell vs. The Queen decides nothing ;
he says that is still in doubt. I say, once more, that the
hon. gentleman gives himself away by saying that the time
may yet come when that decision may be adverse to the
several Provinces holding that power, and confirmatory of
the present decision, when ail the facts are fally investigate i.
But the h>n. gentleman, in order to avoid what appears to
every sens ible and right thinking man as the meaning of
that judgment, says that they were not seized of the whole
quetion-that the whole question was not discussed by the
Judicial Comnittee of the Privy Council. lence he con-
cludes that ther e is a doubt as to the jurisdiction of thi4
House to legislate upon this question. I say, if tbere be a
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doubt as regards the right of either Legislature to pass that
law, then let us remove that doubt. His argument amounts
to this, that there is concurrent jurisdiction over this ques-
tion by this Parliament and the Provincial Legislatures.
Then, I say, why should this Legislature leave that doubt
in existence, ignore its right and function, and refuse to
discharge its duty to the general public by preventing the
unrestricted sale of liquors? The hon. gentleman argues
that the jurisdiction is still vested in the Local Legislature;
but, as a constitutional lawyer, he dare not say that the
case of Russell vs. The Queen is not law, that it does not
decide the question as regards jurisdiction. The hon. gentle-
man entirely ignores that view of the matter, and shirks
the responsibility of giving a constitutional opinion upon
it. He says again, that the only excuse the Gov-
ernment has for introIucing this measue is that
the right lon. leader of the Government, some time
ago, in a speech which ho made in Yorkville, declared that
he would legislate upon this question. Well, wbat better
evidence does this country want of the great constitutional
knowledge of the right hon. gentleman than the fact that
he predicted, three weeks before the decision was given,
that the jurisdiction lay alone in this Legislature; that the
Local Legislatures had no control over that question. That
shows his great constitutional knowledge and his opinion
of what the law really waq, because, a few weeks after-
wards, we find the Privy Council endorsing his view. The
question now is, las this Legislature jurisdiction or bas it
not ? If it has, let us deal with the question and settle it
for ever, and so prevent the unrestricted sale of intoxicating
liquors. The hon. gentleman goes on to quote certain au-
thorities in our own courts, to show that the case of
Russell vs. The Queenis not the law of the land. The cases
cited in Lower Canada have no bearing upon this question.
The hon. gentleman admits himself that the constitutional
question was not involved in these cases, therefore, the
question at issue here was not decided by them. It is
rather refreshing now to hear the hon. gentleman appeal
to the courts. A few months ago the hon. gentlemen
opposite did not care for the decision of the courts. A
few weeks ago, in parading themselves before the country,
they thoughtthe opinion of theJudges was ofno consequence.
What cared they for the opinions of the Supreme Court,
although it was constituted by themselves, and although
the Judges were appointed by themselves ? Although they
were the highest judicial authorities, and their judgment
was unanimous in the case of McLaren vs. Caldwell, yet
hon. gentlemen opposite entirely ignored the right of the
court to decide the question. We remember on another
occasion the hon. gentleman would not appeal to the
courts of the land on the question of the disallowance
of the Streams Bill, but lie would appeal to the high
court of the people. H1e appealed to that court, and a
verdict was rendered 'against hon, gentlemen opposite.
But, says the hon. gentleman, we should not decide whether
the Dominion is authorized to pass such legislation as is
proposed, but we should refer the whole question to a
judicial tribunal. Has the hon. gentleman elucidated the
question at all, or thrown any light on it? He admits
there is doubt, and that it may yet be decided that the
view taken by the Government is the correct one. If
that bo so, let us settle the question and have
no doubt respecting it. The hon. gentleman says they
are not willing to take the ipse dixit ot the leader of the
Government. On this side of the House we are prepared to
take the ipse dixit as ho calls it. We are prepared on look-
ing over the history of the leader of the Government on the
constitutional questions raised during the last twenty-five
years, and the opinions he expressed on them, and the mon-
ner in which he had been upheld on every occasion, and
looking at the opinions given by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, which had not been sustained by the court, but, on the

contrary, had been disapproved by the highest authorities,
we have a right to accept the opinion of the First Minister
and take action in this matter. The hon. member for West
Durham dare not give an opinion on this question. If
the hon. gentleman had desired to approach- the consider-
ation of the question with honesty and sinoerity, and
with a desire to satisfy the people of the country, instead
of delivering a partisan speech, instead of throwing
what I may call dirt in the face of Ministers, and
speaking about their incapacity in dealing with the
question, instead of throwing out taunts regarding the
position of the Conservative party-why did henot, as
an honest man and a legislator,- desirous of promoting
the best interests of the country, give his opinion on
this question? But we cannot expect such a statement
from the hon. gentleman. Have we not on record
the fact that the hon. gentleman, when in power in the
Legislaure of Ontario,. led bis majority to vote certain
resolutions respecting the Nova Sceotia subsidy. I am
glad to say I was one of the twelve who voted against
him. For lis action on that occasion the hon. gen-
tleman received a snub from the highest authorities of
the land. The authorities in England told him to mind
bis own business, and- this indeed has been the out-
come of every constitutional opinion expressed by him.
While the hon. gentleman opposes the appointment of
the Committee proposed, lie will not commit himself to
the statement that the Government is wrong in the view
it takes of the matter. He says there is doubt about
it. He assumes the same rôle as ho did when the Letel-
lier question was discussed before the House. He sat
dumb then, ho would not say anything about it. Where
was ho last Session when the great question of the Boundary
Award was discussed, when the greatest of all living ques-
tions in Ontario, as he calls it, that of territorial rights, was
before Parliament? le sat there with lis hat over lis
eyes and remained dumb; because ho dare not express the
opinion that the award was a legal award, in the face of bis
own speeches ; and during the last campaign in Ontario ho
did not dare to take the stump, because ho would have been
met with his own speeches delivered in Parliament.

Mr. BLAK E. Hear, hear.
Mr. RYKERT. We do not hear from the hon. member

when we want to do so. On questions of constitutional law
we cannot obtain from him an opinion if it is opposed to his
partisan view of the case. The hon. gentleman is not a
safe guide to follow on questions of constitutional law, for,
ho has shirked the responsibility of doing what ho should
have donc as leader of a great party. The hon. gentleman,
while admitting that the decision may ultimately be in favor
of the view taken by the leader of the Government, pro-
poses to the House to let the matter remain in this prosent
unsettled state, until the whole subject can be brought before
the Privy Council. I am glad to find the hon. gentleman is
now willing to go to the courts, because ho may instruct thc
Liliputian Premier of Ontariotogoto the courts for asettle-
ment of the Boundary Award. The hon. gentleman has
been pleased to talk about an attempt of the Government to
seize power for partisan purposes. No person knows botter
than he does, thc great benefit his party derived from the
partisan conduct of the Ontario Government in connection
with the licensing question. Look ut the last Ontario Elec-
tions, and consider how many license inspectors were
found running riot through the Province, anl how many
were candidates ut those elections. In every direction the
Local Government had increased its power, not in the
interests of the public but in order to keep itself iii power.
Some of those efficers I have mentioned were eppointed
returning officers. The hon. gentleman refers to what ho
calls the humiliation of the Conservative party, in abandon-
ing its territorial rights, in ignoring the Boundary Award,
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and in its conduct on the Streams Bill. On the majority of
the questions the hon. gentleman was not ready to express
an opinion. Upon the Streams Bill he held a fee and gave
an opinion ; but when the subject was discussed in Parlia-
ment, and the constitutional question was debated lie entire-
ly evaded the question and shirked it, as lie does to-night
this important question. I have already pointed out that in
the discussion of the Boundary Award, the hon. gentleman
would not venture to give the House his opinion but remain-
ed silent. The issue, in my opinion, is .a very simple one.
The Government declared that the decision referred to in the
speech from the Throne is a plain and distinct one. In
Russell vs. The Queen the question arose upon the construc-
tion of the 91st and 92nd sections of the British North
American Act. The 91st section enacts:

" It shall be lawful for the Queen, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate and House of Commons, to make laws for the peace,
order, and good government of Canada, in relation to all matters not
coming within the classes of subjects by this Act assigned exclusively
to the Legislatures of the Provinces; and for greater certainty, but not
so as to restrict the generality of the foregoing terme of this section, it
is hereby declared that (notwithstanding anything in the Act) the exclu-
sive legislative autbority of the Parliament of Canada extends to all
matters coming within the classes of subjects next hereinafter enume-
rated."

Then after the enumeration of twenty-nine classes of sub-
jects, the section contains the following words:-

"And any matters coming within any of the classes of subjects
enumerated in this section, shall not be deemed to come within the class
of matters of a local or private nature, comprised in the enumeration of
the classes of subjects by this Act assigned ecilusively to the Legisla-
ture of the Province."

It ges on to show that there were three classes of subjects
in section twenty-nine, to which special reference was had
in the argument, -viz.:

" 9. Shop, saloon, tavern, auctioneer and other licenses, in order to the
raiuing of a revenue for Provincial, or municipal purposes.

"13. Property and civil rights in the Province.
" 16. Generally al matters of a merely local or private nature in the

Province."1

Now, Sir, what does the court also say:
"With regard to the first of these classes, No. 9, it is to be observed

that the power of granting licenses is not assigned to the Provincial
Legisature for the purpose of regulatlng trade, but 'in order to the
raising of a revenue for Provincial, local or municipal purposes.'"

Sir, I do not know where you could find clearer language
than this, which is as clear as language can make it-that
for purposes of raising revenue, they have power, but as to
regulating trade they have no power:

" The Act in question is not a fiscal law; it is not a law for raising
revenue on the contrary, the effect of it may be to destroy or diminish
revenue ; indeed it was a main objection to the Act that in the city of
Fredericton it did in point of fact diminish the sources of municipal
revenue. It is evident, therefore, that the matter of the Act is not within
the class of subject No. 9, and consequently that it could not have been
passed by the Provincial Legislature by virtue of any authority confer-
red by it upon that sub-section.

" It appears that by Statutes of the Province of New Brunswick autho-
rity bas been conferred upon the municipality of Fredericton to raise
money for municipal purposes by granting licenses of the nature of those
described in No. 9 of section 92, and that licenses granted to taverns for
the sale of intoxicating liqors were a profitable source of revenue to
the municipality. It was contended by the appellant's couneel, and it
was their main argument on this part of the case, that the Temperance
Act interfered prejudicially with the traffic from which this revenue was
derived, and thus invaded a subject assigned exclusively to the Provin-
cial Legislature. But, supposing the effect of the Act to be prejudicial
to the revenue derived by the municipality from licenes, it does not fol-
low that the Dominion Parliament might not pase it by virtue of its
general authority to make laws for the peace, order, and good govern-
ment of Canada."

free sale or use of them le dangerous to public safety, and make it a
criminal offence punishable by fine or imprisonment to violate these
restrictions, cannot properly be deemed a law in relation to property in
the sense in which those words are used in the 92nd section."

Sir, that language is plain ; and the hon. gentleman cannot
point out any portion of that decision, which is ambigu.
ous. He refers to no part of the dcision ; but he arrogates
to himself the right to say, that there is vo doubt about it,
there can be no doubt whatever about it. Now, Sir, what
is the case to-day ? The Government fnds itself in this
dilemma, and is bound to relieve itself of the responsi-
bility and difficulty which exists, in some way, and with
the view of promoting temperance, and a desire to see
that the sale of intoxicating liquors is not left unre-
stricted, proposes this course. The Conservative party
has always taken that view of the question, and during the
last twenty years has favored the imposing of such
restrictions on the sale of intoxicating liquors, as will pre-
vent the deplorable state of things that has so often
occurred in this country. Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman
says: "What did the right bon. gentleman do some years
ago with regard to this question when before Parliament ?"
But we, Sir, know this much-that for year after year the
stock-in-trade of hon. gentlemen on the opposite side of
the House, was the enactment of a prohibitory liquor
law, upon every platform in the Province of Ontario, and in
the Dominion, these gentlemen paraded their ideas as to the
passage of a prohibitory liquor law, before the people, and
said: " Place ùs in power and see what we will do; we will
give you a prohibitory liquor law, if we get into power."
And what was the result ? Why, the member for East
York said, when thcy attained power : "The time has not
yet arrived. You must educate the people on that ques-
tion. We must not force it summarily on them." They
did have a law passed-the Scott Act-and what was the
result ? An enormous amount of litigation and law, with
which the temperance men are not satisfied. It is neither
the one thing or the other. If they had given the people
what they wanted we would not have the Scott Act on the
Statute-book. These hon. gentleman did not want to im-
pose restrictions at all on the traffic; but the Government
do not propose to do that. Sir, the hon. gentleman wen t on in
a sort of badinage manner, to speak about the Conservative
Convention which was held in the city of Toronto, and said
it was simply the reflex of the opinion of the Government.
We have heard a good deal about the abuse of the Grit Con-
vention by the leading organ of the Conservative party ;
but, Sir, the hon. gentleman might have admitted what was
the fact, that that Convention was simply called for the
purpose of passing resolutions for Mr. Mowat; and I want
no better authority, as to this fact, than the one which I
have before me. There was at that Convention a certain
delegate, who also is proprietor of, or writer for a very
prominent paper in Winnipeg; and Sir, if these hon. gentle.
men want an antidote to the poison, which they said the
Mail had disseminated, we have it here in the copy of the
Daily Sun of January 6th, 1883:

"The Liberal Convention has been held in Toronto, and is now a
thing of the past. It has done what it was predicted to do, having
simply passed a number of out-and-dried resolutions, and paid its hom.
age to Premier Mowat. But we see little use of these one-sided demon-
strations; a Convention of thinking men, holding diverse opinions,
called to compare notes and cross arguments, would have some sense li
it, but a crowd of jumping-jacks moved by a string, does not impress
one with the dignity and independence of human nature."

TV,, .4k bo ni"- 1n ýý'4h 4 w%

hi 1s 1181the c1racter WLIch we haveOr fUhatUonvention from

Then at the bottom of page five we also find this: one of themselves : that the members of it were a set of
'Next, their Lordships cannot tbink that the Temperance Acti e jumping jacks. llowever, that is a mere matter of taste.

tien probably belongs to the class of subjects, "Property and Civil Tey know best themselves the character of the men who
Rights." It bas in its legal aspect an obvious afid close similarity to were there; although I am not disposed to underrate the
laws which place restrictions on the sale or custody of poisonous drugs, or integrity, ability or honesty of the men who attended thatof dangerously explosive substances. These things, as well as intoxicat-
ing liquors, can of course, e held as propery, but a aw pa ConventionImerely point this out to show that while
restriction on their sale, custody or removal, on the ground that the 1 those hon. gentlemen try to make light of the resolutions
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passed at the instance of the hon. gentleman, his own friends
were of the opinion that the Convention consisted of a lot of
jumping jacks. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have grea-t pleasure in
supporting the resolution of the right hon. gentleman. I
support it because we find ourselves in an unfortunate
dilemma. The law declares beyond all question, to any un-
prejudiced mind, that the jurisdiction as to the sale of intox-
icating liquors is not in the hande of the Local Legislatures.
Knowing this to be the case, as a mandesirous of promot-
ing temperance principles throughout the country, and of
seeing these properly encouraged and developed throughout
the land, I desire to see some legislation adopted, by means of
which all doubt on this subject may be removed; and I believe
tliat, whether the Bill is introduced by the Government
itself, or by this Committee, we will obtain what we so
much desire-a law placed on the Statute-book, which will
prevent the wholsale sale of intoxicating liquors. This Com-
mittee, as I understand it, cannot be clothed with constitu-
tional powers, but is simply intended to assimilate the laws
of the different Provinces; if they accomplish that object,
I think it will bc a move in the right direction, and one
whicb will be acceptable to the whole country.

Motion (Sir John A. Macdonald) agreed to·on the follow-
ing division:-

YEs:
Messieurs

Allison,
Baker (Missisquoi),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bourbeau,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burns,
Cameron (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Cuthbert,
Daoust,
D Lwson,
Desauilniers,
Dickinson,
Dodd,
Dugas,
Dundas,

Allene
Arnistrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Béçhard,
Dernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (St. John),
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (lenfrew),
Oasey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cockburn,

Dupont, McDougald,
Farrow, McGreevy,
Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)McLelan,
Ferguson (Welland), McNeil,
Fortin, Massue,
Foster, Méthot,
Fréchette, Moffat,
Gagné, Montplaisir,
Gigadlt, Orton,
Girouard (Jac. Cartier),Paint,
Girouard (Kent), Pinsonneault,
Grandbois, Pope,
Guilbault, Richey,
Guillet, Riopel,
Hackett, Robertson (Hamilton),
Haggart, Robertson (Hastings),
Hall, Rykert,
Hawkins, Shakespeare,
Hay, Small,
Hesson, Smyth,
Hickey, Sproule,
Hilliard, Tassé,
Homer, Taylor,
Hurteau, Tilley,
Ives, Tupper (Pictou),
Jamieson, Tyrwhitt,
Kilvert, Valin,
Kinney, Vanasse,
Kranz, Wallace (Albert),
Langevin, Wallace (York),
Lesage, White (Cardwell),
Macdonald (Sir John), White (Hastings),
McDonald (Cap Breton)Wigle,
Mackintosh, Williams,
McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wood (Westmoreland),
McCallum, Woodworth,
McCartby, Wright.-ll1.

NAs :

Messieurs

Fleming,
Forbes,
Geoffrion,
Gillmor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Holton,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Keefier,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,

MeMullen,
Mulock,
Pickard,
Platt,
Ray,
Rinfret,
Ross (Lisgar),
Ross (Middlesex),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Sutherland (Selkirk),
Thompso n,
Trow,
Watson,

Cook,
Davi,
Fairbank,
Fisher,

MoMillan (Buron),
Mcoraney,
McIntyre,
Mclsaac,

Weldon,
Wells,
Wheler,
Wilson.-63.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the said paragraph be referred to a Select Coamit.tee of seven-

teen members, with power to send for persons, papers and records, and
to report by Bill or otherwise, and that the eaid Committee be composed
of Messrs. Blake, Ross (Middlesex), McCarthy, Cameron (North Victoria),
Blanchet, Laurier, Desjardins, Casgrain, Hall, Foster (King's County,
New Brunswick), Burpee (St. John), Richey, Robertson (Shelburne),
Brecken, Royal, Baker (Victoria. B. 0.), and the n-over, and that the
Rule as to limitation and selection of members be suspended.

Mr. BLAKE. I object to the motion as submitted by the
mover, for the suspension of the 78th Rule of the louse.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion can be divided.
M r. BLAKE. I do not think our Rules can bo suspended

by a bare majority of the House.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes they can.
Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.
Mr. SPEAK ER. I think that as notice has been given it

is within the power of the House to suspend or change the
rule. If notice had not been given the Rule could not have
been suspended.

Mr. BLAKE. Then you rule that a bare majority of the
House can suspend the Rule.

Mr. SPEAKER. I know of no Rule by which more than
a majority is required for the suspension of a Rule.

Mr. BLAKE. I object to serving on this Committee, on
the Rule that no member can be nominated on a Committee
who has declared himself against it.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think that an hon. member can
object to any particular part of a resolution and not to tho
whole of it.

Mr. BLAKE. I object to it all from top to toe.
Mr. SPEAKER. One part of the resolution is with

regard to preventing the unrestrained sale of intoxicating
liquors, and the other is as to whether legislation by the
Dominion Parliament will be necessary. That is for the
Committee to determine. I think there is nothing which
will prevent the flouse which made the Rule from suspend-
ing it by a majority.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 never heard before thut a Standing Rule
could be set aside except by consent. They can be altered
only by the alteration of the Standing Rule.

Ur. SPEAKER. Not in case notice is given.
Mr. BLAKE. It must be a notice to alter the Standing

Rule, and the Standing Rule must be altered.
Mr. SPEAKER. Notice may be given to suspend or alter

a Rule for a particular occasion.
Mr. BLAKE. Then they can be altered for ail time.
Mr. SPEAKER. . I think notice having been given, it is

for the House to say whether they shall suspend the Rule
or not.

Mr. BLAKE. And I suppose you rule accordingly, and
that the motion is in order, and that, notwithstanding my
declaring myself against the motion, I am stili obliged to
serve.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think a member can absolve
himself from serving on a Committee by declaring himself
against any particular part of a motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I declare myself against the principle and
substance of the matter to be committed.

Mr. SPEAKER. Of coure if the hon. gentleman makes
that deolaration he need not serve.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then if the hon. gentle-
man does not choose to serve, we can strike out bis name
and put on anothar.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all. All of us agree to the same
declaration, and we intend to abide by it.

Sir JOHN. A. MACDONALD. I did not hear anyone
object but the hon. gentleman.

Some hon. MEMBERS. We all object.
Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think some of the hon.

gentlemen who have just risen had botter have waited
until they were asked to serve.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Do I understand that the point of
order has been decided ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The Rule is decidedly that any hon.
member who declares against the principle or substance of
a Bill, resolution, or matter to be committed, cannot be
nominated on a Committee.

Mr. MAKCENZ[E. Because I have a perfect recollection
that when the hon. gentleman opposite, some years ago,
moved for a Committee to consider the Insolvency Laws, he
announced publicly that he would put my name on the
Committee, only that he knew I was opposed to the Act.

Sir JOHN A. MAÇDONALD. Quite right.
Mr. MACKENZIE. On the same principle, every one on

this side is opposed to the striking of the Committee for this
puirpose-that is the principal object, not the ulterior
object-and the formation of the Committee in toto.

Mr. SPEAKER. It seems to me that the principle ere
is the prevention of the unrestrained sale of intoxicating
liquor.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I think the principle involved is the
formation of this Committee.

Mr. SPEAKER. I decide that the motion being for the
suspension of the whole Rule the hon. member cannot raise
the objection he las raised, and refuse to serve on the ground
he has stated.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I made up my mind long ago to declare
myself against the motion, for while I would be willing to
help the Government on any measure of this kind, I shall
not serve on the Committee unless I am forced to do
so by the Rules of the House, because I am entirely
opposed to referring this matter to a Committee.
I am entirely opposed to the hon. gentleman's motion, and
I do not want to serve on this Committee. It is very
evident from the beginning that this motion is a sham
motion. Not only does the bon. gentleman not want to
take the responsibility of bringing this measure before the
House, but he will not have it brought at all. We shall
never see this measure this Session; the Committee will
have the matter in hand for three or four or six weeks, and
will not make a report. The hon. gentleman proposes to
put upon the Journals of the House a bad precedent, which
should not be there. (Translation). I said a minute ago, in
English, that I considered the measure now proposed to us
was altogether opposed to my own ideas, and that I can in
no way accede to the principles involved therein. On the
contrary, I am opposed in all possible ways to the subject
matter as well as its form and all it contains. I do not
want to render myself an accomplice of a precedent, of a snare,
are prepared beforehand for my downfall, but which, thank
God, I was fortunate onough to see before treading upon it.
I said just now that I wanted to follow, without wavering,
the maxim laid down by a Tory of the purest water, the
very chief of 1er Majesty's loyal Opposition in England,
who refused to assume the responsibility of rendering the
Government any service as a Government, but would let
that Government bear the whole responsibility of their

Mr. SPRuZrn.

actions. It is for a similar reason that I this day enter my
protest in the most formal manner against this mode of
procedure. This procedure is such, Mr. Speaker; that 1
feel grieved to see it adopted by a man who bas, for such a
longth of time, been actively engaged in polities. That
hon. gentleman has occupied a seat in this House for nearly
half a century, and I am induced to believe that as ho grows
older the strength of his youth is weakening, and ho bas
not the same liberal tendencies as heretofore ; on the con-
trary, the more he advances in years, the more bis Conser-
vative principles affirm theinselves, and this, I believe, to
the detriment of thebest interests of the country. I forgot
just now to read a very interesting Rule of this House that
we all should know. I would like to refor to the forms of
proceedure in this House, and in order to refresh the mem-
ory of certain hon. members, I will read the Rule which
forbids that any member of this flouse be interrupted whi le
speaking, unless in cases provided by rale 15, as follows:-

''No Member may speak twice to a Question, except in explanation
of a material part of his speech, in which he may have been misconceiv-
ed, but then he is not to introduce new matter. A reply is allowed to
a Member who has made a substantive motion to the House, but not to
any Member who has moved an Order of the day, or an Instruction to
a Committee."

With that, Mr. Speaker, I will conclude, and I protest, as I
have just said, against my name being put on that Com-
mittee.

Motion (Sir John A. Macdonall) agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Monday next I shall move:
I give notice that on

That as Messrs. Ross (Middlesex), Blake, Burpee (St. John),
Laurier, Casgrain, and Robertson (Shelbarne), have declared that
they decline to sit on the Select Committee on the paragraph of the
Speech from the Throne read to-day, Messrs. Shakespeare, Bowell,
Burns, Gigault, Landry and Allison be appointed members of the same,
and that the 78th Rule of this House be suspended for that purpose.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the Flouse.

Motion agreed to; and (at 10.20 o'clock p.m.) the flouse
adjourned.

HROUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 19th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRa YERLs.

LOYAL ORANGE ASSOCIATION.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 87) to incorporate the Loyal Orange Association
of British America.

Bill read the first time.

Mr. WHITE (East Hastings) moved that the Bill be read
the second time to-morrow.

Mr. COURSOL moved, in amendment, that the Bill now
before the Flouse be read the second time this day six
monthis.

Mr. SMALL. This is a very unusual proceeding. The
hon. gentleman is not aware what the nature of the Bill is.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I may just say that I think
this is the fourteenth Session I have been in this House,
and this is the first tim , t my knowledge, when a motion
like the one moved by the hon. member for Montreal East
has been made by any hon. me:nber on either side of the
Flouse. It seoms to me *a very strange proceeding, con-
sidering that the hon.gentleman, who has made the motionê
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does not even know the contents of the Bill. Is it honest ?
la it fair ? Is it intelligent ? Is it impartial ? Is it the kind
of treatment that I should receive from that hon. gentleman,
or from his fellow countrymen ? I think it is not. I think it
is treatment which a free, intelligent and enlightened people
will not put up with. It is tyrannical, unjust, and unmanly.
I think there are enough real, true, genuine, honest-minded
men in the House of Commons to-day, elected by the inde-
pendent electors of this great Dominion of Canada, to give
us at least the second reading of the Bill Let the Bill ho
printed and distributed to members so that they may be
informed of its contents. If there is anything in the Bill
against the individual or the State - if there is anythirg in
it that should not be presented to this House, I shall have
no objection to the hon. gentleman finding fault with it,
and speaking against it, and working against it. I ask him
if there has been anything which ho has introduced into the
House during the last fourteen years connected with any
society to which he belongs, or with the church of his
choice, that I or any man stood up to say a word against.
On the contrary, i have, on all occasions, and under all
circumstances, thrown down the olive branch in this
House, in order that we might have peace and prosperity
in this country. Such being my record, I come here
with a Bill asking for what ? Asking that a society of
which I am a humble member shall have the right to
buy and hold its own propePty, and put buildings upon
it, and sell it if we wish. I ask this free and irdepen-
dent Parliament if that Bill is t, be crushed ont? Are we
not to be allowed to buy, and pay for, and hold our own
property? Are we not to be allowel to hire mechanics to
erect buildings, or to sell those buildings if necessary, and
divide the proceeds among the orphans or the widows of the
society to which we belong ? If we are not a loyal society-
crush us out. If we are not a moral society-crush
us out. It we are not a body of upright conscientious
men, who uphold what we believe to be right-erush
us out. I trust, however, that we shall have fair play, for
that is all we ask for; we ask for no favors. We do
not ask that this House should relieve i'ny body of men
from paying taxes. We are willing to pay taxes. We
are willing to adhere to every law passed by this House or
the Imperial Parliament. I am sorry that an hon. gentle-
man, whom I have always respected so highly, should feel
that he owes it as a duty to any class of the community to
prevent the Bill from being printed or circulated. I trust
that the debate, if we are going to have one, will be carried
on in a courteous manner, and that there will be found honest
members enough in this House to vote against this dis-
courteous, unnecessary, and unmanly motion. I hope there
is independence enough in this flouse to give us fair play-
British fair play. Crush a man! Ilang him without trial!
Crush him out ot once! I say it is a shame for any man
claiming to be a courteous Frenchman to do it. But I
believe we will have an independent and honest vote on this
question.

Mr. COURSOL. Mr. Speaker, I never, in the course of
my life, did anytbing unmanly, I never allowed a man to
tell me I was doing an unmanly act, and if an expression
like that were used out4de of this Hou e, I would resent it.
But, Sir, I have used the privilege I posse-s as a member of
this House. I have used my own discretion in endeavorirg
to defeat a measure which I think ought to be defeated.
In adopting the course I have adopted, I have donc so for
the purpose of preventing a discussion which must neces
sarily be acrimonious, must necessarily ttend to excite vilent
passions I have lived, Sir, in the largest city of the
Dominion since I have been born; I have lived among-t
people of different religions, and amongst the brethren of
the hon. gentleman, on fi-endly terms; I have occupied
public positions ; I have administered justice to the best
of my ability, and I defy any man to say that I ever

did one unmanly act, or one that has placed a stain
upon my reputation. In making this motion, I desired
to prevent a .discussion upon this measure, feeling, as
I do, that it is unconstitutional, that it is not required for
the country, that it is for the incorporation of a secret
society, which we have no right to incorporate. If it
is only a benefit seciety, let the hon. gentleman go to
the Province of Ontario, or any other Province, and get
it incorporated. We have a right to prevent the incor-
poration of societies in the Province of Quebec which are
illegal by the law of that Province. I have no desire, God
knows, to croate any ill-feeling. I have only donc my duty.
I have made this motion with my eyes open, and r hope
the hn. gentleman will submit to the vote of this House
without any discussion. It ho believes that ho is right,
and that ho can carry a majority of this House for
his Bill, this is the time to do it; let the House defent
my motion, and then the Bill can be discussed. But, if
this motion is defeated, and the discussion is allowed
to take place, we know, from the very words which have
fallen from the lips of the lion. genleinan himself, what
kind of a discussion wo shall have. Will it conduce to
the benefit of the country at large? Will it heal the wounds
that rankie in thé breasts of men from their religious opi-
nions ? I think it would be far botter to avoid such discussions
altogether. For my part I never discuss religious opinions.
I respect the religious opinions of evory man; but there are
certain fixed principles which I cannot depart from, and
when these principles come up I am boun I to do ny duty,
and I believe I have donc so in this ins!anco.

Mr. WALLACE (York). I wish to say a few words on the
motion made by the hon. member for Montreal East. If the
object of the hon. gentleman was to prevent discussion on
this question, I think ho has taken the wrong nothod of
doing it. If the Orange Bill is not passed by this IIouse, I
am certain that a large proportion of the population of the
country will feel that a groat injustice has been done to
them; but if it is not even allowed to be introduced, they
will feel that they have been subjected to a double injustice.
I believe the feeling of fair play Is too strong in the House
of Commons of Canada to prevent this Bill being brought in
and discussed on its morits. If it is wrong, let the majority
vote against it; but the House bas not yet had an opp>rtu-
nity of knowing whetber it is wrong or not. The motion
of the hon. member for Montreal East doos a great wrong to
an organization that is loyal to the British Empire. It is
loyal not only in Canada, butin every portion of the Empire;
and I think it is the duty of the Hlouse to allow the Bill to
go to its second reading, and thon to proceed on its merits.

Mr. CA Ni ERON (Victoria). Lt must be allowed that the
motion of the hon. member for Montreal East is a very un-
usual one at this stage. When a Bill is thrown out at ifs
first reading, thore must be something so monstrous, so
iniquitous, so shocking about it, that Parliament will not
take the opportunity of discussirg or consider ing it. My
hon. friend says that his object in moving this arrendment,
is that there sbhould not be a discussion now. I do not think
that course would be consistent with the dignity or pro-
priety of Parliamert. We ought not to vote upon a inatter
without diseu-sion. We ought to understaind what we are
doing ; and it*thi Bill is se ojection:able that it ought to be
thrown out at the very first rcading, the oe-jections should
be stated. Surely when a t>oly such as that which now
cones heoe an] asks fbr the more pernision i t hold
and convey propîerty, they aie entitieJ, at least, to a
res)ectful heatrig. If there is any objection to their
application on tie grond tiat i is not within our constitu-
tional powers topass such an Aet-which my lhon. fiieud
said was bis reason for moving this amondmnent-that
is a matter which onght to be discussed. We ought
to have an opportunity of hearing or knowing from the
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hon. members cf the House who are cognizant with the
subject, whether it comes within the functions of Parliatent
or not, and not kick out the Bill without knowing what is
in it. I would ask the hon. member for Montreal East if
4e has read this Bill, and knows what its provisions are, or
whether he simply makes this motion because he imagines
and believes it contains provisions which it would be im-
proper for him to support. If he does not, wby should he
move that it be kicked out of the House immediately after its
introduction. If he doos, he ought to state bis objections, and
the House ought to have an opportunity of discussing them.
The very ab3ence of discussion and the motion he bas intro-
duced will have the effect of producing a most acrimonious
discussion and ill will, more especially in the Province of
Ontario. It would be far botter the Bill should be discussed
on its merits, -and then, if the House thinks that the Bill
should not be passed, be rejected, and not be treated in the
discourteous and unheard of mannerin which my hon. friend
would treat it by bis motion. I ask my hon. friend, and
those who are of his opinion, to deal with others as they
would be dealt with. When a Bill of this kind is introduced
in the interests of a large portion of the community, who
may differ from my bon. friend in their religious opinion,
the same consideration should be shown that I think the
members in this House who differffrom my hon. friend in
religious opinion, are always prepared to give those ques-
tions and lills affectina the religions institutions and
affairs of the church to which ho belongs, whon brought
before this House. I am not aware that any hon. member
of this House who may belong to the Orange Association-
and I believe there are some-have ever stood up and voted
against any Bill to incorporate any Catholie institution to
give them all the -powers of holding propery they ask for,
simply cecause they were Catholie. If~this House has not
treated him and his co-religionists in that way, why should
he turn around and treat us so? I beg the bon. gentleman
to reflect before pressing bis motion, which will introduce
much bad feeling in the House amogst his own friends,
and allow the BiIl to go to a second reading, and be fairly
discussed on its merits.

Mr. CURRAN. I rise to say a few words on this subject,
not for the purpose of discnssing the Orange question-as
we may call it--because, in the interests of peace and har-
mony, and to avoid saying anything which would hurt the
feelings of any one in the community, it was generally
understood no discussion should take place at this stage of
the proceedings. I think, however, very much more cour-
tesy bas been shown on this occasion in this Parliament
than was shown on the last occasion, when this matter came
up before the Legislature of the United Canadas. Then,
the Bill was opposed on its first reading. For peace and
courtesy sake, in order to avoid the appearance of any iIl-
will, the first reading of this Bill was allowed to pass. One
of the hon, members bore said that. this petition bad not
been received; that the Bill had not been received; that its
first reading had not been allowed. That is not the case.
This House has allowed all that. Contrary to the pro.
ceedings on a former occasion, the first reading bas been
allowed, and now this motion is put, distinctly for the pur-
pose of avoiding any acrimonious discussion. We have been
told bore that no Bill was ever thrown out of this Liouse,
simply because it applied for the incorporation of any Catho-
lic association. No Bill will ever be thrown out of this
House simply because it applies for the incorporation of a
Protestant association-not, at all events, with my vote.
Nor, if my voice can prevent it, will any Bill be thrown out
in an unceremonious manner, as they call it, simply because
it is a Protestant Bill. This is a question of' the incorpora-
tion of the Orange Society, and the word " Orange" explains
the whole m'i ter. It is one which belongs to history. If
this Houme, with its knowledge of history ; with what it
knows of the effects of Orangeitm, is really prepared to pro-

Mr. CAMl!!RoN (Victoria).

nounce upon this question without any further debate, then,
in the name of peace and harmony, let us divide the House
without any discussion. When the time for the discussion
of the merits of this question shall bave come, if it should
ever come-and I hope it may not-I shall be prepared to
give my opinion on the law and facts of the matter. In the
meantime, 1 approve of the amendment of my hon. friend.

Mr. SCRIVER. During the fourteen or fifteen years in
wbich I have had the honor of occupying a seat iu this
Ilouse, I recollect only one or two occasions when a step
similar to that taken by the bon. member for Montreal
East, bas been taken in this louse. I recollect no occasion
upon which a motion similar to that made by my hon.
friend bas been carried here. I remember a few years ago,
upon the introduction of a Bill providing for the abolition
of the Supreme Court, the introduction of the Bill was
resisted and a vote taken. I recollect very well the discus-
sion which then took place. The position taken by the
hon. leader of the House was to the effect that it was not
the practice in this House to discuss B lis upon their intro-
duction; and that it was only treating any hon. member
who chose to introduce a Bill, with the courtesy due to him
as a member of this House, that the Bill should take its first
reading. The hon. member who has just sat down bas said
that that courtesy bas been carried as far as it could be
consistently, by those who sympathize with him in those
views, by allowing the Bill to be introduced and its first
reading taken; and he held that now was the proper timo
to resist any further progress. I appeal to the common
sense of bon. members if the effect of the amendment of the
hon. member for Montreal East is not the sane as an op-
position to the introduction of the Bill. The pioper time,
in ail Parliamentary practice, for the discussion of the
principles involved in any Bill, is upon the second reading.
i am opposed to this motion, because I think it would be
discourteous to an hon. member of this House, who lias
long sat here and conducted himself1in such a way as to win
the respect and esteem of ail those who have sat here with
hlm. I oppose it, also, bocause I think it would not be fair
and just to a large section of our community to refuse this
Bill the opportuity of coming up for a second readirg In
so doing, I express no opinion whatever, for I think the
proper time bas not come for an expression of opinion as to
the merits of the Bill. If the Bill is suffered Lo go to its
second reading, I shall then take occasion, and consider it
my duty, to make known my opinions, and to act upon
them with reference to this measure. But, in the meantime,
1 appeal to the hon. members of this House to do no more
than what I consider an act of simple courtesy and simple
justice, and defeat the motion in amendment of the hon.
member for Montreal East.

Mr. BURNS. fHon. gentlemen who have spoken in sup-
port of the motion for the second reading of this Bill have
argued as if the principles involved in it were a nw prin-
ciple, or at a'I events an unknown principle. It is not neces-
sary for me, I am sure, to remind this House that the merits
of Bills of this character have beeni diqeussed again and
again, in almost every Province ot the Dominion-I think
in every Province of the Dominion. In some Provinces
Bills of a similar character have been pa;sed and beome
law. As I understand it, this Bill bas ema- atei fiom
Ontario, and I take it that it is not within the domain of
this Parli ment to deal with a measure of this kind. We
are here as conervators of the peace aud harmony of the
Dominion ; we are bere to do what we can to promote good
feel.;g bctween the different casses of people. With a
view of carrying out that view, the opponents of the mea-
sure have thought that the better c urse to pursue would be
to deal wth the Billin what might b c:alled a sutnriary
manner. If the principles of the Bill were new, if they
were unkrown, then the mover of this niotion in aritnd-
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ment might be called discourteous; but, under these circum-
stances, I do not think ho is open to that charge. le has
shown a desire to respect the feelings of the majority of this
House who wish to avoid discussion. I think I am warranted
in making that statement ; at all events I am warranted in
making the statement that the body in this House who are
opposed to that Bill are a unit in their own desire to pre-
vent a discussion. If it were necessary to go into a discus-
s'on, facts might be adduced and argument offered to show
why this Bill should not be passed, but the time for that
ias not.yet arrived. The hon. gentleman who moved this

Bill has said that it dees not aim at any individual. No,
Mr. Speaker, it does not aim at any mndividual; but under
cover of a desire to be enabled to hold property, I think it
aims at a particular denomination in this country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. BURNS. Well, if I may be allowed to support the

statement I have made, I shall do so with a great deal of
hesitation. I could go into facts to show that I make no
idle statement. A gentleman on my left thinks I had botter
not go into the facts, and perhaps I had better not. One
statement the hon, gentleman has made calls for some re-
marks from me. He spoke of that association as being an
ultra-loyal association. Well, is it necessary that an asso-
ciation should be established and maintained in Canada of
an ultra-loyal character? Is it necessary that a society of
that kind, having loyalty as its flag, should have an exist-
ence in Canada? I do not think it is. I am not going to
argue now whether they can claim the merit of being ultra-
loyal. History proves that there are other denominations
in this Dominion which have shown their loyalty over and
over again, whenever required. Reference has also been
made to the fact, that whenever a Bill to incorporate a re-
ligious society pertaining to the Roman Catholic Church,
has been introduced into this flouse, it has not received the
treatment this Bill is receiving. But, as has been said by
the hon. member far Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran), this is
not a religions society; if it were it would receive the same
treatment that is given to every Bill ha ing for its object
the incorporation of a rehigious society. Whon a Bill is
introduced into this House referring to any Protestant or
Catholic society, no question is raised as to whether it
should become law. It is taken for granted that it should
become law. I simply rose for the purpose of refuting the
charge that those who are opposed to the Bill are treating
the promoters of it with any discourtesy, and I do now for-
mally ropel that charge.

- give the petitioners the courtesy and thé same fair play
i which are extended to every other class of subjects-allow

the motion for another stage to carry, ard then consider it
on Its merits.

Mr. HAWKINS. Asa new member of this House, I bog
to crave its indulgence for a few minutes. If I could have
chosen, I would have selected some other subject and some
other occasion upon which to address this honorable Houso;
but I cannot sit bore in my capacity as a member of this
flouse and give a silent vote upon this question. Should 1sup-
port the resolution of the hon. member from Montreal East,
undoubtedly I should want the reasons to go to the country
why I had taken so unusual a course, why I had supported
a resolution to kick the measure out of the House, to refuse
to receive it into consideration, to refuse even to know
what is asked for in this Bill. Although only a very short
time a member of this H1ouse, I have already seen resolu-
tions introduced for the incorporation of different
societies-

An hon. MEMBER. fear, bear.
Mr. HAWKINS. I do not know who the hon. member

is who says "hear, hear," but before I have done, perhaps,
I will make him say " hear, hear " in carnest. Mr. Speaker,
I have seen measures introduced for the incorporation of
religious bodies with which I am connected, and of which I
am a member. I have seen them receive due consideration,
their merits examined, and the Bills sent to Committees to
be reported npon. I have also soen the same course adopted
in respect of measure3 introduced for collegiate and other
purposes respecting other creeds in the community; but it
remaine: for me, coming from the great Province of Onta-
rio, a Rôman Catholie, and a representative from the most
Protestant riding in the Province, to hear this proposition
treated in a manner that I have not heard advocated or
proposed with respect to any other measure laid before this
honorable House. The other evening,when a resolution was
introduced into this House to decide the King's County
(P. E. I.) Election case, by what I would consider a
prejudging of the case-not upon its merits, but according
to the party feelings of hon. mmberns-I, for one, felt per-
fbectly justified in voting against the resolution that pro-
ceeded from the other side of the flouse, because I believed
the matter should be referred to a Committee, and should be
reported upon by a Committee.

Mr. SPEAKER. Tho hon. member is not in order in
referring to a past debate.

Mr. AUGER. Of course, I an a stranger to the Orange Mr. HAWKINS. Upon the same grounids, in respect to

Soiety-I know nothing of it except from report; but I this question, I desire to know what the promoters of the

shall vote for the motion for the second reading of this Bill, Bill ask from this House, what powers the *Bill seks to

reserving my rights, after having studied the Bill no confer on those who ask for it; and if I find, upon examina-

before the louse, to vot e against it at another stage. tion, that their object are not compatible the publie
Iwelfare ; if I find upon examination and discussion, when

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am not an Orangeman, never was the merits of this question have beer gone into, that
an Orangeman, and I fool pretty sure that I shall never it is something contrary to the public interests,
become one. But, Sir, I believe in British fair play. What contrary to the interests of society at large,
are the facts of the case ? Here are a large class of our thon, in my capacity as a member of this House, I
fellow subjects who have all the same rights that we have, am determined to vote against it, and vote to throw it out.
and who come here asking us for an Act of incorporation. But we have been told that it was thought, and it was
Now, Sir, if I understand anything about the matter, the decided, inadvisable that there should be any discussion
right of petition is one secured to every British subject. upon this question. May I be allowed to ask who those
They have a right to come here and ask that their views b hon. mombers are, and upon whose counsels it has been
carried out in the shape of legislation, if we sec fit to do so. determined, that a matter brought before this House for its
What is the request made us in this case ? We are asked serious, earnest and impartial consideration, should be
that the House should not bo allowed even to consider the burked in the manner which we have heard propodsed in
matter which is asked for in this petition. The motion of respect to this measure ? I say, coming as I do f rom the
the hon. member for Montreal East goes even further, and great Province of Ontario, and being widely familiar with
declares that the House shall not be allowed to know what the feelings of that great body of which I have the honor of
the petition contains. Most of the members of this flouse being a humble meniber, that I do not believe my constitu-
have never seen the Bill. Now, I do not mean to say that ents, either Catholie or Protestant, nor the Catholice of the
I am going to vote for it; but I do want to sec Ibis louse Province at large, would justify me in voting to treat this

s3
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question in the discourteous manner, as I conceive it to be, Mr. HAWKINS. An hon. gentleman says, why don't
which bas been proposed on the floor of this Iotuse. Now, they go there ? Now, further on in my remarks I may
whatever may have been the history of the association that explain that matter. They have gono there, and they have
went under a similar name in other lands, I am been received in a manner which was very hypocritical. A
satisfied that in this country, at this time of measure was passed in the Legislature of the Province of
day, there is no man who will stand up in this House and Ontario; but owing to certain reasons, an explanation of
attempt to prove that the organization seeking incorpora- which should come from the other aide of the House, that
tion at our hands is disloyal. Neither will any man stand measure was never placed on the Statute-book. Well, Mr.
up in this House and successfully prove that the association Speaker, the principle of the Bill bas been conceded by the
is illiberal in its treatment of the body to which I belong. Government of Ontario; and 1, as a Roman Catholic, wish
Why, Mr. Speaker, there would be no members in this to know why I should raise my voice and vote against this
House hailing from the Province of Ontario of the Roman measure? Why, after the principle bas been conceded,
Catholic persuasion, were it not for the principles of broad after our people have known and lived side by side with
liberality which prevail everywhere in the Province of this institution during the past forty years, after the gen-
Ontario among the members of this association. I do not oral feeling of the Catholics of the Province of Ontario bas
say this Bill should pass, I do not say it is in the public come to be a feeling of indifferenc-for that is the correct
interest that this measure should pass as it stands, nor do I word, and the feeling of the Catholics of the Province
believe we have a knowledge of what the particulars of the of Ontario is a feeling of total indifference regarding the
case are. All I know is this : that a great body of loyal matter, during the past ten years, during which it bas
citizens scattered through every Province of this great been made the chief question, the chief bone of contention,
Dominion, numbering in the Province of Ontario hundreds and the chief reason why the electors should go to the poils
of thousands, have approaehed the foot of the and should vote in favor of a political party-I should
Throne and this House in a spirit of respectful oppose this Bill? And why is this the case? Because of
consideration, and have asked the incorporation of their what ? Because a large body of gentlemen in the Province
society. I conceive this flouse will not be treating this of Ontario, numbering hundreds of thousands, seek incorpo-
question in the same spirit of liberality and of toleration ration ! And what do they Eeck at the bands of this House,
that it is accustomed to treat all matters coming within its and of the country? Why, I am told, all that they ask is
cognizance, should the amendment be carried. I believe at the right to hold their own property-
this day no attempt should be made to prevent the discus- Mr. WHITE (East Hastings). That is all.
sion ofthis question. Why, are we, hailing from the Pro-
vince of Ontario, to be told that the Orange question should Mr. IHAWKIN S. And to own that which belongs to
not be discussed, or that it is something fnot proper to be the-
examined on its merits? The Government of our Province Mr. WHITE (East Hastings). That i- ail.
have forced it upon us as a leading issue during the pas ten M HAWKINS. And the right t be taken ont of the
years; and not only so, but the Liberal Administration of .rb
Ontario, when this question was laid before the Ontario position, out of the state of affairs which, a few years ago
Legislature, voted in a majority for the incorporation of the 'n the city of Kingston, resulted in the loss of $20,000 of
society, and the Bill passed the louse by a very large their means and of their property. How was this ? Because
majority. Although great complaints are made with respect they wore obliged to hold their property through trustees,
to the interference by this Governmont in questions of and, through the failure of the trustees, that proporty was lost
a Provincial character, this question was relegated to the association. Now, I am at a los--a total loss, Mr.
to Ottawa, but it was afterwards referred back, Speaker-to know how, in this Canada of ours, numbering
it being within the purview of the Local Legislature. very nearly half, as it does, of Roman Catholies, we can be
There the matter las remained from that day to this. In Placed in jeopardy er incur danger of any kind, by
Nova Scotia, I am informe: by my Catholie compatriots,lhe simply allowing this association to hold and own its own

passage of the Orange Incorporation Bill bas been accepted in property. I am at a total loss to know wby I, as a member
that Province as a peace offerivg, and it has been the means of.this House, should lift up my hand and vote to throw
of setting ascde the Old Country troubles and bitternesses this measure out without knowiug what it asks for, or with-
which shouhi neyer have found a foothold lu this country. 1 out knowing the necessities of those wbo are petitioning
am told further, by hon. members from the Province of New this oouse for in mcorporation, simply because of the preju-
Brunswick, that the passage of the Orange Incorporation dices ef some gentlemen, not against tho prciples ef this
Bill in that Provin-e bas had the effect of almost extinguish- measure, not agaIt the Act ,of corporation, but simrply
ing the Orange Order; that since this bone of contention was against the word "Orange" itself. Why, Mr. .Speaker,
removed, and since members of the organization have been when I sit down to my breakfast every mornig, they
able to feel there was no barrier to their receiving that place before me a dish with oranges iu it; and I think

measure ofconsideration at the bands of the legislators of the it would bo just as reasonable if I turned round to the

Province, which was meted out to ail other bodies in the Pro- waiter and said: "IHow dare you place that objectiona-
vince,the result bas been to renderOrange incorporation,from ble word, that objectionable color before me ?"-as that

a Catholic point of view, entirely and completely harmiess. hon. gentlemen, representatives of the people of Canada,
The result, as to Orange incorporation itself, from a in this the ninoteenth century,• should get up .in this
Catholic stand-point bas been entirely and completely satis fHouse and say, as they have actually said here to-day,
factory. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the Province of Ontario- "cWe do not object to the principle mnvolved in this Bill; we
and I do not pretend to speak with regard to any other Pro- do not object to the incorporation asked for at the bands of

vince-sending as it does upwards ofninety members to this this Society; we do not object to the idea that they should

House ofCommons, we know that according to the general hold and own their own property; but we do object to the

Act of incorporation, all such societies may go and receive in- word 'Orange!' We have an everlasting quarrel with that

corporation. We know that the officers of the Orange word; we have an everlasting quarrel with that color."
lodges in the Province of Ontario may go and get in- Why, Mr. Speaker, I cannot conceive that this House will
corporation under it, upon the payment of a very small accept of the proposition that bas been offered here, and
scm of money. that this measure will be thrown out l ithe manner which

bas been proposed. I cannot conceive, Mr. Speaker, that if
Mr. CU.RRAN. Why don't they go there hon. gentlemen believed that this was to be the final settle-

Mr. HAWKINS.
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ment of this question, that they should act in the manoer Mr. IVES. No, no.
pro osed. I cannot conceive that hon. gentlemen will come Mr. BOWELL. There are some who evidently think so or
to e conclusion that, if this were the last time and the only they would not have made the remarks whieh they have made.oceaion upon which this question could be submitted to the It may be that the hon.gentleman from Richmond and Wolfe
House, they could stand up in their places and treat it in this thinks he concentrates in himself all the knowledgo of allway; and, Mr. Speaker, my experience, as a candidate for the the members ; I am only referring to those who have already
Local Legislature ten years ago, and as a candidate for this addressed the House, some of whom objected to affirming
louse in 1878 and again as a candidate for a seat in this the principles of the Bill on the second reading. The motion
flouse in 1882, convinces me that this is one of the issues, is not upon the second reading of the Bill. The first read-
and one of the questions of the day; that it must be ing of the Bill has been accepted, and the hon. member for
met with, it must be dealt with on its merits, and that it East Hastings asks that a day shall be set in the future for the
must be so decided ; and consequently I prefer here in my second reading, and the amendment is that it shall not
place to-day to say I shall vote for the printing and fixing be read upon that particular day, whatever day it may be,
of a day for the second reading of this Bill, in order that but that it shall receive the second reading six months
it may come before the House; in order that we may hence. The hon. member for Centre Montrea[ stated that
have a thorough and complete examination of the whole this was the course pursued when the Bill was intro:luced
question, of the objects of these gentlemen, and of the in 1856. The hon. gentleman is not, I think, strictly cor-
reasons, why it should be submitted to this House of rect in that remark. The introduction of the Bill was made
Parliament. After that, afler being cognisant of all the by the thon momber for North Hastings. It was rend the
facts, after having weighed the question, after we have first time, and a motion for the six months' hoist
found what its effects will be on society, and upon the was proposed when the second reading was moved. Tho
interests of the country-then, Mr. Speaker, we can rise discourtesy with which an hon. gentleman claims the Bill
in our places and give an intelligent, and impartial, and is being treated is from the fact that the House is asked to
an unbiassed vote upon this question. Therofore, Mr. Speaker, refuse to allow the Bill to be considered at some future
I say before sitting down, I apologise +o the House for period. Now, whatever may be the opinion of the ma.
taking up so much of its time, but feeling as I do, coming jority or the minority upon the merits of the Bill, whicli is a
from the Province of Ontario, and having had as great, if question to be discussed hereafter, I think it would only be
not greater opportunities of knowing the views and the a matter of courtesy that a day should be fixed for the
wishes and the feelings of the Catholies of that great Pro- second. reading, and then when we come to dis-
vince, I could not bave sat here and given a silent vote on cuss the principle of the Bill-though I understand
this question; therefore I shahl vote to give this Bill the for I have not read it all, that it is simply intendel te givo
sane treatment and the same measure of due consideration power to hold certain property and erect buildings upon it-
and justice which is mcted out to every othier body in the we can discuss the whole question. If it be beyond our con-
community. stitutional powers let the Private Bills Committee treat it

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I feel like the lion. gentle- procisely as they would treat other Bills-throw out those
man who has just sat down, that I cannot give a silent vote clauses which are considered unconstitutional, and which
on this question ; still ut the same time, i shal make my belong exclusivoly to Local Legislatures. It seems to me
remarks exceedingly brief, as I do not intend to cnter intot woul be-Lwill not say tho more courteou, but cor-
its discussion just now; but I think, Mr. Speaker, that it tainly the more usual course to be taken in questions of this
would be exceedingly uncourteous and un fair to throw out There are other reasons which may induce many hon.
this Bill without knowing what is in it. This Bill has only members to vote against the Bill. I will not discuss these
now been introduced into the House ;and to give a vote to reasons just now, but I am satisfied ofthis, and I make the
throbn it out, without so much as ever looking into it, without a9sortion with a thorough knowledge of what I am speaking
so much as admitting a discussion of it, I think would be to -that it will not be to the detriment of the Orange insti-
say the least unwise. It may b all very well for hon. gent]e- tution if the principle upon which it is based is to have
men from the Province of Quebec to treat such a Bill in this a full, clear and calm discussion such as I think the louse
cavalier manner, but let me tell these hon. gentlemen that eould give it if necessary. The hon. member for Gloucester
the Orangemen of Ontario form a very large and influen- says it is well known what the principles ofthe Order are. I
tial body of the people. They form a great proportion of will not diEcussthat question, but I direct the hon. gentle-
the people of that Province; we cannot ignore their exist- man's attention to the remarks of the hon. member for
ence, for they are everywhere, and to throw out the Bill in Bothwell, who has spoken of the Order as he has found it in

this way, without even admitting it to discussion, I can Ontario, both as a private individual and during his political
assure hon. gentlemen would produce very bad feeling in career. I am glad to know, whatever may have been the
Ontario. I ask the hon. gentleman who last addressed this divisions between certain classes of society in the past, that
House, and who hs said that there are ninety members so far as their intercourse, private, social and political, lu

bore from the Province of Ontario, what is the reason that Ontario is concerned, both sides have learned the principle
there are so few Catholics among these members? Why of live and let live; and I think I can appeal on behalf of

are not they represented according to their population? the Orange body, to my Roman Cathohe fellow citizens

Simply from vexatious thing3 of this kind ; simply that a of Ontario, to say whether in our municipal council and lu
feeling of irritation is kept up by eue parto refusing te the our daily intercourse-political, social and municipal-they
fehngeofirita atndsietubonepar thy re gotitled. have not been met fairly and honestly upon general ques-
other the fair play and justice te which they are notitled. tions, apart, of course, from those questions in which it
The prieiple upon which I act is equal rights to all, and I might be believed, that the beliefs of that portion of
say it would be extremely unceurteous net to admit this thb rtsatcmuiy ih o ecniee
Bill to discussion, and shall therefore oppose the motion to the Protestant community might neth tconsiderod

crs i u hs nermnyu in jeopardy. I fiud ne fanît with- those whocrush it in this unceremonious way. differ from us, for in this free country under the British
Mr. BOWELL. I think it would be well before the Constitution we can happily all think and speak as we be-

motion is put that hon. gentlemen should understand pre- lieve on religions matters; and so long as one does not inter-
cisely what the motion is. From the remarks which have fere with the other we need have little fear of any collision
fallen from some other hon. gentlemen, it would seem that taking place. I am not going into a defence of the princi-
they are under the impression that they are about to vote ples of the Orange Order, but I can only say to the honorable
for or against the second reading. memller for Gloucester that if he takes the trouble to read
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the. constitution of the Order-that which is essential to the
initiation of an Orangeman-he would ftnd that with the ex-
ception of its being an organization of Protestants, ho would
say of it as was said to me by a prominent gentleman in the
House, high in his church, that ho thought that it was an
association of ultramontane Protestants. I suppose that it
will be granted that the Protestant proportions of the com-
munity have as good a right to be ultramontane Protestants
as the Catholics have to be ultramcntane Catholies; and
if it be now absolutely necessary that tiere should be a super-
loyal or ultra-loyal society in this country, bound to
maintain the connection between this country and
the British Crown, and to be ready on all occasions to
defend lier Majesty against either internal or externalt
attacks, certainly a society of that kind, so long as it
adheres to those principles, cannot, by any possibility, do
anyone any harn. I take itforgranted that every man who
values the connection between this and the Mother Country,
who values the British Constitution, and believes that
it contains within itself the greatest amount of liberty
which a free people can desire, that no one else should govern
the British portion of this continent except those who are
loyal to the British Crown, and if it is to be an objection to
this society that it is a loyal association, then let us know
it. I do not pretend to say that there are not others
equally as loyal as they, but I think that it is no objection
to any society, whether Catholic or Protestant, that it
should be called a loyal institution. I hope the Ilouse
will agree to fix a day for the consideration of this ques-
tion, and that is really all we have before us at present. If
on any future occasion the Bill is proceeded with, I, as a
member of that society. shall be prepared to discuss its
precepts and principles, and I think it can be shown that
they are such as very few members of any church or religious
body in this country will object to. But in the meantime
we have simply to say whether we will allow this Bill to
be set down for a second reading. That is the only question
we have to decide at the present moment.

that could have on the country or on the goneral interests
of tho people I am not prepared to say until I see the Bill.
I ask that the Bill be printed and circulated ; then any hon,
gentleman who does not wish to support it will be at liberty
to vote against it. I appeal to the hon. member for Mon-
treal East, under the circumstances, to withdraw his motion
and let a day be fixed for the second reading. Thon the
people interested will feel that some justice and fair play

as been done them.
Mr. McNEILL. I just wish to say half a dozen words.

I give the hon. member from Montreal East perfect credit
for good faith in the course he has taken. I am perfectly
satisfied that when he rose ho rose te do that which ho
believed was conducive to peace and goodwill; but I wish
to tell him that overy Orangeman in Ontario and through-
out the Dominion will consider his motion not as an
attempt to prevent discussion, but as an attempt to stifle
this Bill: and I ask him whether ho thinks that impression
going abroad will tend to the promotion of peace and good-
will throughout the Dominion.

Amendrment (Mr. Coursol), six months' hoist, negatived
on the following division: -

Amot,
Béchard,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bernier,
Billy,
Blanchet.
Blondeau,
Boldu,
Bossé,
Bourass3a,
Bourbea,
Burns,
Cameron (t-Tron),
Campbell (enfiew),
Cjaron,

Mr. IVES. The hon. Minister of Customs did me the casey,
honor to mention my name in the course of his remarks. Cata,
I would like to explain the quandary in which I find myself Charlton,
placed. I had docided to vote for the amendment of the Cimon,

on. member for Montreal East, because I thought this colby,Costigan,
question should be treated differently from ordinary ques- Cough lin,
tions that come before the House. I do not consider that Coursol,
any discourtesy is done by moving the six month's hoist at curran,Cuthbert,
this stage. This is not an ordinary question. It is a mat- Daly,
ter about which the members of the Mouse and the people Daoust,
of this city have been talking for weeks, and everybody De Beaujeu,
understands- it. Hon. members may, therefore, vote for
the six months' hoist with perfect propriety, and without
any discourtesy to the promotem of the-Bill. That was my
opinion before the hon. Minister of Customs spoke; but Allen,P Allison,when I find a member of the Government, and that particu- Armstrong,
Jar member who is supposed to represent the Battle of the Auger,
Boyne and its associations, telling us that it is discourteous Bain,
to do so, and very severely rebuling us if we dissent, I BardVictoria),
would like really to know what to do. For my part I am Beaty,
in a quandary, and I would lik to ask whether the hon. Bell,
Minister of Customs is speaking for the Government, for a
himself, or for the Orange Order. Brecken,

1fr. BOWELL. I speak exclusively for mysolf and upon Bupee'(St John),
my own responsibility, and for no one else. Burpee (Sunbury),

Mr. BEATY. I only rise to ask that the House give this CJaneron (Victoria),
Bill ordinary fiir play. I am quite sure that a motion for 1Cochrane,
the six months' hoist is a very nusual one to make on the 1 Cockburn,
question of fixing a day for the second reading of a Bill. It Cook,

iDavies,
is quite true that, from the discussion to-day, we have learned Dawso'n,
something of the purport of this Bill; but I do not know Dickinson,
what the Bill is, except that it is an Act of Incorporation, to Dundas.
enable this body to hold and deal with land. What effect Farrow,

Ur. BowrLL.

Messieurs

De St. Georges, McDonaldcape.3reton)
Desauluiera, Mackenzie,
Desjardins, McMilIan (Huron>,
Dodd, Moillan (Vaudreuil),
Dugas, McGreevy,
Dupont, Mclntyre,
Fleming, Mclsaac,
Fortin, Massue,
Fréchette, léthot,
Gagné, Mitchell,
Geoffrion, Montpiaisir,
Gigault, Mulock,
GillmorPinsonneanit,
Girouard (Jac. Cartier),"ope'
Girouard (Kent), Rifre
Granibois, Riopel,
Guilbault, Somerville (Bruce),
Hackett, Springer,
laTassé,
Hlton,hopson,
Ilurtean, Trow,
Ives, Valin,
Jackson, Vanasse,
Labrosse, Weldoni
Landerkin, Wells,
Langevin, Wheler,
Laurier, Wilson,
Lesage, Wood (Westmoreland),
Lister, Wright.-E9.
LMvingstone,

Messieurs

Gunn,
Haggart,
Harley,
Hawkin s,
Hay,
Heuson,
Hickey,
Hilliard,
Homer,
Innes,
Irvine,
Jamieson,
Keefler,
Kilvert,
King,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Kranz,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Mackintosh,
McCallum,
Mc0arthy,
McCraney,
McDougald,
McLelan,
McNeill,

Pickard,
Platt,
Ray,
Reid,
Richey,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Robertson (Hastings),
Ross (Lisgar),
Rose (Middlesex),
Rykert,
Scott,
Scriver,
Shakespeare,
8mall,
Somerville (Brant),
Sproule,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Sutherland (Selkirk),
Taylor,
Tilley,
Tupper (Cumberland),
Tupper (Pictou),
T rhitt,

llace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
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Ferguson (Welland),
Fisher,
Forbes,
Foster,
Gordon,
Guillet,

Moffat,
O'Brien,
Orton,
Paint,
Paterson (Brant),

White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
White (Renfrew),
Williams,
Woodwortb.-94.

Mr. McCALLUM. I call your attention, Mr. Speaker,
to the fact that the hon. member for East Simeoc has not
voted.

Mr. COOK. I voted nay.

BILL INTRODUCED.

The following Bill was introduced and rend the first
time:-

Bill (No. 88) to unite the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay
Railway and Steamship Company, and the Nelson Valley
Railway and Transportation Company, into one Company,
under the name of the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway i
Stoamship Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

UNIVERSITY OF SASKATCHEWAN.
Mr. WILLIAMS moved the consideration of Bill (No. 18)

to incorporate the University of Saskatchewan, and to
authorize the establishment of Colleges within the limits of
the Diocese of Saskatchewan.

Mr. BLAKE. Pursuant to a notice I gave in reference
to this Bill, Ipropose to move an amendment to it. it is of
considerabje consequence we should lay down a rule in
reference to the holding of land in mortmain in the North-
West Territories. J see no objection to institutions of this
kind acquiring for their own use and purposes all the real
property they can make use of, nor do I see any serious
objection to their acquiring, by way of endowment, pur-
chase, devise, or gift, or otherwise, real estate. On the
contrary, in that country of which, as I said the other i
evening, real estate is the currency, it seems to me highly
reasonable they should get, from the benevolently disposed,
lands which will be ultimately of importance by way of'
accumulating an endowment fund; but I see serious objections
to the dispositions of this Bill as reported from the Private
Bills Committee. The Bill provides that the University
may hold property in mortmain provided the revenue
shall not exceed $50,000 calculated at 4 per cent ;
or a capital value of $1,250,000. There is no
provision for the attainment of this capital value
from anybody except the institution itself; and I
think it would not be taking an illiberal view tos ay
that it would be a very long time before the corporators
would come to the conclusion that they had more than
$1,250,000 worth of real estate. That mode of
restricting the holding of real estate does not appear
to me the proper logical and reasonable mode. The true
method to avert the evil we want to avert, viz.: the holding,
for too long a time, in mortmain, land in the North-West, is
that which has been adopted by the several Provinces-to
prescribe the time in which land acquired as endowment,
not wanted for their own purposes, shall be disposed of. In
Ontario, twelve or fourteen years ago, we maie a limitation
of seven years. Corporations are allowed, of all descriptions
of this character, to acquire by gift, devise, or purchase, real
estate, but there is that limitation upon them-unless it is
wanted for their own use and occupation, they must dispose
of it in one way or another within seven years. Now, some
friends have suggested that that period may perhaps be too
short for the North-West. I do not wholly concur in that
view myself, but I was not unwilling to treat the subject as
liberally as was possible, and I adopted the suggestion of ton
years. It seems to me that ton years is qmuite enough in
laying down a general principle of acting with reference te
these institutions, which wo believe and hope wili be numer-

ous in that vast territory, before it becomes divided into
separate Provinces. I, therefore, move :

That the Bill be recomrmitted with instructions to add a proviso that
the corporation shall, within ten years after its acquisition of any real
estate, dispose of such real estate as is not required for the use and occu-
pation or other like purposes of the corporation.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I simply wish to say that tho Bill
which has been placed in my hands, when brought before
the Committee, contained no restrictions whatever as regards
limitation of extent of territory which this corporation
might hold. It struck me that this was rathor a dangerous
power to give a corporation of this kind, particularly in a
new country, and that it was desirable that a limitation
of some kind should be placed upon it. I suggested Eonie
amendments to the Committee, limiting the time which the
real estate could be held under this Bill; but the Committeo
seem to think it desirable that no limitation whatever as to
time should be made. Of course, if a general principlo
is te be laid down, and the Iouse is te adopt the amendment
of my hon. friend from West Durham, I am sure I am per-
fcctly willing to accept it.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolvcd itself into
Committee.

Bill amended and reportcd, and read the third time, and
passed.

CREDIT FONCIER FRANCO-CANADIEN.
IIouse again resolved itself into Committec of the Wlhu!o

on Bill (No. 22) respecting the Crédit Foncier Firne-
Canadien.-(Mir. Desjardins.)

(In the Comnmittee.)

Mr. BLAKE moved the addition of the following
clause-

In case any person liable to pay or entitled to redeem any mottgago
heretofore executed to the said company, at any time before the period
at which the same is payable, tenders or pays to the company any parL
of the principal money and interest to the time of payment on such
part, together with three months further interest in lieu of notice, no
further interest shall be chargeable, payable or recoverable, at any
time thereafter, on the principal money or interest so paid or teni-
dered.

Amendment agreed te.
Mr. DESJARDINS moved the introduction of the

clause providing that the company shall transmit a state-
ment of its affairs annually to the hon. Finance Minister.

Amendment agreed te.
Mr. BLAKE. It has been represented to me, since the

last discussion that the effect of the Quebec Act is to allow
1 per cent. per annum to be allowed teobe charged for
administration ; and the practical result of our administra-
tion, as the Bill now stands, will be that this corporation
will be entitled to charge 8 per cent. plus 1 per cent.
for administration expenses, that is 9 per cent. If that
be so, the result will be to place this company in a better
position than other companies, and to bring about the
result that was not intended by Parliament.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Borrowers might accept or reject
offers made by this company; they were, of course, not
bound to accept them.

Bill roported.

TIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally considered in Com-
mittee, read the third time, and passed :-

Bill (No. 24) te incorporate the Manitoba and North-
Western Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Suthorland,
Selkifk.)

Bill (No. 27) to amend the Act to incorporate the Ontario
and Quebec Railway Company.-(Mr. Wells.)
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THE ACADIA POWDER COMPANY.

Mr. TUPPER moved that the House resolve itsel
into Committee on Bill (No. 40) to grant certain power
to the Acadia Powder Company.

Mr. WELDON. 1 think that a special report was mad
with regard to this Bill by the Standing Committee on
Private Bills, in which the question of the jurisdiction o
this House in this matter was reserved. No objection is,.
may explain, offered to the Bill on its merits ; the question
is, whether a company incorporated under a Loca
Act, as this has been, can be entertained by
this House. I understand that this company was
originally incorporated with a capital of $150,000, th
shares being $81,000 each ; and under the Act 43 Vie., th
capital was reduced to $100,000 with power to increase it t
#200,000 ; and these Acts remain in force. This has been a
manufacturing company, and a certain section of their Ac
of incorporation gives them power to manufacture, sell,_and
extend their business throughout the Dominion ; and th
question raised is, whether this is a matter of contraet
and as they have received their powers under Acts of the
Local Legislature, whether this Parliament can deal
with a company of this kind. This is a vory important
question, and I am sorry that my hon. friend
from Bellechasse, who raised it, is not in his seat.
There is another point teobe observed. Under the Joint
Stock Companies' Act, which was passed in 1869, the Gov.
ernment is empowered to issue letters patent to any com-
pany making application within certain limitation. That
Act was very carefully considered when it was adopted by
Parliament, and amendments to it have rarely been made
since that time. We generally find that when a company
does not incorporate under that Act, they propose that
certain sections of the Act shall not apply in their case. It
seems to me that this is a bad precedent for the louse to
establish, because the result of the continued application
will ba to render the Act inoperative. In justice to the
hon. gentleman who introduced the Bill, I say that there
are very good reasons in this case why section 18 of the Joint
Stock Companies' Bill should not apply. There is another
difficulty whieh I desire to point out. The Bill as amended
provides that the increase of the capital of the Company
should only be by a two-thirds vote, the Committee having
suggested that amendment in accordance with the principle
laid down by Parliament. Now, the Nova Scotia Act pro-
vides for an increase of $200,000 simply by a majority, and
difficulty may arise irom a conflict with these two Acts. So
far as the merits of the Bill are concerned, I have no objec.
tion to it, the only question to my mind being, first, the
power of this Parliament, and, second, the propriety of
acting under the Joint Stock Companies' Act.

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

(In the Committee.)

Mr. TUPPER. The question which the hon. gentleman
has raised came up for consideration before the Private Bills
Committec, and finally a conclusion was arrived at that the
question might be considered by the House if the House
deemed it desirable. The question itself is not af all a new
one. The jurisdiction of this Parliament in matters of
this kind bas frequently been raised in other Sessions
and very often discussed. During the last Session of
this House a very full discussion of the matter took place
upon the Act to incorporate an Electrie Light Company.
As far back as 1862 the members of this company ¿took the
benefit of the Joint Stock Companies' Act in Nova Scotia,
with a double liability, which Act requires that not lesq than
twenty-five shall subscribe a certain amount of capital, and
pay in 25 per cent. thereof, and they have operated their
business successfully ever since, In 1869, they came to the

Mr. DESJARDINS.

Legislature of Nova Scotia and obtained an Act of inoorpora-
tion from the local Parliament of that year. In that Act the

lf provision to which the hon. gentleman has referred was
s included, in increasing the capital stock of the company and

giving them power to increase it still.further to the amount
e of $200,000, making it, in all, $300,000. The Act for which
n application is now made is for the purpose of extending the
f operations of the company through the other Provinces
I outside of Nova Scotia ; and just as the Electric Light
, Company desired, and as other companies desire special
il Acts-as, for example, the Pictou Coal and Iron Company in
y 1875, and the Consolidated Iron Company in 1874-this
s company desires that they may have power to operate
e throughout the whole Dominion. The hon. gentleman will
e agree with me that the last clause of the Bill, as reported by
o the Committee, was one which was very fully discussed
a there, and that I cited a number of procedents showing that
t section eighteen of the Joint Stock Companies' Act, which
d requires the companies to pay up 10 per cent. yearly until
e the whole capital is paid up, was excepted. The principle

upon which the exception was made was that the company
having proven that it was a bondfide concern, and having
shown that special reasons existed for the exception,
was entitled to the benefit of that consideration ; and
I showed that this company occupied a position far

. stronger in that respect than any of the others I
mentioned because they were all untried experiments.
The position of the Acadia Powder Company is far stronger.
They have operated successfully ever since 1863; they first
took advantage of the Joint Stock Companies' Act; there
were twenty-five men of capital, who undertook to subscribe
25 per cent. of the stock ; and the Act to which
the hon. gentlemen referred will show further that, in 1869,
when they applied to Parliament for a charter, their assets
in cash and land amounte to $50,000. Sirice that date there
has been a further payment of capital, though I have not been
informed of the amount.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Last Session a question liko
this arose in the Committee. A very strong opinion was
expressed at that time by the legal members of the Commit-
tee as well as by the hon. leader of the Government. Under
these circumastances, I would move t.hat the Committeo rise
and report progress.

Progress reported; Commiftoe to sit again.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.
ROYAL SOCIETY OF CANADA.

Mr. TASSÉ (Translation). Mr. Speaker, Ihave the honor
to propose the second reading of the Bill for the establish-
ment of the Royal Society of Canada. As the preamble sets
forth, this Society has for its object, to stimulate literary and
scientific development in this country, to publish memoirs
judged worthy of its adoption, to offer prizes for competition,
and to create a museum of archives, ethnology, archeology
and -natural history. This is an undertaking as compre.
hensive as it is noble, which appeals for our best sympathy
and encouragement. It will, in the first instance, justify
the title assumed by this society. Presumptuous
though it may appear for mere coloniats, as we are generally
called, I am proud to say that it has received the cordial
approbation of ler Gracions Majesty Queen Victoria, who,
we are happy to realize, at all times manifests the most
lively interest for the development of literature, arts and
sciences, not only in the United Kingdom, but wherever
ier Imperial Sceptre extends-over ler vast domains on
which the sun never sets. Far is it indeed from our aspira-
tions to rival the famous Royal Society of England; but we
wish to follow in its footsteps, inspired by its exampler by
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its glorious traditions, and lay the foundation for a grand
and powerful literary institution in this great land of
Canada. We are all aware that we are indebted to the
enlightened foresight of His Excellency the Governor Gen-
oral, for the initiative in the foundation of this society. The
Marquis of Lorne bas not been satisfied merely to zealonsly
discharge the duties imposed on him; to travel over and
study with care our country, an immense country, as ex-
tensive as Europe, to exalt its importance, its resources and
its future, in terms which have reechoed in the Mother
Country, and which, in a word, have become our best emigra-
tion agent-if I may be permitted an expression which ex-
presses so well the- practical result of bis speeches-but it
bas been bis aim a1lo to leave bebind him the souvenir of a
Mocenas, of a patron of letters, of science and art. This
rôle of patron of the arts, becomes the more Fo that the
Marquis of Lorne, inasmuch as he wields with as much
distinction the pen, as bis noble wife does the brush.
Already he bas done much for art in concert with Her
Royal Highiness the Princess Louise in establishing an
academy, an exposition of art, and in taking under his pro-
tection young artists. He nowdesires to complete his work
in founding a literary and scientific society, recruited from the
ranks of our most distinguished literary and scientific mon.
The society embraces four subjects: lst, French literature,
hisiory and archæology ; 2nd, English literature,history and
archæology; 3rd, The sciences of mathematics, chemistry
and physics; 4tb, The science of geology and biology.
The number of members must be necessarily limited. Each
section will comprise twenty, or eighty in all. It is
impossible to examine ibis list without being agreeably
surprised that in a young country like Canada, which is
naturally absorbed in material pre-occupations, we have
been able to find so many who have been deemed worthy
of the choice of His Excellency. We may be surprised at
the absence of certain names which do not appear for one
reason or another. Some have even manifested for this
degree of honor, the supreme contempt which Piron
exhibited for the French Academy, when lie wrote hi,
celebrated epigram :

''Here lies Piron, who was nothing,
Not even Academician."

Others may console themselves for not seeing their names
among the members of this society by the recollection of
Molière, the great comedian, who not being ab!e to secure
admission to the Academy, inspired one of the Forty
immortels to write the following verse, which alone was
wortby of a seat:
"I Tothing is wanting for his glory. Ours is incompete without Iiim.'

I observed a moment ago that the members of the society
would be reciuited from the different parts of the country,
including Newfoundland. Thus the Royal Society of
Canada ha annexed by a literary chain the Island of
Newfoundland, awaiting in the meantime for the distin-
guished leader of tie Government to annex politically this
Island, which alone is wanting to complete the glory of the
great Confederation of the Provinces of British North
America. Mr. Speaker, most useful and advantageous
results will follow from those co-workers of thought,
who heretofore have scarcely known one another. After
having abolished the Custom louse barriers between the
Provinces, after having concluded a political union between
them, which I trust vill be indissoluble, it was
desirable that this political federation should be crowned
with an intellectual, a scientific and literary federation. It
was, in a word, the crowning of the great structure erected
by the statesmen where genins accomplished the work of
Confederation. A long time bas elapsed-it was in 1826-
another Governor, Lord Dalhousie, established in the
ancient city of Quebec a society which was called the
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Literary and Hietorical Society of Quebec. A very modest
Society, it is true, but one which bas rendered very import-
ant services, by the numerous memoirs which it has
published on many subjects of the greatest importance, and
yet which were least known in our history. It was this
same Governor who erected a common monument to Wolfe
and Montcaln, to remind the descendants of these two
great warriors, who both died on the field of honor, that
they can find in their past history that which will make
thom join in a common sentiment of respect and admiration
for the examples of courage, honor and heroism, of which
they can never be too proud. The Marquis of Lorne was
not disposed to appear less enlightened and generous
towards us, because the Royal Society of Canada, as the
sections of which it is composed indicate, is not a society
consecrated entirely to the language of Shakespeare and
Byron. It contains an exclusively distinct section for
French literature. Something over forty years ago
another predecessor of His Excellency, of whose record
we have no happy recollections, for he wished the annihila-
tion of our race, passed a very sovere judgment against us
in a celebrated memoirI: "Canadians are without a history
and a literature." Evidently Lord Durham had not rend
our history, for it is one of the richest, one of the most
affecting epochs of which any race in the world can
boast. Already has it inspired foreign writers-Longfellow
and Parkman-with imperishable pages. As for our
literature, there was justification for Lord Durham's utter-
ances. It had not been called into lifo. The breath of per-
secution and political contests kept its light under the
bushel. But what progress under the new era 1-under
the era of liberty ! What a rich literary growth ! We
have now universities, seminaries, colleges, convents, which
are veritable sanctuaries of science and literature, fre-
quented not only by our own children, but by hundreds of
young gentlemen Lelonging to the best American families,
who come to pay a brilliant and solemn tribute to the
superiority of teaching which they receive fron among us.
We have orators, historians, poets, writers of fiction, and
journalists, who have won reputation even in Europe, and
whose works were reprodu,ed, or favorably noted in the
best reviews of France. What, therefore, would be the
surprise of this presumptuous Lord Durham, if he could
come forth from the tomb, where ho was prematurely con-
tsigned by the misfortune of his mission to Canada, to sec
how completely passing events have falsified bis anticipa-
tions of the future of our race, which, thank God, is still
flourishing stronger and more powerful than ever. The
eulogy of the French Academy, of these forty immortals of
this great institution, the only one which is much thought
of in the Mother Country-this eulogy is now unnecessary
to make. We have its testimony to establish the importance
of the Royal Society of Canada. We can judge of the very
flattering and sympathetic ternis in which it hails its found-
ation, if I may be permitted to read a letter addressed by the
permanent Secretary of the French Academy to the
Hon. Ur. Chauveau, former member of Parliament, and
Vice President of the Royal Society of Canada. Ilere is the
letter:

"I am in receipt, with the letter which you did me the honor of
writing to me the third of this month, of the report which it contains
of the inaugural meeting of the Royal Society of Canada, and I
hastened to lay it in its entirety before the Academy at its last assembly.
In organizing as you say in imitation of our French Institute, and in
imitation ot the Royal 8ociety of England, the Canadian Academy bas
given to friendly nations a testimony of good will and affectionate
esteem. The Academy thanks you for having informed it of your
organization, and for having done so with no much cordiality, and in
language so elevated, so pure, and so French. The old Academy of
France delights to extend its right band of fellowahip to the new bora
Royal Society of Canada. and wishing that it may, after three hundred
years of existence, be as flourishing as ber elder sister has the happiness
to be to-day. The speeches delivered at the second inaugural session
have been greatly appreciated. by my fellow members, who all
applauded their eloquence. Particularly impressed with the sympatby
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whieh your illustrious patron desires to prove and express for France,
the Academ wishes you to convey to His Excellency the expression of
its respectfu jgratitude.

"Accept also, Mr. Vice-President, our most sincere thanks, and permit
me to add thereto the assurance of my highest consideration and entire
devotion.

"CAMILE DouCeT."

In order to enable the society to accomplish its work with
success, that is to say, to open its courses, give prizes, pub-
Iish its memoirs, establish a museum, it will be necessary, at
all times, to come to its assistance, in appropriating each
year a certain sum for the above object. I trust, therefore,
that the Government, over which presides so intelligent a
man, a man who las always proved himselfa friend of litera-
ture, of science and art in Canada, will deem it bis duty to ask
an appropriation, in order to enable the ]Royal Society of
Canada to accomplish, in the most effectualmanner possible,
the important mission which bas devolved upon it. Per-
suaded that the Parliament which represents the collective
wisdom and enlightenment of the country, will not hesitate
to sanction it. We are aware that in the United States the
Smithssonian Institute expends each year considerable sums
of money to distribute its publications, so useful in nearly
all branches of human knowledge, but we must not forget
that this institution was largely endorsed by its founder a
rich Englishman, James Smithson, who bequeathed it
half a million of dollars. In many other countries where
Smithson is yet unborn, and unfortunately thore are veryj
few of them in this country, the Governments have not
hesitated to subsidize institutions of this kind. Each year,i
Mr. Speaker, we expend millions upon millions to constructi
railroads, to pierce tunnels, open canals, dredge rivers or
harbors, in a word to increase the facilities of commerce andi
industry. I applaud all these expenditures, all these im-]
provements, they are of a nature to incrcase a hundred-g
fold the wealth of the country, to facilitate inter-communi-
cation among the people, and to assign us a rank more and
more important among nations. But, Mr. Speaker, proud
as I am of material progress, we must not let ourselves be
entirely absorbed by finance, by matter, by baser metal
alone, with many others I will exclaim sursun corda.
Let us also think of the pre-occupations, of the glory,
of the utility of things in the mental order. In look-
ing at matters in a practical light let us not forget that a
simple scientific invention might change the economic con-
dition ofthe world. Let us not forgetthat science alone can
enable us to discover, to explore all the vast troasures which
are concealed in the lands of our vast country. Let us not for-
get that science and literature united can do much to attract
towards us public attention, to attract to our shores the vast
flood of Europeau immigration in search of homes, of bread
and liberty. Let as not forget, either, that the most illus-
trious people have not been the richest or the most popu-
lous, but those who have been the most eminent for works
of genius, those who have left behind them literary monu-
ments more durable than the pyramids thlemselves, more
lasting than brass cure perennis. As I have the honor of
sitting beside three gentlemen who bear the pœtic names
of Homer, Shakespeare and Burns, it will suffico for me to
remark that the three great poets from which they, I hope,
descend in a direct lino, have done more to immortalize
Greece, England and Scotland than their most eminent
statesmen and distinguished warriors. A noble Frenchman,
a sincere friend of our country, has delineated our true
course, with a remarkable sagacity in the prophetic book
which he bas published in our behalf. Whilst, said ho, in
thelUnited States, the public mind is engrossed in commerce, s
in industry, in its adoration of the golden calf, it belongs to
.Canada to appropriate with disinterestedness and a noble
pride the intellectual, the scientific side of American life in e
giving preference to the cultivation of sentiment of thought t
and the beautiful. This is truly the mission of the Royalih
Society of Canada, it is a noble and enlightened mission, 1]

Mr. TAsst.
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worthy of our aspirations, of our most cordial endorsation.
It is, therefore, with confidence that I ask its incorporation,
pursuaded that there will be only one vote in this Chamber,
to adopt it, and to thank His Excellency for having adorned
the country with a society so useful and so important.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I am indebted to the kindness
of the promoters of this Bill for the honor of being called
upon to second the motion- proposed by the senior member
for the city of Ottawa. The occasion of asking this House
to consider the subject of incorporating a society bearing
the name of the Royal Society of Canada is, I trust, an
occasion of considerable interest to every member of this
Ilouse. We have, Sir, been favored by those who have
occupied vice-regal positions in this country with a large
degree of attention to literary affairs. Besides performing
the ordinary duties of their administration, our Governors
General have repeatedly called the attention of Canadians
to the importance of cultivating a literary taste, and
developing a further acquaintance with those scientific
pursuits, which would not only inform us as to the nature
and extent of the natural resources of our own country, but
enable us to keep pace with the progress of knowledge in
other countries. It remained to His Excellency the
Marquis of Lorne to suggest to us the formation of a society
bearing a close analogy to the Royal Society of England,
and baving for its distinctive purpose the pursuit of
scientific investigations, particularly in connection with
Canadian affairs. Yon will see, by the preamble of this Bill,
that its first object is "toencourage studios and investigations
in literature and science." Sir, we appreciate the kindness
of His Excellency in thus assisting us in our earliest en-
deavors to establish the literature of this country upon a
purely scientific basis. Brought up as ho was, in literary
circles in the Old Country, in the air of Oxford and London,
we can well understand how anxious he was that we, in
Canada, less favored than the old land with such advantages,
should at an carly period in our history attend to those
scientific pursuits which reflect such honor and credit on his
native country. And, Sir, allow me to say, as a Canadian, that
I believe the field to which h lias directed our attention is
an excoedingly interesting one. The geology of Canada
must of itself, be a source of great interest to every Cana-
dian. Having bore the oldest geological formation in the
world, formations which are identified with Canadian names,
it is certainly of interest to us that we should still further
pursue our investigations, and ascertain the true position
and nature of these formations. Not only are such investi-
gations interesting to Canadians from a purely scientific
point of view, but also from a utilitarian point of view.
Those formations indicate to a certain extent the mineral
resources which contribute so largely to the wealth and
prosperity of the country; and it is well for us that we
should patiently and carefully examine them, in order to
ascertain their extent and locality. Not only our geolo-
gical formations, but everything of a scientific nature, will
probably come under the purview of this society-the zoo logy,
thb history, the archeology, of Canada. Everything in con-
nection with those scientific enquiries which reflect so largely
the intelligence of a nation must be of interest to us; and
it will eortainly form no unimportant era in our history, if,
as the result cf the formation of this society, we receive
broader views of these matters, and the people of this country
become more intelligent and botter informed with regard to
them. But mucb as we shall value and appreciate the in-
vestigations of this society in these fields, to my mind the
second purpose of the society, that is, to enquire into the
history of danada, and further elucidate those great events
in our history which are of so much importance to us, must
chiefly attract public attention. It is generally supposed
that the history of Canada is a very uneventful one. Our
historians so far have furnished very meagre details of the
history of our country. I doubt very much whether we
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have yet a really readable history of Canada. We have no
Macaulay, no Collier, no Greene, no Freeman, to tell us, in
interesting periods, the story of the leading events in our
history.

Mr. LAURIER. We have a Garneau.

Mr. ROSS. Yes, we bave a Garneau, who bas dealt in
great minuteness of detail, with the French period in
Canada; but, with that exception, no man bas written the
history of Canada in such a way as to excite the interest
and pride of Canada's sons. This is a great loss to Canada;
and if this Society did uothing more than secure for us, in
an interesting and readable form, the story of the events of
Canadian history. it would confer upon us a great boon.
The researches of La Verandrye, the discoveries of Cham-
plain, and the explorations of Cartier and others, who
endured toi] and fatigue in Canada's early days-these, in
themselves, form a very interesting chapter-nay, many
interesting chapters-in the history of Canada; and this
society will bc doing us a great service, if upon these points
it adds in any degree to our knowledge. St.ch historical
researches have also a practical value. We are all aware
of how difficult it is for us to learn the true boundaries of
the Province of Ontario-and why ? Mainly because certain
missing links in the past history of the country could not
be discovered. Certain proclamations, certain commissions
to Governors, and certain maps were missing; and if this
Society should supply these missing links by its researches
in tho libraries of the world, where they are perhaps
to be found, its existence would be a very great
boon to the country. Besides the bare information
which we shouid obtain from these enquiries, there
is a heroic effect which I think would be produced by a
properly written history of Canada. The great struggle
of the taking of Quebec has never been described-as I
think it night be-as the battle of Waterloo was described
by Allison, the great writer of the EHistory of Europe-
as the battles for English liberty were described by
Macaulay. The great struggle of 1812, when Canadians
defended their hearths and homes against our American
neiglibors, and the struggles of later years, when the
invader ww vigorously and courageously repulsed-these
are yet be written to show Canadians that their fore-
fathers had couregeous hearts and strong arms to defend
their homes, and those institutions which were established
when Quebec was captured in 1759. But this Society
proposes also to enter the domain of literature. One
of its primary objects, I believe, will be to cultivate a
bigher literary taste among Canadians. I think this is
exceedingly desirable. I arn pleased, as a member of this
House, as a Canadian, as a citizen of a country whose
future we need not fear, whose prospects are brightening
every day, to know that an attempt is being made to culti-
vate a bigher literary taste among our people. The litera-
ture of a people reflects their characteristics. Every reader
of English literature knows that in every period of English
literature the prominent author of that period reflects its
national characteristies. The readers of "Lalla Rookh"
know that Moore, in that beautiful poerm, merely repre-
sented the voloituous tastes and habits of Oriental life.
The readers of Burns know that every line of his poems
reflects the purity and sincerity of Scottish life, and the
heroism and chivalry of Scotland's bravest sons. The
reader of Cowper knows that, in his sweet domestie lines, he
reads the characteristics, the habits and the happiness of
England's cottage borne; and the readers of Addison know
that his works relect the polish of the English Courts
during the time in which he wrote. In the literature of
France we bave reflected the characteristics of the national
life of ench period. Where shall we find reflected the char-
acteristics of Canadian life ? Where are our Washington
Irvings, our 3urns, our Cowpers, our Shakespeares ? Where
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are those men with literary taste, and leisure, and disposition,
to trace upon the pages of our literature the characteristics
of our humble life, and of our efforts to establish ourselves as
a new nationality? If this Society will cultivate this taste,
if it will foster a deeper love for that "well of English
undefiled," if it will cultivate a disposition on the part of
our young people, either to peruse the literature of other
countries, or to establish a standard of literary taste for
Canada, it will do well; and those who may live to see the
results, if they be such as I hope they may, will rejoice ln
know that we have had a Governor General, whose anxiety
in this respect crystalized itself in the form of the Bill
now before you. Yet, there is something more to be done.
Although in some respects Canada bas produced some few
literary men-we have had a Haliburton and a Dr. Wilson
in literature, and such men as Sir William Logan and Dr.
Dawson in science-yet the scientific and literary tastes of
our people are, indeed, too poorly cultivated. We have a
population of over 4,000,000, yet how few men distinguished
in literary, historical, or scientific pursuits can be named
as Canadians. This should not be. It is exceedingly desir-
able that a higLher literary taste should be cultivated, and I am
pleased to be able to support a Bill which not only aims at
cultivating a literary taste, but proposes to offer rewards,
where rewards are merited, to any individual whose
literary or scientific standing entitles him to that distinc-
tion. The rewards of literary pursuits in Canada are
exceedingly small, and our constituency of readers very
limited, much more so than in England or the United States.
But besides being limited in numbers, their tastes are culti-
vated to a very limited extent '1 -. Though the constitu.
ency of readers be limited, a beuer cultivation would enlarge
its extent and produce better results. As long as we
lack the cultivation, we need not wonder at barren results.
I trust in future years to see, as the result of the establish-
ment of this Society, greater attention paid to scientific
research, and to the history and archeology of this country.
It is the attempt made to cultivate in Canada a literary
taste, which will give to Canadians a distinct literary indi.
viduality. I have, therefore, great pleasure in supporting
this motion.

Bill read the second time.

EMIGRANT SHEDS AND IMPROVEMENTS AT
REGINA.

Mr. ORTON enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to place a surm in the Estimates for the erection of
emigrant sheds, and for the improvement of roads and erec-
tion of bridges at Regina ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not yet decided
where the emigrant sheds will be placed in that region.
There will be one at Qu'Appelle.

MAIL ROUTE VIA REGINA.

Mr. ORTON enquired, Whether the mail route to Prince
Albert and Edmonton will be vid Regina?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is very likely. A
more suitable route is now under consideration.

REGINA PORT OF ENTRY.

Mr. ORTON enquired, Whether Regina is to be made a
port of entry ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be made a port of
entry.

BREAKWATER AT PETITE RIVIÈRE, N.S.

Mr. KEEFLER enquired, Does the Government propose
to proceed, during the present season, with the erection of
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a breakwater at Petite Rivière, N.S., for which provision
was made by the vote of $5,000 in the Supplementary Esti-
mates at the last Session of Parliament.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter is still under the
consideration of the Government.

SIR ALEXANDER GALT.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether Sir Alexander Galt has
at ary time proposed to resign bis present office? Whether
it is understood that he intends to resign ? And if so, at
*hat time ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Sir Alexander Galt, fQr
personal reasons, proffered his resignation. At the request
of the Government he holds office until some time in the
spring.

CANAL FRZOM POINT DES CASCADES TO LAKE ST.
FRANCIS.

Mr. DE BEAUJEU enquired, Wbether it is the intention
of the Government to proceed, during the present year, with
the deepening of the canal on the north shore of the St.
Lawrence, from Point des Cascades to Lake St. Francis, and
whether the Engineer bas completed the plans required for
this work, and stated the cost thereof ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not the intention of the
Government to proceed with that work during the present
year; and as the Chief Engineer of Canals las not completed
the plans required for the work, it is impossible to state the
cost.

INDEX OF CONFEDERATION DEBATES.

Mr. AMYOT enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to cause to be prepared, printed and distributed
to persons authorized to receive the Dominion Statutes, an
alphabetical and detailed index of the various subjects
treated in the Debates on the Confederation of the Provinces
of British North America?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This suggestion bas been
made for the first time on this question. There is a full
index attached to the.volume of Debates on Confederation
which was published at the time. The Government will
consider whether there is any necessity to issue a second
index for the use of members.

BREAKWATER AT RED POINT, PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. DAVIES, in the absence of Mr. MCINTYRE, enquired,
Whether it is the intention of the Government to build a
breakwater at Red Point, Lot 47, King's County, Prince
Edward Island, next summer, or at any future time ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have the honor to inform
the hon. gentleman that we have no information about this
proposed work.

MAIL CARRIAGE IN PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY,
ONTARIO.

Mr.* PLATT moved for copies of Orders in Council,
Departmental Orders, and reports, correspondence, petitions,
complaints, recommendations and reports from Postmasters,
and others, in relation to the change of mail carriage since
September lst, 1882, from railway to horse carriage, in
Prince Edward County; together with-statement in detail of
the routes, mail accommodation, cost of service and time of
transit of mail matter under the former and by the present
plan.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. ERFLEa.

VOLUNTEERS OF 1837-38.

Mr. WALLA.CE (York), in moving for copies of all corres-
pondence relating to the application of John Stewart, of
Woodbridge, one of the volunteers of 1837 38, for assistance,
either by land grant or otherwise, for bis services in the
defence of bis country during those years, said: In calling
the attention of the House and Government to the
case of John Stewart, I also wish to call their attention to
the general question involved in this case, and to esk
whether the Goverament intend to make any provision for
these volunteers during the troubles of 1837-38. The Mr.
Stewart to whom my motion refers served in the Niagara
Peninsula and at Detroit. During bis service he lost an
arm, and, of course, has since been placed at a disadvantage
in earning bis livelihood. He is now over seventy years
of age, and as ho bas no near relatives, ho is to-day helpless
and depending on bis friends. I tbink it is the duty
of our Government to look after such cases as this. No
country is too poor to care for those who have served it in
the field, and no Government can afford to ignore their
claims. Tbe British Government provides for its disabled
defenders, hospitals and places of refuge, and provides large
grants for those who have served their country during a
certain number of years. In the United States they have
provided for those soldiers who served during the four
years of their war, and the last American Congress voted
$ 187,000,000 for the assistance of those who were either
disabled, or wounded, or in any way injured in that great
conflict. I think the time bas now arrived when this
Government should take up the cases of our own volunteers
in those troublous times. Nearly forty-five years hà\ e
now elapsed since then, and I think it is the duty of the
Government at once to take the necessary steps to come to
the relief of the survivors. I suppose there are some
hundreds of them throughout the country-men who fought
and upheld the honor of the British flag when it was
assailed by foes from within and from without. I think
the Government ought to provide for them cither by liberal
grants of lands in the North-West, or by yearly grants of
money to assist those who are so sadly in need of assistance.
We find that the Government is recommending a pension
to those who have occupied positions in the Public Service
of this country, and the lato Clerk of this Ilouse is now
receiving nearly $2,400 per an num. One twentieth of that
sum would make these poor fellows happy, and I think the
Government should lose no more time in rewaiding those
deserving men who fought the battles of their country in
years gone by.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The House must be
obliged to my hon. friend for having called attention to
this matter. The papers will be brought down-if there
are any papers. Most likely they will be confined to the
application for assistance of the Government mentioned in
this motion, and an acknowledgment of its receipt. These
applications have been made ever since 1837, and they have
never been granted. Before the Union of the Provinces,
there was a certain allowance made for those who suffered
personally in consequence of military services. After that
we had the Rebellion Losses Bill discussed in both Upper
and Lower Canada. I think that now, for any service
rendered in 1837 in Upper Canada, application must be
made to the Provincial Government of Ontario; and I may
also say that for services rendered in the Province of
Québec, application must be made to the Local Legislature.

Motion agreed to.

CLAIMS OF PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENTS AGAINST
THE DOMINION.

Mr. VANASSE moved for copies of correspondence,
from 1st July, 1867, to this date, between the Dominion
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Government and the several Provincial Governmenta
of the Dominion, respecting the claims of oach of the said
Provincial Governments against the Dominion, for the
repayment of sums expended by the Provinces on accouni
of the Dominion for the Administration of Justice, in the
several Provinces; that is to say, for the arrest, trial,
conviction and maintenance of persons guilty of violating
the Criminal Law ;~ 2nd, Statement in detail of the claims
settled, the date of settlement, the sums paid and the names
of the Provinces to which the payments were made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 have no objection to
grant this motion ; but the return asked for will be a very
voluminous document, inasmuch as there has been corres-,
pondence from 1866 to 1867 between the Governments of
the various Provinces and the Dominion Government for a
readjustment of certain claims in connection with the
administration of criminal justice. It will take some time
to prepare this return, but it will be an important one, and
the Government do not object to it.

Motion agreed to.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITE D STATES.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex), in moving for all correspondence
between the Government of Canada and the Government of
the United States, or any Board of Trade in Canada or the
United States, upon the question of Reciprocal Trade
relations between the two countries on the general basis of
the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, said: Mr. Speaker, I
have two objects in moving the resolution which I have
placed in your bands. We were told previous to the
General Election of 1878, when the National Policy was
under discussion, that if the fiscal policy were changed, and
a retaliatory policy, such as we have now, were adopted,
the probabilities were that we would force the Americans
at an early day into a renewal of a Reciprocity Treaty such
as existed in 1854. Yon are aware, Sir, when the policy of
the present Government was under discussion, hon. gentle-
men opposite, being then in Opposition, the famous reso-
lution on which they went to the country in 1878 contained
the following clause:-1

" That this House is of opinion that the welfare of Canada requires
the adoption of a national policy which will encourage and develop
an active inter-provincial trade and moving (as it ought te do) in the
direction of a reciprocity of tariffa with our neighbors, so far as the
varied interests of Canada may demand, will tend greatly to procure
for this country eventually a reciprocity of trade."

This was part of that famous resolution, and on the basis of
that resolution, or with that resolution as a text, the country
was informed that the old fiscal policy of Canada was inimi-
cal to a renewal of reciprocal trade relations with the
United States, that so long as we permitted the Americans
to send their products into the Canadian market free, there
was no object in their asking for reciprocal traderelations,
but if we erected a Chinese wall on our frontier similar to the
Chinese wall which they had erected, then we would have
something to give them in exchange for more liberal trade
relations. Tnis view was propounded, not only in the
reisolution of the present leader of the Government, but in
bis speech on that resolution in which he made use of the
following words:-

"I am confilent that one great object in having somethi.pg like a
retaliatory policy will be, that if you are te have reciprocity in trade
you will only get it in that way."

This sentiment was reiterated by his associates, it was re-i
echoed by the press, and it was expressed on every platform,
in Ontario particularly, and, the eoantry was preparod to
suppose, nay to bolieve, that it hon. gentlemen opposite1
changed places with the thon Government of the day, thei
necessary consequence of the change would be first, a pro-
tective tariff, which we have; and, second, a renewal of thei
old Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, or a treaty in somewhat1

s similar terms. We are now in the fifth year of this policy,
1 and I am anxious at least, as one member of the Rouse,

to ascertain how far the predictions of those hon. gentlemen
t have been fulfilled. I am anxious to know now fai thby

have had corresprndence with the Government of the United
States or with any other party with a view to prepare the way
for this reciprocity treaty, which was then stated would be
such a great boon to the people of Canada. In this view 1

3 am further encouraged by the statement made by the hon.
the Finance IMinister in his Budget Speech of 1881. He
said :

"l More than that: When the Tarifr was brought down in 1879, it was
stated distinctly that the Government was exceedingly anxious,, if
possible, to renew the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, and as an expression
of the feeling of this House, they gave the Government power to reduce
pro rata the duty that we now collect upon the products, sucb as coal,
lumber and grain and everything of that kind, rm precioely the same
proportion that the Government of the United States, or Congres,
would think proper to reduce their duties, and evea, if desirable, to
remove them altogether. Well Sir.' we know that during the last
Session of Congress, and they have been renewed this Bession, there
were petitions a-king the appointmient of a Commission to confer with
the Canadian Government in reference to this matter. We do not know
whether anything will grow out of that moement or not. It may
resut in an approach being made to our Government by the Uated
States authorities."1
Whether an approach bas been made by our Government to
thal of the United States or not remains yet to be discovered.
One would suppose from the authoritative character of the
statement made in the Budget Speech that the hon.
Finance Minister was speaking with knowledge of certain
facts respecting this question. He has not placed the
House in possession of such facts yet. I trust when this
resolution is adopted these facts will be brought to our
notice, and we will then see how far the efforts of hon.
gentlemen opposite, towards securing reciprocity of trade,
have been successful through the National Policy. But
I have a second object in moving this resolution, and it is to
call attention to the desirability of having reciprocal
trade relations with the United States. Our commercial
relations at the present time deserve our earnest atten-
tion. We have been for years expending large nsum
for the development of our internal trade. We have
provided for our shipping one of the largest and most
extensive systems of inland navigation to be found in
the world. We have spent more than forty millions on our
canals. We are building a transcontinental railway, to
carry the expected trade of Japan by the shortest possible
route to Europe. We have expended on this railway
millions of money. We have provided facilities for our
lumbermen in the way of booms and slides at an ex-
pense of $1,651,000, which we expect will enable them
to reach the markets in the easiest and cheapest way.
We have provided for the protection of our shipping
along the islands, bars and shoals, and dangerous points
on the sea coast-on both sea coasts, I might say-
lighthouses at an expense of $2,671,000. We have sub-
sidized a line of steamers to open up trade with South
America. We have also subsidized steamships to develop
the trade between the Maritime Provinces and Liver.
pool; and for years we have subsidized the Allan
line of steamers in developing direct trade between
Canada and Europe; and, in varions ways, we have spent
enormous sums of money in developing our resorces.
Moreover five years ago we changed our whole fiscal
policy, setting aside the traditions and teachings of
England and of her political economists---Adam
Smith, and Gladstone, and others. We have aban-
doned their teachings and adopted the protective policy
of the United States with the purpose of developing the
trade and the commerce of Canada. We have expended
on immigration since Confederation the enormous sum
of $3,100,000, ail to increase and develop the trade
of this country; and to provide a population to consume
the surplus productions of our country. Sir, this enor-

1883.
à



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂRCI 19,
mous expenditure requires-if we are to keep pace from Nova Scotia, ont of a total of $9,2 10,000, they took
with our necessities, a stili further development of our $3,ô76,000, or 33 per cent.; from New Brunswick, of a
trade. We are warned at the present moment, notwith- total of $7,474,000, they took $2,798,000, or 33 per cent.;
standing the predictions of hon. gentlemen opposite, from British Columbia, of a total of $3,149,00, they took
with regard to a liberal home market, notwithstanding $1,513,611, or 50 per cent.; and from Prince Edward.Island,
immigration and our internal facilities for trade and of a total of $1,88 7,116, they took, $628,183, or 33 per cent.;
commerce that the home market does not develop as fromiManitoba, of a total of $646,119, they took $102,402, or
rapidly, or rather does not consume proportionately as 16 per cent. So il will be seen that theincrease in thefacil-
much of our surplus produce, as we would have a right to ities for extending our trade with the United States, in order
expect. The population of the country since Confedera- to promote the absorption of our surplus produets by
tion has increased only 30 per cent.; but our exports and that country, and that every effort we may make te remove
trade, show an increase of over 80 per cent., proving that disadvantages which hinder our admission into that market,
the home market consumes a smaller proportion of our must be in the interest ef the Canadian preducer. The
produce, and that the surplus of our products bas in- raw materiai, which we have to seli is precisely the raw
creased much faster than the consuming population of kind of material, which the Americans want te buy. They
the country. As evidence that this is the case, if want to buy the produce of our mines and fisheries, of our
you examine into the details of these exports this fact forests, and of ur agriculturists. In fact, last yçar, the
will appear much clearer. For instance, in the year Anericans bonght from us 60 per cent. of the entire
1868, we exported to the value of only $1,446,000 of agricuitural exports of the Dominion of Canada; they
minerals, while last year we exported of them over bouglt 30 per cent. of the entire exports of our forests;
$3,000,000 in value, showing in this particular an increase and 30 per cent. of our entire export of animais. We
of over 100 per cent. Our fisheries exports have increased have thon here a very clear indication, where our real
125 per cent. In connection with the produce of our market is to be found; and it I choose to go firther
forests our exports have increased 30 per cent. The inte the details, from an agricuiturai point of view,
exports of animals have increased 200 per cent.; of agricul- we will find that they strongly confirm this opinion.
ture, 150 per cent.; of manufactures, 70 per cent.; whereas as For instance, iast year, our total experts of horses num
I said before, our population bas increased only 30 per cent., bered 20,920, of which, they took 20,636; of our cattie
and of this vast sum of our products, our consumption is we exported 62W108, and they purcbased 15,914; of swine
not extending rapidly ; and we must find some outlet suitable we exported 3,263, and they purchascd 3,943; of sheep we
to absorb the surplus productions which we have to export. exported 311,669 and they purchased 233,642; of poultry
The North-West, a grain country, is being rapidly settled; we exported $149,804, and they purchased $145,507; of
but it will produce much more than its population can con- cggs we exportcd 10,499,000 dozen, and they purchaeed
sume, and must find a foreign market for its surplus. It is 10,115,000 dozen; of wool we exportcd 1,053,000 pounds,
said, that it bas 150,000,000 acres-and the figure is even and they purchascd 931,000 pounds. They purchased
put at 200,000,000-but taking the estimate as 25,000,000, ncarly ail our bariey with the exception of about 70,000
it will be quite apparent that the addition of 25,000,000 bushels; they pnrchased our entire surplus of beans, ene-haîf
acres to our present area of cultivated lands, will largely our eats, ah our ryc, cxcept a few bushels, and ncarly ah the
increase our surplus produce, for which it wilI be necessary potatees thgt Canada exported. Last year we exported
to find an outlet in foreign countries. Hlaving then con- 3,860,000 busheis, and they purchased 2,578,000 bushels;
sidered the nature and extent of our wealth, it might be se that hon. members wiil see that the Canadian preducer
convenient to state that of our present trade, over 90 per has Iargely te look to the American markets for the
cent. is carried on between Great Britain and the United sale of his produce. But when the Canadian buyer gees te
States, but a small portion of our trade being carried on with the markets of tbc world, he finds in many instances that the
other countries. For instance, I find that last year Great American market is bbe besb in which he can buy, and we
Britain took fromi us exports to the value of $95,571,802, purchase from the Americans nearly as mach as we sdi
and the United States, $96,229,763. Whereas our trade with tethem. Yenwillsee thon that tho oniy direction in wbich
France amounted to only $2,922,931; with Germany, tobrade aube mest succcssfully cultivabed, and cultivated
$1,633,118; with South America, to $2,314,779, and with most profibably te ourselves, wilI be in the direction oftrade
China and Japan, to $1,635,717; the balance being distri- relations with bbc United States. In advecatîng those
buted among India, the West Indies (British and French) views we are enconraged by the fact that the old lecipro-
and other countries. The great proportion of our present city Treaty was very succesful. The brade betweeu the
trade is carried on, as I have already said, with Great American States and Canada in 1853, previeus te the adop-
Britain and the United States. it is our duty to be very care- ion'of that Treaty, amounbed te $17,000,000, but in 1862
ful in paying attention to the successfal development of that brade had devcloped under the Treaty to $82,000,000-
this commerce. In looking at the foreign markets, avail- an increase of $65,000,000 in bhose ton years, se bbc facb
able for Canadian produce, I will first take up the subject of that the Rcciprocity Treaty produccd these marvellous
lumber,in relation to which we are met with competitors from resuits is an addibional enzouragement te us-ooking at it
the States of Northern Europe; for animals and their pro- frei our own point of view-to endcaver te cuitivate those
ducts, we have strong competitors in Central Europe and tbc trade relations wich produce such satisfactory resulis.In
United States; for grain and farm produce, we have com- bbe ame way the Treaty largely develeped the trade of the
petitors also from hussia, Prussia and Hungary, and India Maritime Provinces. In 1853 their brade with he
now, as well; and some of these countries compete with United, States amountcd te $6,671,177. In 1864
us at the present time most successfully. So then, we that brade bad developcd te $20,277,615. Their bcsb
find while the opportunities for developing our trade with market, the markeu most coveted and rclied upon hy them,
those countries, are limited, if we turn to the was the American market. Lt may ha said uhat with the
United States, the position is somewhat different. rapeal cf the Reeiprocity Treaty trade in Canada bas net
Our surplus produce, is just what their people re- declined. Truc it has net mabcrially dcclincd. Our trade in
quire. This becomes very clear, if we examine into theetheJUnited States has vasbly increascd since bbc repeal cf
nature of our exports. Last year out of our total that Treaty, but i has incrcased in spite et the diflicalties
exports from Ontario, $37,087,000, that country took and obstacles throwr in our way, and Iargcly because wQ are
$29,007,000, or 80 per cent.; from Quebec, of aable te find markets foreui surplus produce clscwhore. That
total of $38,195,000, they took $6,288,000, or 16 per cent.; a Trcaty ike this would benefit Canadian brade bas already

Mr. .Ross (ýMiddlesax).
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been proved by the existence of the old Reciprocity Treaty
between England and France. Under the Cobden Treaty
the trade of Great Britain with France developed from
£16,000,000 in 1859, to £45,000,000 in 1877, and the trade
of France with England increased from £9,000,000 in 1859,
to £25,000,000 in 1877. It may be asked why was the old
Treaty repealed? The repeal was the act of the Americans
themselves, for which we are not responsible. We are told,
in a Report made to Congress by Mr. Derby when Mr.
Seward was Secretary, what the causes of this repeal were.
I will read his words:

" The notice for appeal was given at a time when our country was
deeply offended with Great Britain. In our great struggle for existence
she had given ber sympathy to our foes. She had denounced slavery,
but established a slave Empire ; she had built cruisers to destroy our ship-
ping, and clippers to evade our Customs; there had been difficulties on
the frontier, and these may have accelerated the fall of the Treaty-but
the Treaty itself had serious defects. It was based upon the assumption
that the two countries had made equal progresa in the arts. It was
well adapted to the Provinces, for they were devoted to the field, forest,
sea, and mines. But the United States had devoted nearly one-third of
their energies and capital to manufactures, and' consumed at home the
principal part of their raw material."

We have in this Official Report, no doubt, the cause of the
repeal of that Treaty-a repeal perhaps not entirely un-
fortunate, but one whicb diverted Canadian trade from its
old channels, and necessitated our seeking other channels in
which to find a similar trade. Still times have changed;
since the Treaty was repealed, now nearly twenty years
ago, a friendlier spirit has grown up between the two
countries, and, I think, it is our duty to show a willingness
on our part, if not for the renewal of that Treaty, for the
negotiation of another Treaty equally favorable to this
country. Since the Treaty was repealed, we have no doubt
prospered, and we are perhaps in a better position to nego-
tiate for a Treaty than ever. We have almost assumed the
proportions of a nationality. Confederation has been
established on a firm basis. We have seven several distinct
and separate Provinces sombined in a confederacy
which extends from one ocean to another. The area
of our country now is almost equal to that of the
United States. We have now more shipping; we
have built many miles of railway; our population has in-
creased; our resources are much greater; and we are in a
position to approach the people of the United States in a
manly and honorable way, and deal with them as one nation
should with another. I would regret if in any attempt to
open negotiations with the United States Canada should
show a craven or a subservient position. We are not in a
position to be erushed with any efforts which the Americans
may make to destroy our trade, and we know, and perhaps
their best thinkers know, that a Reciprocity Treaty such as
our o one would conduce to the benefit and prosperity
of the two countries. It is only in a dignified and manly
spirit that I hope this Government or any Government
would approach the people of the United States to open
negotiations for a renewal of that Treaty.We are in a stronger
position nationally to deal with the United States th an ever
before. Not only so but there is the fact that no more oppor-
tune time than the present could be found in the history of the
two countries in which to open such negotiations. The ar-
rangements which were made under the Washington Treaty
will shortly expire, and we will then be in a position, as we
were in 1854, to offer our fisheries as a consideration in any
renewal of the Treaty. We have besides in the United
States a much more friendly disposition towards Canada
and England than existed in 1854. The jealousy of Eng-
land which created that feeling does not exist now. That
desire to ccerce or crush out-the Canadian nationality,
which grew out of the Munroe Doctrine ard produced
an agressive effect in this country, does not exist -now,
and to-day we have the national power, the area, the re-
sources, the stamina and will-power which would enable
us to treat with the Ampericans on a national basis.

We have besides a large mutual intercourse, we have
railway connections between the two countries which,
under the bonding system, places Canada frequently
in business relations with the United States. All these cir-
cumstances, in my judgment, converge towards a justifica-
tion for a renewal of that Treaty. By the opening of
American markets to our natural products, by the facilities
which those markets would afford for the sale of our pro.
duets, by the exchange of our products with those of the
United State1, without the expense of long ocean freights,
and by such advantages as we possessed under the old Treaty,
I fancy the trade of Canada would develop much more
rapidly and more profltably than it does now when we send
our produce in such abundance across the Atlantic. I have
much pleasure in moving this resolution, for the two objects
stated, and I trust that if the Government bas any informa-
tion on this 5ubject, we shall have it at an early day.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman desired
to have reprocity between this country and the United
States reestablished, I am bound to say that I do not think
he bas taken the best course to accomplish that object.
For many years past, as this Housc is aware, this subject
has occupied the attention of important commercial
bodies in the United States, as well as the attention of pub-
lic men on both sides of the line. Since the abrogation of
the Reciprocity Treaty, we have taken frequent measures
with a view of securing a renewal of that Treaty. The
circumstances which led to the withdrawal of an impor-
tant public man from the Government of this country at
one time, arose from the efforts of the party thon in power
to secure a renewal of the Treaty. Subsequent efforts were
made from time to time, and it is well known that almost
immediately after the accession to power of the Li beral party
in 1873, the late Mi-. George Brown was sent to Wash-
ington to negotiate with the same purpose in view. The
treatment that his efforts met with at the bands of our
friends on the other side of the lino, is firesh in
everybody's memory. We know, Sir, that, aithough
that Treaty, according to the estimate of some people-
I am not going to discuss it here-surrendered every-
thing, was, in fact, a complote capitulation of the interests
of Canada to those of the United States, it was not
accorded even a hearing in the Sonate of the United
States, but was rejected with all the ignominy that could
possibly be applied to a document of that kind. Since that
time, it is well known, an important trade body in the
United States-the National Board of Trade-has, at almost
every recurring annual meeting, passed resolutions in favor
of closer reciprocal trade relations between the two coun-
tries; but it has always taken this ground, that it is for the
people of the United States to make the first advance, in view
of ail that the Canadian Government and people had done in
that direction. It does seen to me, therefore, that at
this tine-when, probably, from the fact of the abro-
gation of the Washington Treaty, ve shall soon b con-
pelled to consider the question of our relations witb our
neighbors on the other side of the lino-such a speech as that
to which we have just listened, is a most inopportune ut ter-
ance teobe made on the floor of the Canadian Parliument.
Whatis the meaning of that speech? What is its obvious(on-
clusion? It is this: that the future prosperity of this coun-
try is largely dependent upon the action of our friends on the
other side of the line-that they have it in their power, if
they choose to exorcise it, to cripple the future development
ofOanada, by simply refusing usthe trade relations which the
hon. gentleman exp-esses so much anxiety to obtaine He
commenced his speech by reading the resolution passed in
1877 or 1878, in favor of a change in the fiscal poLcy of this
country. He read from that re-olution the staitement that
the policy of Canada should be a policy which would,
while protecting the iniustries of this country, naturally
lead to closer reciprocal trade relations with the United
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States. Well, Sir, what is the policy we have adoptei ? In
the very Tariff Bill which was passed in 1879, which consti-
tutes the fiscal policy of this country, there is a standing
offer to our friends on the other side of the line to come
into reciprocal trade relations, su far as the natural produc-
tions of the two countries are concerned. That Act, which
is the basis of our present fiscal policy, actually contains
a pro-vision that as soon as the United States will remove
the duty from any of the natural productions of this
country, the Government of Canada, by an Order-in-Coun-
cil, without waiting for the action of Parliament, will be in a
position to remit the duty upon similar articles on our side.
Surely, Sir, no more practical or substantial evidence
could be given of the willingness of Canada, a will-
ingness which bas been exemplitied on all proper occasions,
to enter into closer trade relations with our neighbors.
The hon. gentleman has gone over a number of figures,
in which he undertakes to show that our true market
is largely in the United States for our natural produc-
tions, and he intimates that if they would take off the duty,
we should be able to largely .increase our sales to that
people. Well, Sir, for one who has listened for a number of
Sessions to the speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite upon
the question of the commercial policy of the country, who
has frequently heard upon platforms and upon the floor of
Parliament that it is the consumer. who pays the duty, that
it is a matter of no consequerce to the man whc sells
whether there is a duty or not in the country to which he
exports, that in fact all the duties we impose on the natural
productions of the country have been so much taxes imposed
on the people of this country, it seems surprising to hear
that it is of any consequence whether our neighbors
take off the duties or not. According to lion. gentle-
men opposite, they pay the duties themselves; they
are the people who are suffering, not we ; and there-
fore we may look with perfect indifference to any
action which the United States may take in regard to this
question. But, Sir, we are not without hope, judging by the
events of the last few .years, that the policy which this
country has adopted will verify the predictions made in the
resolution of 1878, upon which that policy was based. It is
quite true that for four years we heard from lion. gentle-
men opposite that that policy was merely a temporary
policy; we heard that as soon as the people of this country
had an opportunity of expressing their opinion, they would
condemu it ; every speech made by hon. gentlemen oppo.
site informed our friends on the other side that they would
soon again be in the position that they were in when lon.
gentlemen were on this side of the House, that is, that they
would have our markets free, while we, on entering their
markets, would have to pay tribute. I ean understand
the American people-shrewd and intelligent as they
are, having regard to the hopes held out to them by
hon. gentlemen opposite that this policy was not to be a
permanent one, that the moment the people had an oppor-
tunity to express their opinion, they would express it
adversely to that policy, I eau quite understand that their
gane would be the-waiting game, because they would believe
that they would soon obtain the advantage of the opening of
the Canadian markets without any concession on their part,
by the return to power of lion. gentlemen opposite. Fortu-
naely the people have had an opportunity of expressing
their opinion. They have had, not the bald promise of the
resolution of 1878, but they have had the Tarif itself; they
have lad the Act of Parliament and four years experience of
that Act, and when the time of trial came, when they bad
the opportunity of expressing their opinion, what was the
answer they gave? The answer is given in the fact that
although ninety-two new mernbers have taken their place
this Session on the floor ofthis BBouse the relative strength of
parties has scarcely been perceptibly changed. From almost
every Province of the Dominion certainly from all the large

Mr. WHimE (Cardwell).

Provinces-majorities have been returned to support the
policy of the Government. We may fairly assume that the
practical influence of that resuLt bas made itself felt on the
trade policy of our neighbors. We know that at the Conven-
tion held the other day at Detroit, a very substantial declara.
tion was made in favor of reciprocal trade relations with this
country, and in the discussions preceding the recent Tariff
legislation in the United States, very strong arguments were
used from quarters from which, before, we would not have
expected those arguments, in favor of the remission of duties
on a number of articles upon wbich duty is now charged
when going into the United States, as for instance, on lumber.
It is quite clear from the discussion there, that the peoplo
of the United States, at any rate, do not believe that the con-
sumer, in ail cases, pays the duty; because tbey believe
that, after all, if the lumber went into the country firce,
instead of its being any cheaper to them, the chances were,
it would cost exactly the same. Upon that ground the
agitation in favor of the remission of the duty was defeated.
We have seen already that, in the matter of the 10 per cent.
differential duty on tea, which was adopted by the United
States-which was the permanent policy of the United
States in relation to this country-that differential duty bas
been abolished by the late legislation there. The tendency
of discussion, therefore, and the legislation which has just
taken place in the United States, point to the fact that, by
means of the policy adopted in this country, and which
enables us to offer something to our friends on the othr
side, when we come to deal with them for the renewal of
reciprocal trade relations, we will be able shortly, I believe,
to have the opportunity at, any rate, of a fair and rea-onable
discussion of those relations between the two cou ntries,which
will end to the mutual advantage of both. This country
does not, however, depend for its success on a Reciprocity
Treaty. It can go on without one. Those who have watched
the discussions which have taken place on this subject
know that the policy of the United States in relation to it
has been largely political. We know what took place at
the Convention in Detroit in 1865, when the question of the
renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty was under discussion.
We know that one of the strong motives for the refusal of
the people of the United States to renew it, was, as far as
we could gather from what took place at the Convention,
the fact that they believed the commercial success of Canada
depended entirely on the continuance of a Treaty of that
kind. We have continued to prosper since without it. The
hon. gentleman himself admits that new markets have been
opened to us, although he tells us that the United States
being the nearest to us are our best markets. That may be
true. The nearer the markets, the better for the country
that sends its produce to them. Yet, during the past three
or four years, the course of our trade has been in the direc-
tion of showing that we are opening up new markets of
greater value to us than those of the United States. By the
continuance of the policy we have adopted, by the opening
up of relations with other countries than the Unite:l States,
I believe in the future we will create a much greater trade
and more commercial advantage than any ordinary reci-
procity treaty with our friends on the other side could give
us. I was glad to hear the hon. gentleman pronounce that
eulogy on the policy of Canada. I was glad to hear him
refer to the expenditures we have made, to the great
developments which have taken place in our canal system
and railways, and all our material interests; but, I could
not help thinking how little his remarks to-day corres-
ponded with those we have heard in the past from
the same hon. gentleman, when, for the pu-pose
of exciting the feelings of the people against the Con-
servative party he ignored altogether this magnificent
development of our material resources, and talked of thle in-
crease of our public expenditure with the view of creating
the impression that there had been a wasteful extravagance
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on the pait of the Government. We can very well put
against the past utterances of the hon. gentleman in relation
to our public expenditure; the magnificent eulogy he has
passed to-day on the policy we have adopted-a policy for
which hon. gentlemen on this side are to be given the credit,
and which hon. gentlemen opposite did but very little to
to assist or promote. I believe the true policy of this country
is to go on as we bave been doing in the past. If the oppor-
tunity occurs to have reciprocity with the United States on
fair terms, we will accept that reciprocity; but nothing but
evil will occur to this country if we go hat in hand to our
neighbors to tell them our prosperity depends on their
opening up their markets to us. Our true plan is to main-
tain our own dignity and policy, and by so doing, the pros.
perity which hias marked our progress during the last four
years, will, I believe with the caution n-w observed by
mer chants all! through the country, continue to mark our
progress in the future, and we will be able to live indepen-
dent of any policy the United States may pursue, being
always ready to meet them on fair terms for the adoption of
such reciprocal trade relations as may be mutually advan-
tageous to the two countries.

Mr. C R A RL TON. Before this motion is adopted I ask the
indulgence of this House for a few minutes while I reply to
one or two points made by my hon. friend from Cardwell
(Mr. White). He characterized the speech made by thehon.
member for West Middlesex (Mr. Ross) as being inopportune.
He charged that hon. gentleman with the desire of betraying
our dependence upon the United States. I think ihis charge
entirely unjust. I think that the speech of my hon. friend
from West M iddlesex is one that cannot be characterized,
justly, as being inopportune. No intelligent man can place
anything but a high estimate on the importance of trade
relations between the two countries, situated as Canada and
the United States are geographically, with their boundary
lines extending across this continent and their commercial
interests so closely blended together. Any hon. gentleman of
this House who rises in his place for the purpose of suggest.
ing any measure that may tend to produce more intimate
commercial relations between these two countries, certainly
cannot be characterized as having acted in a manner inoppor-
tune or inappropriate. The hon. member for Cardwell
took occasion in the course of his speech to say some
thing about the Treaty negotiated in 1874 by the Hon.
George Brown, and although he did not directly assert
that that Treaty surrendered everything to the United
States, yet I inferred from his language that lie had not at
that time taken a favorable view of that Treaty. I am well
aware that the party to which the hon. gentleman belongs
did oppose tbat Treaty. Well, Sir, as the question of the
character of that Treaty bas been raised, in my opinion
had it been ratified it would have proved a very great
boon to the community. I believe that that Treaty was
fully as well calculated to conduce to the prosperity
of Canada as was the Treaty of 1854. I believe that
the criticisms upon that Treaty made at the time it was
under discussion in this House, were most unfair to the
negotiator of it and most unfair to the character of the
Treaty itself. It was a Treaty which went further, as a
imatter of course, than to provide for reciprocal trade
in the natural products of the two countries; and I may say,
that, in my opinion, it is perfectly hopeless to dream of ob-
taining a Ieciprocity Treaty with the United States in the
fatu e which is confined in its operations to the interchange
of the natural products of the soil of the two countries.
Such a Treaty will, as the Treaty of 1854 did, work almost
exclusively to the advantage of Canada. The United States,
even under its present circumstances, as was shown by the-
hon. gentleman, is the 'Market of Canada for a very large
proportion of our agricultural products. Canada, on the con-
trary, docs not afford a market for the natural productions of
the United States, with the single exeeption of Indian oorn

and a limited amount of pork-consequently, a Treaty of
that kind we cannot. hope to obtain, and if we ever do ne-
gotiate a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States it must
be of the character of the Treaty negotiated by the Hon.
George Brown, in 1874, which, as I see by the schedules
before me, provided for the free interchange of a very large
amount of manufactured articles. The hon. member for
Cardwell states that our Tarif inakes a standing offer for
reciprocal trade relations between the two countries, con-
fined to their natural products. Certainly it doos. It makes
a standing offer that never would be accepted, that never
would be entertained; and if we ever hope to obtain such
relations with the United States, we must make overtures
quito different from those now upon our Statute-book. If this
is the state of the case, some negotiations must be carried on,
and I, for my part, can see no infringement of dignity on the
part of Carada, to attempt to initiate these negotiations.
I believe that we, at least, could not step out of our line of
duty, and would do nothing that was an infringement of our
dignity, if we were to indicate to the United States at this
time that we were prepared to entertain negotiations for
reciprocal trade relations, and were anxious to enter upon
those negotiations. The hon. gentleman, of course, as was
perfectly legitimate, in the course of bis speech, brings the
National Policy into question, and he lauds the operation of
that policy. It is quite evident from the drift of his remarks
that he entertains the opinion that the National Policy is a
very good substitute indeed for the Reciprocity Treaty, if
it is not superior in its operation to any Reciprocity Treaty
that this country could negotiate with the United States;
and I am of opinion that in reality when you get at the real
sentiments of the advocates of the National Policy, a
majoriLy of them believe that, rather than sacrifice any of
the features of that policy, we bad better do without recip-
rocal trade relations with the country to the south of us.
Well, as to the operations of the National Policy. I do not
believe that any intelligent man in this House can say that
that policy bas yet received a fair trial; I do not believe it
can bo asserted that the fruits that policy was expected to
produce has yet been produced. 0f course, since its
adoption, a period of great commercial prosperity bas
characterized not only this country, but all the commercial
nations of the world, and it was only natural that Canada
should share in the prosperity of the United States, Great
Britain and other countries. But I must assert that
the National Policy bas not received a fair trial, and
I believe that when the result of the operation of that
policy is finally reached, it will be found to be a very poor
substitute for reciprocal trade relations with that country
which affords us a natural mairket for at least two-thirds of
the products of our forests, mines and soil; but I only rose,
Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of vindicating-although that
was not necessary--my bon. friend from West Middlesex
from the cha-ge of lhaving made a speech that was inoppor-
tune and unworthy the dignity of a member of this louse.
Another charge made against my lion. friend was, that he
had, during an election contest and previous to the election
itself, brought charges against this Government with regard
to the increased expenditure, which bis speech militated
against. Well, Sir, ho did bring charges against the
increased expenditure of this Government, and these
charges are just. The increased expenditure of this Govern-
ment bas been unduly great and extravagant; and at the
proper time that gentleman wili be prepared to show again,
as he ba shown heretofore, that this increased expenditure
was unduly and unjustifiably great. I hope that the motion
will be allowed. I do not think that by this motion we are
really going to the United States with bat in hand, as the hon.
member for Cardwell represented. I do not think that we
are doing an act unworthy of our dignity as representatives
of the people of Canada. I believe the time has come for,
at leat indicating to the United States that we are pre-
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pared to treat again for some measure of reciprocity satis-
factory to both countries; and if that overture is fnot enter-
tained, we certainly shall have done nothing that is un-
worthy of our dignity, and nothing that is not in the
interest of our country.

Mr. BO URBEAU (T ranslation). Mr. Speaker, I hope the
Government will act in this matter as it bas always acted:
with great prudence. I believe that the present Government
cannot be accused of not having made any necessary effort to
procure for the country the commercial advantages which we
possess. IL is admitted that the Reciprocity Treaty made in
1854 between the Government of the United States and
Canada producei good results, and facilitated our export of
a great quantity of products to the United States, exchang-
ing our products for theire. But, as the hon. member from
Middlesex bas admitted, if the Treaty was not renewed in
1864, it was entirely the fault of the American Government,
who deemed it unwise that this Treaty should be renewed.
We are aware that they were compelled to adopt a National
Policy, to repair the enormous losses incident to the war of
secession. It was necessary for them to adopt a policy of
protection to increase their revenue, which imposed on us
immense losses in the export of the products of Canada to
the United States, owing to the immense duties which the
American Government imposed on Canadian products. The
American Government, which profited by the heavy duties
which it derived from Canada, had every interest not to
encourage a Reciprocity Treaty between the two countries,
because in view of the protective tariff which they had
adopted everything turned to their advantage. One duty,
therefoie, remained for the Government of Canada to
discharge, that was to adopt the same policy which the
Americans had inaugurated. In 1877 the hon. leader
of the present Government, who was then leader of the
Opposition proposed to the Administration of the day to
adopt a National Policy such as the American Govern-
ment ado ted In 1864. Is this not, Mr. Speaker, the
way to induce the American Government to corne to an
underatanding with us in the matter of a Reciprocity Treaty ?
Nevertheless I find among the Votes and Proceedings of
the House that the hon. member from Middlesex was one of
those wbo voted against the motion of the then leader of the
Opposition. In 1878 the General Elections took place,
and what was the programme of the party which sustains to-i
day the leader of the Government ? That programme bas
been, that since the Government of the United States bas
been unwilling to enter into a Reciprocity Treaty with us,i
it was necessary for us to adopt a policy of Protection in1
order to convince tho American Government that we pro-,
tested against the duties imposed on our products exportedi
to the United States. The electors of Canada have responded'
to the appeal of the candidates who had adopted this pro-1
gramme, and they reelected a great majority of these,
candidates. lu 1879, after the General Elections, after the1
leader of the present Government had been called on to form(
an Administration, we adopted the National Policy. Thej
hon. member from Middlesex did not see fit to vote for thati
policy, he did everything he could to oppose it; and the1
hon. member was not alone in his opposition to that policy,i
every member on the same side of the llouse followed thatt
line of conduet. What has been the result of the adoption1
of this National Policy by the present Government?t
The result, Mr. Speaker, has been that petitions have beenr
circulated in various parts of the United States and espe-t
cially in the Eastern States; requisitions bearing a long(
list of signatures have been addressed to the Government ofI
the United States asking them to propose a Treaty ofa
Reciprocity to the Government of Canada. This, Mr.m
Speaker, proves that the present Government acted witht
wisdom, that the Government of Canada has made all the i
overtures necessary to protest against the policy of theà
United States, which crushed our exporte by the highd
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duties imposed upon them entering the American Republic.
If, therelore, the policy adopted by the Government has
been so efficacious that it has forced the people of the United
States to forward such petitions as I have before alluded to,
I think the Government should be left unhampered as to the
advisability of seizing a favorable opportunity for negotia-
ting a Treaty of Reciprocity with the United States. For
my part I will be glad to see such a Treaty; I think it would
be advantageous for Canada. But it must be approached
with pendence ; and I believe that to obtain this Treaty,
we must wait till the Government of the United States
realizes that it is to their advantage, also, that this Treaty
should be made. The hon. member for Middlesex has
quoted certain statistics. He spoke of importation and
exportation. This is not the first time that these statictics
have been given to us. Iremember that, last year, the hon.
member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) delivered an address in
the same sense. He also cited statistics to prove that our
exports had diminished since the adoption of the National
Policy. I believe that those who sit on this side of the House
have perfectly answered these statistics and these assertions.
It is useless for me to occupy any longer the attention of
the House to review subjects which have been fully dis-
cussed, and which are well understood by the members of
thi House and by the public generally. In taking my
seat I deem it my duty to protest against the proposition of
the hon. member from Middlesex.

Mr. McNEILL : I desire simply to reply to a statement
made by the last speaker, which should not be allowed to go
uncontradicted, as it is of importance. He has asserted that
this wave of prosperity of which he boasts, has swept over
all countries. I wish to call attention to the fact that thore
is one great country which affords a striking exception to
that rule, and which is also a marked exception in its trade
policy, I mean England. That country which has followed
the policy of one-sided Free Trade, has not benefitted by this
wave of prosperity which the hon. gentlemen says has
benefitted ail countries.

Motion agreed to.

PORTAGE ISLAND.
Mr. MITCHELL moved for copies of all correspondence

between the Canadian Government and the Department of
Marine and Fisheries, either with the British Government,
or the Admiralty Department of that Government in refe-
rence to the transfer of Portage Island at the entrance of
the Miramichi River, to the Government of Canada, together
with al Reports and Orders in Council in reference to that
subject, and all correspondence bearing thereupon. He said:
I may state to the House, in a few words, the position of
this question. In the early settlement of New Bruns-
wick, when the territorial possessions of the Crown were
handed over to that Province, Portage Island, at the mouth
of Miramichi Bay and at the entrance to the river, was set
aside on the charts as an Admiralty Reserve. The Island
was léased to a number of settlers on the mainland for the
hay which grew upon it, and for those privileges a small
rental was paid. The Provincial Government from that
time up 1863 or 1864 held possession of the Island, received
the rent, which went into the Treasury of the Province, and
the settlers, mostly French Acadians, settled on the
mainland, were quite satisfied with the state ofthings which
then existed. The Governor of the Province of that day, Mr.
Gordon, desired, through some representations, that the
Island should be transferred to the Admiralty Department,
and it was accordingly so transferred, the Admiralty admi-
nistering the affairs of the Island, and collecting the rents
through their local agent. That condition of things con-
tinued until 1873 or 1874, during the time I was Ministen>of
Marine and Fisheries. The administration of the Island
did not give satisfaction. The agent of the Admiralty at
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Halifax did not administer its affairs either to inspire point of such great importance, as the capital of the erth-
them with confidence in the permanency of the arrange- West Territory, and th future capital of a new Province, ia
ment, or give that satisfaction to which the people thought a matter on which the public should acquire inform&tion.
they were entitled. I brought the matter under the con- But, Sir, in this case, there is a special reason for aaking the
sideration of the Government of that day, and communica- graunds which induced the Government to select this por-
tion was opened with the Admiralty at Halifax, or with ticular location: for the simple rea8on that those foanda
the British Government-for I am now speaking from are not obvious to any ordinary observer. t wu,
memory, and am under correction if I inaccurately state of course, necessary that the capital of the North-
the facts-for the purpose of having the Island again placed West Territories should be removed from Battleford,
in the hands of the Dominion Government. The result of to some point rather more central, to the sette
those negotiations was that thè British Government con- ment which would likely spring up along the railway,
sented to the transfer. The legal agent of the Crown at St. and having railway facilities; but it was also naturawI
John, acting for the Department of Justice, was instructed to supposed that the Government would search for suob a
prepare the necessary papers. They were prepared, I believe, location as would be adapted by nature for the site of a
ut whether they were ever signed, from that day to this I large and populous city. Now, that is exactly what it

have been unable to find out. My object in bringing the seems te most explorers, that Regina is net; and it is for
matter before the House, and in moving for this corres- this reason, I say, we must ask for the reasons why the
pondence, is to call public attention, and the attention Government selccted this place. Lt cannot have been
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, to the position in because there is ne Wood within about twenty miles ef the
which that property now stands; and I may say to him that tewn site; it can have scareely been because it 1.8found
it will give satisfaction to the people who occupy the Islandi ible to procure geod well water by digging at that
-no person lives on it, although it is a very large Island,pleand it can scarcely have been either on acont of
and is occupied, as I have stated, almost entirely by Aca- the presence of that classica1 stream Pile of Bones Crei,
dian settlers on the mainland-if the Island can be trans- which was reperted last summer, in August, when I wu in
ferred to the Dominion Government, so that the people may the neighborhood, te be almost completely dry. Lt cannot
continue to pay their rents, which they have formerly paid, have been altogether either on account of the good sou at
but which through some inaccuracy or neglect have not that pint. The sou is fairly fertile, as almost ail the soUs
been rogularly collected or paid, or regularly accounted for. of the North-West are, where they are fit for cultivatien at
The settlers, in order to secure permanency of occupancy, ail; but it is a very tough day, difficuit te work, and is
wish to be placed on a better footing ; and I call the atten- even more tenaciens and muddy, during the wet sesson ef
tion of the House to the position in which the matter now theyear, than is the celebrated soilof Winnipeg-and iu every
stands, with a view to bring it under the notice of the way, in tact, it is au unpleasant soil on which te build a city.
Department of Marine and Fisherieis for the purpose ofLt cannot bave been for these reasens; and we must then
pressing on it the necessity of completing the negotiations suppose that the Government have had reaseons laid
which were commenced, and which lia e been sanctioned, before them, which are net knowu te the public
by the Admiralty. I have ne doubt the Minister of Marine or te this ihuse, for locating the capital of the north-
and Fisheries will do what is necessary in this matter. West Territories ut this particular spoto t will naturally
Almost ail the people interested are poor, and they desire bc supposed that before making this important location, they
that the Island should revert te the Dominion Governmnt had get the report of experts, of surveyors, of special ex-
in order that their permanency of occupation may be fally plorers, of Hudson Bay traders, and ofeverybod Who New
established. anything about the c runtry, as te the moet dtirablete

Motion agreed te. for this capital; and iteill be reasonable te suppose
that they selected the poeint, marked eut by al these ex-

REGINA. erts, as beilg the mast desirable eue fer the future city. Of
course, it mayo objected that this most desirable point lis
net happened to b on the projected linoe of the Canadian

Copies of Orders in (ouneil locating the seat of Government of the PacifieRailway Company, but we are net t forget, Sir, that
North-West Territories, and headquarters of the Mounted Police at this railway is a great national enterprise, paid for en tire lyRegina, and directing the remobalnf toe Lieutenant-Gowernor ando
other officiais from Battieford to Regina, and of the Mounted Police by the people of this ceountry and bilt a a national work
from Fort Welsh to Regina, with statement cf expenses connected with for thubenefit of the people et this country. We arent to
such removal. 't thatepsee otha t ass taie oftBon rek

Coes of ail reports and correspondence from the Lieutenant-Gver- or t s ein a en
nr 0f the North-West Territories, or other parties, on which the over the location of this road-and I believe th t the

deciuion te remove the seat of Government te Regina was bted; also location of this road is subjert tethe approvalof the
of ail correspondence with the Canadian Pacifiae ilway C.ompany, or Governor in Counil-and we should naturally supposeother parties, lohref-rence te the precise location Wf the proposed town
sie cf Regina, and te any alteration cf stch location from that first thon, Sir, that if this desirable site, which the Governent
proposed; aiseof alorrespandence with the'OanadianPacif Raieway had found oeut by thoroug d exploration, did nothappen teo o
Company, or other parties in reference te the interest cf the Govern- in the exact hUne prjected in their own interes s by the
ment in any lots in the said tawn site, or any arrangement between them
and eaid Company, in regard te the division f proceeds cf sales of such Canadian Pacife bRailwayCopany, that the Goverment
lots.M would) at least, bring sucb influence te beur upon tihe Cern-

Copiesf Order in Couneil or cther authority irecting the construc anyas t aintthe Goe the had reso n
tien at Regina of a Lieutenant-Governor residence, Police Barracoke po e them i ae nth k w te the plc
and ther Public Buildings, with copies of ail adverisements for ten- where they dosired that the capital of the Noorh-Wet
ders, tenders and contracts for the construction cf theisame, and Territories should be. We wil glad t w be ilnormed by
statement cf ail sume expended up te date on account f such con- the right hon, gentleman, and the documents chihie til
struction.

Plan cf townshipiu which Regin is sitated, showing owner hfdoubtless bring down, as toe whether sucestep were taken,
each section, or part thereof as far as ascertainable, and ase which. and whether a careful attempt was made te fnd ut the
sections or parts thereof are incuded in the tawn site as at first proposed most desirable sitec; and as t whether subsequently any
and as finaly settied; with the locationcf the different Public Build- influence was brought te pber on the ,m Railway Compny te
luge and cf the Railway entation.

Statement cf value cf Public Buildings and furniture lateiy in use in induce thm teo take their road through that particular
BattMeford and at Fort Walsve , and now disued, with amount, if any, place, if it was net on the prposed hline. Bt,hSir, rume ias
realized from sales thereof. stated, do net know how correctly, or else there wou4 to
d wish to give some reasons for asking that these returns no neoessity for making this motion, that the seletio of t

shai be brougt down. Ltris obvious that the locating ea ar this site was net madesby the Government eern, alter it
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had collected all possible evidence as to where it should be.
Rumor has it that this selection was left in the hands
of the Lieut.-Governor of the North-West Territories, a
person who, of course, from his official position might be sup-
posed to know something of what was required in a seat of
Government; and rumor also as said, that this gentleman,
wbo otherwise, no doubt, was competent to judge, was in-
terested in certain parcels of land in the neighborhood in
which it was supposed that this site would probably be
chosen-that ho had invested in one particular section,
comprised in or adjoining the present town site of Regina.
Of course, I do not know how correct that rumor is; but 1 find
a very strong article in the Government organ at Winnipeg,
which makes this charge more strongly than, perhaps, I
should care to do myself In referring to certain complaints
made from the district of Assiniboia, the editor goes on to
say:

" There is no denying it that Mr. Dewdney je unpopular throughout
Assiniboia. It is out of the question, of course, for a man in his position
to please everybody; and bis acts will always be misconstrued by those
dissatisfied with them. It is greatly to be regretted, however, that Mr.
Dewdney should have afforded grouad for the suspicion cast about
almost everything he does. Be had no right whatever, as the chief
officer of the North-West Territories, to enter into speculations or be-
come a stockholder in any of the multitudinous and rival land com-
panies. He may say that he i or was interested in Section 26 at Regina,
and that he holds shares in the Bell Farm, not as Lieut.-Governor, but
as plain Mr. Dewdney. It is impossible, however, to distinguish between
the two entities, more eepecially as Lieut.-Governor Dewdney and Mr.
Dewdney have a common pocket.

" Lient.-Governorships in the North-West have unhappily come to be
regarded in the light that high and low offices in India were regarded in
the days of Clive and Bastings. Mr. Morris amassed a fortune in a few
years, and Mr. Cauchon, of course, did likewise, It may be that those
gentlemen did not abuse their positions or use te their own gain and
profit the valuable information that came to them officially. But the
tact remains that they came here poor and went away rich, and people
will persist in connecting office with money-making as cause and effect.
If Mr. Dewdney has made up hie mind te follow the bad example thus
set him, he may rely upon it that before hie term expires he will land in
a heap of trouble."

Now, Sir, these are the charges made, not by an Opposition
organ, not by a paper partial to this side of the flouse, but
by the Government organ at Winnipeg-by the Winnipeg
Times, a paper which, as will be seen by the latter part
of the. quotation, is not particularly favorable to the
Lieut.-Governor of Manitoba, who was appointed by
gentlemen now sitting on this side of the louse. This
testimony is not that of a party enemy, but of a friend,
who intimates, whether rightly or wrongly, that grave
irregularities took place with regard to the selection
of this site; and that Lieut.-Governor Dewdney was
allowed to speculate in virtue of bis position, and in virtue
of the information and power in bis possession as Lieut.-
Governor. Of course, Sir, these are charges which
the Government cannotlallow to pass quietly, with respect
either to themselves or to the gentleman in question-
Lieut.-Governor Dewdney. If these charges are false and
without foundation, they should be disproved at once; and
nothing can be easier than to do so, by bringing down all
the documents, reports and plans, &c., which will show us
that Lieut.-Governor Dewdney had nothing to do with
the selection of this town site. If it be shown by
the correspondence asked for, that the decision was
carried ont entirely independent of the opinion of
Lieut.-Governor Dewdney, of course this will at
once, clear away the aspersions cast on is charac-
ter; and more than that, the Government here
will be freed from the charge of carelessness, and of
connivance at his speculation, with which it is charge-].
Sir, I hope it will be found, for the sake of the Government,
andof the Lieut..Governor, and of our politics generally,
that in deciding such an important question as this, the
Government did not place Lieut.-Governor Dewdney
in such an embarrassing and false position, as to ask for lis
advice about a matter in which ho was personallyinterested;
for I believe there is no doubt as to the fact that ho is or

Mr. 0As".

was personally interested in land, which bas since
grcatly enhanced in value, in the location of this town
site. With regard to some other points, on which
I am asking information, I niay say one of them relates
to the change in the town site from the place which
was originally proposed for it. If I recollect aright
it was at first given out that the proposed town site
would be comprised of four sections lying a little further
west than those finally adopted, but it was latterly moved
away from the river to a distance of one mile, so as to
include or adjoin this Setion 26. about which so much
has been said. Now, it is not to be supposed that the loca-
tion or change of location took place without the consent
of the Government, and I would like to know the reasons
which actuated them in giving it. Again I have asked
for information as to the negotiations between the Govern-
ment and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and other
parties interested in the town site of Regina, as to the divi-
sion of the lots there, or the division of the profits arising
from the sale of these lots. It bas been stated by the corres-
pondent of one of our papers, that the sale of lots in Regina
was affected virtually by means of a lottery ; that the
lots were sold in blocks of twenty, by putting the numbers
of twenty lots in envelopes promiscuously. The buyer
who put down lhe money for twenty lots was
allowed to take one of the envelopes, and this envelope
might hold numbers n'early all of which were central lots, or
a majority might be outside lots, or there might b a pretty
fair division of both. In fact the purchaser was simply
betting on the chance of getting more than he was paying
for, and taking the chance of his getting less than hc wa-i
paying for. This correspondent, who appears to be well
informed, says that since the sales were made, Mr. Scarthe
who is agent for the company commonly known as the
Duke of Manchester Company, has offered to sell the remain-
ing lots at a discount of 50 per cent., and has blocked a second
sale of lots bought by speculators in the first instance. If
this is true it is scandalous, and if untrue it should be dis-
proven at once. I say that if true it is scandalous,
because it would make the Government of the country
a party to a transaction .similar to that which took
place in London not long ago in regard to which the
press animadverted so strongly, and with regard to
which cases are now in the court. It would make the Gov-
ernment parties to a lottery which might or might not be
a swindle, according to how it was managed. It will be very
easy to prove or disprove the truth ofthese statements when
the documents arc brought down. I have further asked by
whose orders the different officials were moved from Battle-
ford to Regina, and from Fort Walsh to Regina. It has
been stated that the removals were made on the order of
Lieut.-Governor Dewdney only, and that the expendi-
.ture incurred for building the Governor's residence, and
other public buildings at Regina, was also ircurred on bis
sole authority. I have also asked fo-r advertisements for
tenders with regard to these buildings, simply that we mray
see whether the usual check las been kept on the public ex-
penditure in these respects. I hope that the correspondence
will not be found to be as long proportionately as the mo-
tion, but that it may be brought down early enough in the
Session to allow us to consider it, and to enable us, if possi-
ble, to clear the parties concerned from the no doubt undes-
erved aspersions which have been cast upon them.

Mr. ORTON. I cannot allow to pass without reply the
unwarrantable and highly mischievous remarks of the hon.
gentleman. le made wholesale charges with regard to
the location of the Capital of Assiniboia, stating in the first
place that it could not bO chosen on account of'the insuffi-
ciency of water. I had the pleasure ol visiting that country
and spending some three or four weeks at Regina. I
travelled through a large portion of the country surround-
ing it, and I can state of my own knowledge that the
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Pile of Bones Creek contains, and last summer did contain
at the lowest time of the water, that is in October and the
beginning of November, ample water to supply a popula-
tion of 50,000 inhabitants at least. I took the trouble to
ascertain from an engineer who was in charge of.the laying
out of that city what its capabilities- were in regard to
water, and he said he made a rough calculation, and with a
proper reservoir built on Pile of Bones Creek he had little
doubt that there would be ample water for a very large
city; and from the amount of water which is passing down
that stream every twenty-four hours, I feel pretty confident
that he was right.

Mr. CHARLTON. llow many cubie feet per minute
passed down the stream ?

Mr. ORTON. A rough calculation was made showing
that, during twenty-four hours, 1,500,000 gallons of water
passed down the stream during the lowest period of last
season. But, independently of Pile of Bones Creek, it is
not true that water cannot be obtained bysinking wells. A.
number of wells have been sunk. The railway company
have found any -amount of water at a depth of 20U feet.
The hon. gentleman shakes his head, but I know it te be a
fact. Water of excellent quality has also been found at
several other places near Regina. Five miles off, is Burning
Creek, a stream from which any amount of excellent water
may beobtained if Pile of Bones Creekis not sufficient. Besides
there is the Qu'Appelle River,which is only distant sixteen or
seventeen miles from the city. So, I think, that the charge
made with regard to the scarcity of water is without founda-
tion. With regard to wood, I saw wood delivered in Regina
during the time I was there lastfall, atfrom $7to $8 per cord.
The wood is poplar, it is true, but it is good dry wood, such
as they use in that country. As far as the fuel supply is
concerned, however, not only Regina and its neighborhood,
but the larger portion of the whole North-West, will have
to depend in the future upon coal, and it is a well ascer-
tained fact that coal exists to an almost unlimited extent in
our great North-West. I have been informed, on good
authority, that coal of a quality equal if not superior to that
on Vancouver Island, and in many respects superior to the
Nova Scotia coal, exists in almost unlimited quantities
lotween the Rocky Mountains and Regina; so that there is
no possibility of the want of fuel being a serions drawback
to the selection of Regina as the capital of Assiniboia. With
regard to the land in that neighborhood, I have travelled
over a considerable portion of Manitoba and the North-
West, and I challenge contradiction when I say
that Regina is situated in the largest and most extensive
tract of the richest agricultural land òf the whole North-
West, and I believe it will prove to be the most productive
for the growth of cereals. With regard to the charge
against the Lieut.-Governor of the North-West having
an interest in iRegina, all I can say is that I know nothing
pcrsonally with reference to that subject, but I do know
that the section of land in which he is said to have some
interest is not less tban a mile and a half from Regina
proper, and I do not think there is the slightest possibility
of that section becoming for many years a portion of the
city. The city of Regina I think is excellently situated. i
had an opportunity of visiting Qu'Appelle, formerly called
Troy, as well as Fort Qu'Appelle. 1 mustsay that I very muchi
admired the situation of Fort Qu'Appelle, which lies in the
Valley of the Qu'Appelle, with banks on each side, at
least 300 fet. high. The difficulty thero, is that the site is
too small for a large city or a consilerable sized town, and
very great engineering difficulties woula prevent proper
railway accommodation being furnished at that point, in
consequence of the high banzks and the deep valley. An-
other point is that it was important to have the capital on
the main lino cf the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and the fact
that the Govertnment owned half the site made it important

that it should be fixed where it was. I do not think a more
suitable point could possibly have been found for the capital
of that fine Province.' Moose Jaw is close to the limit of the
good land. It is true there is good land beyond it, but it
ceases to appear eight or ten miles beyond. The wisdom of
the selection is shown by the one fact, that there is not a
quarter section within fifteen miles of Regina that is not
occupied by a settler. There are a great many old country
people there, as well as people from Ontario, and some who
came from inferior land in the Province of Manitoba. So
that the country surrounding Regina, will at once be settled
by a more dense population than any other part of the
North-West is to-day. The land is not in-the hand cof spec-
ulators, but every quarter section is occupied by a settler.
With regard to the Lieut.-Governor, I believe he is a
highly popular gentleman in the North-West, and lis action
in this matter I shall leave to be deait with by the Govern-
ment.

Mr. TUPPER. There is just one remark of the hon.
gentleman's that I would like to correct. I think he
is mistaken in reference to the character of the coal in the
North-West. I have had occasion myself to read some
very interesting reports of that country, and although the
coal deserves all the praise that any man investing in that
article would desire, it does not possess the reputation of
being superior to the Nova Scotia eoal, but it has the repu-
tation of being nearly equal to it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not at all object to the
length of the hon. gentleman's motion, and I shall prove that,
in the most practical way possible, by adding to it a little be-
fore I sit down. The hon. gentleman has a right, certainly,
to put all these questions and get all this information, and
shall get it by-and bye, as soon as it can be brought down.
I regret, however, that the hon. gentleman should deal in
rumor when the character of a public officer is concerned.
He says there is a rumor that the Lieut.-Governor chose
the site, that he had sordid and interested motives in choos-
ing those sections, and the lion.gentleman read a newspaper
extract; and in order to attack the present Lieut.-Governor,
he does not hesitate to sacrifice an old political friend of his
own, Mr. Cauchon. It will be my duty to defend those
three gentlemen. Mr. Morris was sent up by a former
Government of which I was the head. He was a colleague
of mine, and all will admit a man of standing and con-
sideration in the country. As Lieut.-Governor he went
to Winnipeg, and had nothing to do with the granting
of land, any more than the hon. gentleman himself-per.
haps did not take such a lively interest in the lands of the
North-West as the hon. gentleman, but he committed the
great sin of purchasing an eligible piece of property in the
city of Winnipeg. He bought it not from the Government
but from a private individual, and he had right to doso. le
built some louses on it, and with the marvellous progresa of
Winnipeg, made I believe a large profit from the sale of
lots on the land he purchased. Ail that was perfectly legiti-
mate. So were the purchases of Mr. Cauchon, who was the
Lieut.-Governor sent up by hon. gentlemen opposite when
in power. Ie exercised his right of buying from individuals
and I hope his expectations may be realized. So with
regard to Mr. Dewdney: he went up as Land Commissioner
under the first Lieut.-Governor, and had nothing te do with
lands in the North-West. He was sent up to look after the
Indians on their reserves, to be at the head of that branch of
the Public Service. We have Indian Agents who are
quite separate from the land oifcers, who have
no more to do with the lands than the hon. gentleman
himself. All they have to do is to see that the Indians are
settled on the reservos, are peaceable, and, as far as possible,
educated, and brought within the influence of civilization.
About a year ago the Hudson Bay Company put some sec-
tions into the market. A friend of Mr. Dewdney's bought
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some of them, and asked him to take an interest in some of
the lots. He did so, a year before Regi.na was thought of at
all. He did not conceal that. le told me at once that he
had invested some money in Hudson Bäy proporty, and I
told him I hoped that ho had made a good speculation. That
is not the sole interest Mr. Dewdney had. -He has an
interest in a section at Qu'Appelle, and one at Regina, and,
I believe, in a Hudson Bay lot further west. le bas never
denied having this interest, and had a right to buy a Hudson
Bay Company's lot. The lon. gentleman says lie ought not
to have been consulted. Why ? I am responsible for the
selection of Regina. I asked Mr. Dewdney his opinion,
having the highest opinion of his probity, ability and judg-
ment. I asked him, as I had asked a great many other-

Mr. CASEY. What did the hon. gentleman ask Mr.
Dewdney to do?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I consulted him, not only
about Regina, but about the laying out of town sites, all the
way from Qu'Appelle to Fort Calgary. I took al the
evidence I could. I talked to everybody about the best
places to choose sites. Those who were members of the
last Parliament, may remember that the hon. gentleman who
now leads the Opposition, very properly said, in discussing
this question, that while we gave homesteads to actual
settlers, we had no right to make them millionaires, and that
it was the duty of the Government to reserve town sites
so that the proceeds would go into the Public Treasury to
recoup the Treasury of Canada for the enormous expense
incurred in opening up and settling the country. That
was a very sensible remark. It was announcing a poIEcy
which the Government had resolved to carry out and were
carrying out. The moment the line of the Pacifie Railway
was established, a belt of one section deep on each
aide, 'was reserved so that the Government might see where
the tendency of the population was to rest, and where there
was speedy prospect of a town being establisbed, so that
the homesteaders, who were given, as a present, 160 acres
of land to farm on, should not become millionaires by put-
ting the wholé of the money into their pocket. Besides
that, the Government tried to find out where were the
points along the line where towns would most likely spring
up. In a country of that kind which is a level prairie, un-
less where there aie streams of water, one place is as good
as another and it is a more accident where towns wiIl grow.
lu fact the casual settlement of some respectable men and
a post office being established, or a decent hotel at any one
point, might form ithe nucleus of a town. But those points
where there was any water wore certainly the most likely
places for the growth of towns. Consequently the Govern-
ment reserved, not only the belt of a section on each side
of the road from one end to the other, but also certain
peints. They selected the Pile of Bones Creek, where the
Iand is as goed as my hon. friend has described it, and
where the 'water was in such a considerable body as to
make it a desirable point for a town. They also selected
MlooseJaw Creek, Medicine Hat, Calgary, Maple Creek, and
other places, likely sites for towns, so that the proceeds of
the sale of lots might come into the Treasury. There was
g-eat disappointment, among a large body of individuals,
that Troy (Qu'Appelle), was not selocted as the chief town.
Why, Sir, because it is a very pretty place. It las been
graphically described by my hon. friend who sits behind
me, the consequence was that pretty much all the land was
taken up by squatters. Some of them, I must say, squatted
rather fraudulently, not with a bona fide desire to become
settlers, but rather with the view-in their mind legitimate
enough-that if they could get a lot they could make a
profit by breaking up their homestead, or the preemption,
into town lots. Government desired to select those places
where the largest quantity of land in eligible places was
free fron settiers, where, without moving or incommoding
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any settlers who had gone up there, they might have land
in the market. Pile of Bones was chosen for that. WelIl,
one of their reasons, as the hon. gentleman pointed out,
why this place was selected was, that it was in the immedi-
ate Une of the railway. Now it was all important in the
altered circumstances of the country that the Mounted
Police should be gathered in from the various outlying
stations where they had been scattered in the early settle-
ment of the country. They were scattered all over in
small bands. Perhaps that was requisite sorne years ago,
but now that the railway is running through the country
it was thought al] important that the headquarters should
be on the immediate line of the railway, and from that
point, as the railway went east and west, they could be, in
case of exigency, in case of disturbances among thelndians,
of troubles between the whites and the red men-that they
could be sent off from the central point, east and west, on
the railway, and thon going off on the prairies to
the place where there was danger of conflict. The
.Commissioner of Mounted Police was sent to look for
a good place, and he selected as being most eligible, a
place in the immediate vicinity of Pile of Bones Creek,
where their was a fine tract of land for a farm which thoy
must have for their horses-for forage is enormously ex-
pensive there-and they selected that. That was the first
idea of our having a town there. Then it was quite clear
that, in order to make this town profitable, there should be
some arrangement made with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
If they were starting a town on their own suggestion and
the Government were starting a town on their own sugges-
tion, one mright kill the other, and it is quite clear to every-
one that it is the interest of the Canadian Pacifie Railwny
to select sites for towns where towns are likely to grow,
where the land will become valuable. For they have to
make their money-and the hon. gentlemen opposite say
they are going to make enormous sums of money out of the
sales of those lands ; at all events, it is clearly their interest
to choose the very best sites. Well, Mr. Speaker, we con-
sulted the Company. We knew that their interest was
perhaps greater than ours, and that we were perfectly safe
if the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Govern-
ment agreed as to where the eligible sites would be. Well,
the Government and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
did agree that this was an eligible site for a town; and
if you look at the map which has been laid before the
House, you will see that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company has selectod the town of Regina as one of
the places from which there may be a leading branch
running to the North-West from Regina on towards Sas-
katchewan. The fact of its being the point of junction
between a railway connecting the Saskatchewan and one
running to the north at Regina, was sufficient to make
it a large town of itself. But then it is true you cannot
have everything. There is not water enough. We
would rather have Lad that river considerably larger, but
the streams there are not large. But a town was certain to
grow there, it was eligible, it was in the centre of Assini-
boia, and as my hon. friend Las stated behind me, there are
only one or two places elsewhere. They might have gone
to Qu'Appelle, but the land was taken up, and, I think, the
Government exercised, ini the interest of the Treasury, in
the interests of the Province, a wise discretion in not choos-
ing a place where a very small portion of the proceeds from
the sales of land would go to the Public Treasury, but would
go into the pockets of the people who happened to squat
there. There were only two places-Regina and Moose Jaw
Creek. Moose Jaw Creek is too far West, it is not so near
the centre of Assiniboia.

Mr. CASEY. How much further?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. About forty miles. But

while it is true that the land lying to the west of Mooso
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Jaw Creek is fit for settlement and is not the desert that it
bas been described-because we all remember the descrip-
tions given in this House of that land being absolutely sterile,
of no value whatever. It does not bear that character. It
is good and fair land, and I believe it will be the
seat of of a large population. Yet from eight to ten miles west
of Moose Jaw Creek the land becomes of a lighter descrip-
tion, and of the appearance, to persons who are not experts,
of being sterile. It is inferior land to that which surrounds
Regina, but there will be a large town growing up at Moose
Jaw Creek. Forty miles is a considerable distance in a rich
country like that, and the Government have reserved a large
tract of land at Moose Jaw Creek for the same purpose that
they have done so at Regina. Moreover, at the crossing of
the Saskatchewan, the coal crops out, the rich coal which I
must almost tell my hon. friend from Pictou is equal to
Nova Scotia coal, and it is in unlimited quantities. Now, Sir,
I think it is unfortunate that the hon. gentleman should
attack a town which is just about begun. It is the
unfortunate duty of hon. gentlemen opposite to attack the
character of that country as a whole, it has been the style of
hon. gentlemen opposite to abuse that country, and we have
had it compared and said to be inferior to Kansas, inferior to
Texas, inferior to every other country in the world. They
have a habit of running down their own country, trying
to depreciate tha soil. Instead of giving a fair chance
to the city of Regina and assisting the Government to sell
their lands at a fair price, they publish to the world that any
man who gocs there is a fool, that it is not fit for a town,
that there is no coal, no fuel, no water nor earth, but mud
and scrubs. That is the description the hon. gentlemen
giye to that country. That is their idea of patriotism.
This is not the first time that kind of patriotism
bas been exhibited by the hon. gentlemen opposite. Now,
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company could certainly have
no object in making the fortune of Mr. Dewdney, or conniv-
ing or colluding with him in making an improper site.
They want to make money ont ofit, they are going to make
money out of it; and the Government were so sure that they
were the most likely men to make money out of it, that they
simply said to them : Now, here, join us in choosing a good
place. That place was chosen, the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company agreed that was a good place, and they have agreed
to make that a starting point for the railway running to the
north. They know what they are about. They intend to
make money out of their lots, and the Government have
said to the Canadian Pacifie Railway: Now, you eau
manage it better than the Government eau, because your
fortunes are concerned in it; we will put the land up to a
given area; we will be a partnership; you take charge of
it, and sell the lots, and return to the Treasury half the
amount of the sales. That is the arrangement made, and I
think we could not have a better agent than the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company, because they get half of the pro-
ceeds of every lot they sell, the money received going into
their own pockets, and adding to their revenues. As to the
shifting of the site, I know nothing of it.

Mr. CASEY. In regard to this arrangement with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, does the hou. gentleman mean
that the Company keeps half of the profits from the sale of
lots in the Government part of the town, for the trouble of
management ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that every alternate section is ours, and every alternate
section theirs. It is put into hodge-podge, they manage
the whole thingand they pay us half. Tht ia the agreement.
and I thinkit is a very good one; it costs us nothing and
the Company are very glad to do it. As to putting up build-
ings there, I believe the Government have bought two ori
three ready-made wooden houses, and have sent them therei
where they have been orected, some of these houses having1
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been constructed in Montreal, and others bere. Lieut,-
Governor Dewdney went to the enormous expense of adding
two together, and that, I believe, is the Lieut..Gover-
nor's palace. TheGovernment do not intend to go to ay
expense there on buildings of a permanent character, until
the costof building is infinitely reduced. When the railway
is finished, when lumber can be bought along lhe line
cheaper, and when brick is made, and I am glad to say that
in that region there is, I am told, first-rate brick clay, at a
cheap rate, the Government will proceed to put up a brick
Post office instead of a wooden oneand they may even venture
on the extravagance of orecting a brick Custom House,
because we are going to have a Customliouse there,and if the
Governor behaves himself very well we may change bis two
wooden ready-made bouses into a brick one. That is simply
the whole story. The hon. gentleman bas said something
about a lottery. I have read it in the newspapers.
If anything of that kind has been done by the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company, I think they have acted very
improperly, and must take the consequences of such an im-
proper mode of disposing of the lots. All they were
instructed and authorized to do was to take the manage-
ment of the whole town, to lay it out accord ing to the ex-
perience of those in charge, and the Company have very ex-
perienced officers, such as Mr. VanHorn, who occupiesl a
high position on the Northern Pacifie, and who knows
exactly what is required, and what is the most profitable
and effective way to lay out a town. The town has been
laid out with ovals, squares and other open places for public
use, and no doubt it will form a good town. Notwith-
standing the bad character whili t!e hon. member for
Elgin bas given it, if you walk along soine distance and
look over your shoulder, you will see that three or four
bouses have gone up while you have passed along.
I eau bring down all the papers asked for-; but I
protest against attacks being made upon the characters of
public servants. They are in a certain degree defence-
less. They are necessarily under the guardianship and
protection of thie ouse, and they should not be attacked
upon rumors, and certainly not on a casual remark of
the press. The hon. gentleman should know the great
power he possesses as a representative of the people,
and the great responsibility that rests on him ii making
statements against officials behind their backs, and who,
being defenceless, have the right to throw themselves
upon the generosity and the justice of the represen-
tatives of the people. Attacks should not be made on them
unless an hon. member has so far verified the rumors that
he makes himself responsible for the attack. The hon.
member for Elgin bas admitted that, under present circum-
stances, Battleford,was not a proper place for the seat of Gov-
ernment. What the future great towns will be in the great
North-West no one can foresee. We eau easily see where
towns of reasonable and considerable size will grow up, but
where the great cities will be established we must leave
that to futurity. The bon. gentleman admits, however, that
with a line of railway running through the country, Battle-
ford is too far north. I believe Battleford has a future
too, and I would be the last to disparage it. I believe that
from its position it will be a considerable town. From the
fact that there is no approach to it except by the slow and
tedious navigation of the Saskatchewan, and that it is so far
distant from the reach of immigrants, its progrsss has not
been so great as was anticipated by bon. gentlemen opposite,
and by the hon. member for East York, who selected it,
when Premier; but that it will have have a future, and be
a town, I have not any doubt in the world. Meanwhile,
however, it was quite clear that the Provisional Districte
which have been established-and I think were divided with
a good deal of skili-if I may venture to say so, will be
several Provinces, oach with its own capital, as Manitoba
has its capital at Winnipeg. I believe Regina will b o
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fine town, a very fine town, and will make a very creditable
and respectable capital for Assiniboia. The other Provinces,
Saskatchewan, and Alberta, will have their capitals by-and-
bye; there .will be plenty of towns there, and this one of
Regina will not be one of the most insignificant. I beg to
move the following addition to theb hon. gentleman's
motion, which, no doubt, lie will accept, and I will see that
it does not postpone the bringing down of the paper - .

Copies of Orders in Council locating the Head Quarters of the
Mounted Police at Fort Ellice.

Copies of Orders in Council locating the Head Quarters of the
Mounted Police at Fort Pelly.

Copies of Orders in Couneil, or other authority, directing the con-
8truction at Fort Pelly of Police Barracks, and other public buildings,
with copies of all ad vertisements for tenders, tenders and contracts for
the construction of the same, and Statement of all sums expended up to
date, on account of such construction.

Copies of Orders in Council locating the seat of Government of the
North-West Territores and Head Quarters of the Mounted Police at
Battleford, and directiLg the removal of the Lieutenant-Governor, and
other officials, and of the Mounted Police from Fort Pelly to Battleford,
with Statement of expenses connected with such rernoval.
j Copies of Orders in Council, or other authority, directing the con-

struction Tat Battleford of a Lieutenant-Governor's residence, Police
Barracks and other public buildings, with copies of all advertisements
for tenders, tenders and contracts for the construction of the same, and
Statement of all suns expended up to date, on account of such con-
struction.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not think the right hon.
gentleman has any substantial ground of complaint against
the manner in which my hon. friend presented his case to-
night. I do not think the hon. gentleman could fairly charge
him with unfairness in basing bis charges on aleged rumors.
My lon. friend did not found them on alleged rumor, in so
far as the conduct of the Lieut.-Governor of the North-West
Territo ies is concerned. It is quite clear there must be
something wrong, eitlher in the mode the Lieut.-Governor
administered public affairs there, or in regard to the instruc-
tions received by him from headquarters ; otherwise it is in-
possible to understand the tone and attitude of the organ
of the Government in Winnipeg on this subject
Now if the hon. gentleman rested his case on some rumor of
the Opposition press, or on some statements made by those
who do not support the Government, the hon. gentleman
might fairly charge him with unfairness to the Lieut.-
Governor ; but here, Sir, is an editorial in an organ of the
Goverrnment at Winnipeg, drawing the attention of the
Government to the complaints, whother well founded or
not I am not prepared to say, but to complaints, at all
events, that exist and are widespread in that region against
the conduct of Lieut.-Governor Dewdney; and I say it
was the duty of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Casey) to have
drawn the attention of the Government to this matter under
the circumstances. Now the First Minister knowsperfectly
well, or ought to know fromthe public press, that during the
last few days, a public meeting was heldlin ene of the centres of
population within the Province ofAssiniboia, at which meet-
ing, permit me to say, Sir, every man present, out of seventy-
five, were supporters of the Government, save three; and ati
that meeting, Sir, resolutions were passed, complaining of
the conduct of the Lieut.-Governor, and telling the hon.
gentleman, that if he were appointed Lient.-Governor
of Assiniboia, he would be treated as Mr. MeDougall
was treated when appointed Lieut.-Governor of Manitoba,i
and that bis entrance into the Province would be resistedi
perforce; and stating further, that the time for grumbling
had now passed, and the time for action arrived. Now when
one sees statements of that kind in the public press, whichi
supports hon. gentlemen, anid finds such motions and,
resolutions carried at a public meeting of the supporters of1
the Government, one cannot close one's eyes to the fact thati
some well-grounded cause of complaint must exist. I am
not complaining of the Lieut..-Governor, I know nothingi
about him except when he was in Parliament, and I always
then foand him to be a respectable and intelligent gentle-
man. I am only mentioning that those things have1
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taken place within the last few days in the Provinces of
Manitoba and Assiniboia, and that they justify the
motion now before the House. The Times goes still
farther, and insists that hon. gentlemen opposite
must institute enquiries into the conduct of Lieut.-
Governor Dewdney with regard to a matter so noto-
rious and so public. If the statements are true, and they
appear in the press of the hon. gentleman, and are endorsed
by the hon. gentleman's friends, then I say my hon. friend
(Mr. Casey) was perfectly justified in the course he bas
taken. Now, what I understood the hon. gentleman to
complain of, with respect to the selection of Regina as the
capital of Assiniboia, was that the selection of it was left
in the hands of the Lieut.-Governor. Now, nobody com-
plains of the Lieut.-Governor going to the North-West
Territories, and irvesting bis spare funds in purchasing
there real estate, as long as he does not ine his position,
and information acquired in bis official pobition, for the
purpose of benefitting himself. I do not complain of
it at all; but the ground of complaint against Lieut.-
Governor Dewdney was ihat lie had purchased a section
(No. 26) in Township 18 or 19, Range 25, from the Hudson
Bay Company, in connection with others; and the hon. the
First Minister admits that this man who had purchased a
section there, was the man who was authorized by them to
select a site for the capital of the new Province of Assini-
boia. Now, I say that if the hon. gentleman wanted an
impartial and a fair selection, it is not exactly the thing
ta appoint for that purpose a man who is directly interested
in the selection of the town site at Regnia. For
aught I know and say, at the present time it may
bave been the very best selection that could be
made; but you cannot expect to get a fair, impartial,
and intelligent judgm-it from a man who is himself
personally interested in it. We know perfectly well there
were rival towns, Qu'Appelle, South Qu'Appelle, Moose
Jaw, and Regina, which was then called Pile of Bones;
and to select a man interested in Pile of Bones to decide
between these rival claimants for the capital of Assiniboia,
does not appear to me, at all events, the proper thing. I
am not going to say much about Regina, although 1 was
there for a couple of days last summer; but if there is a
river there, or a stream, out of which you can get water for a
population of 50,000, ail I can is that I did not see it, alhough
it may have been there. I do not me a to say thaL the
country around Regina is not a fair country, or tha t 1 h are
is not water enough at this place to accommodate a y :ila-
tion of 3,000 or 4,000; but I am told-and I have it from a
person living there-that this winter they have been paying
75 cents a barrel for water, and that Pile of Bones Creek
is now frozen to the botton ! Of course, that May be so0;
and still there may be an abundance of water within
easy reach. As to Qu'Appelle, of which the hon. gentle-
man has spoken, Fort Qu'Appelle and Moose Jaw, I can
say as to those places that prettier town sites I do not
think to-day exist beneath the sun; and I arn quite sure that
if the bon. the First iMinister had devoted a few weeks to a
visit to that interesting region of our Dominion, ho would
agree with me that eitber Qu'Appelle or Moose Jaw is
infinitely superior, in so far as the eyo is capable of enabling
one to form an opinion on that subject, to Regina. At Moose
Jaw or Qu'Appelle the hon, gentleman would find a river,
and at the latter place four lakes, two on one side and tvo
on the other side ofthe town site. There is there plenty of
water and it is of a very good quality. The hon. gentleman
knows that at Moose Jaw there is Moose Jaw River, a rapid
running stream of clear water; and he knows that at
moose Jaw there is also Thunder Creek which empties
into Moose Jaw, and bas a very considerable volume of
water. I venture to say that it is, at least, five or ton-
times as large as the stream Pile of Bones. The
hon, gentleman knows that the land in the vicinity of
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Moose Jaw is, as I believe, without exception, the finest
twenty in the whole of the North-West region; although at
miles west of it, it is not of so good a quality; yet,
to the south and north of Moose Jaw and for fifty miles
north of Moose Jaw, there is not finer ]and in the universe,
and to the south of it as well; and although the land
twenty miles west is not so good, still the land in
the neighborhood is of first-class quality. Moose Jaw is only
thirty-five miles from Regina; and if it had advantages
-which I am not saying it had-but am only pointing
out what appeared to me, from my observation, to
have been the case-the distance in a large Province like
Assiniboia, of thirty-five miles, could make very littie dif-
ference in the selection of a capital. Now, I believe, that
Regina will of necessity be an important place; it cannot
help but be so. St. Petersburg was made an important place
by force of circumstances, and the energy and perseverance
of the Emperor; and so the hon, gentleman can make
Regina an important city. I would be very sorry to say
anything that could detract from the importance of Regina;
but I do not think the hon. gentleman was quite fair
in throwing across to this side of the louse, whenever
we speak on subjects of this kind, the charge of always
depreciating the merits of that country. I do not think
that there is any warrant for that, judging from what has
been ~said in my hearing. As far as I am concerned,
I believe, as to the neighborhood of Regina, that the
land is fair; but I know that it is equally good at Moose
Jaw and Qu'Appelle. As to timber: there was none
that I could sec within a range of eight or ten miles
of Regina-and in that respect, perbaps Moose Jaw was not
much better; so taking it altogether, the selection may be a
fair one, although 1 think that Moose Jaw will, from its
position, be an important place. I would be very sorry to
say a word offensive of Lieut.-Governor Dewdney, which I
would not utter were he in my presence; and I should
perhaps say more, if he were, than I will now, because he is
not here, and is not in a position to justify and
defend himself. The hon. gentleman must however
know perfectly well that there is widespread dissatisfaction
in the North-West with reference to Mr. Dewdney. The
instance I bave given the hon. gentleman is clear
evidence of this fact. The hon. gentleman must also know
perfectly well, that there is very considerable dissatisfaction
and discontent among the Indian tri bes up there; and he
must know perfectly well that the camp located at Broad-
view, last summer, was almost in a state of rebellion. He
knows also, perfectly well, that Piepot's band was almost
in a state of actual rebellion; and, as everybody who knows
anything about the situation there can tell the hon. gentle-
man, perhaps better than I can, Piepots and his band were,
last summer, grumbling and complaining loudly of L.e way
in which they were used by the officials of the Government
there ; and when brought face to face with the Lient.-Gov-
ernor, this band charged him with misrepresentations and
misconduct.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now, I must really ask
the hon. gentleman, in all fairness, if he wishes to bring the
conduct of either the Government, or of Lieut.-Governor
Dewdney, into question as to the management ofIndians,
to give notice to that effect, for this has nothing to do with
Regina, which is under discussion.

Mr. CAMERON. I only mention this becanse the hon.
gentleman must know of it, for these complaints were
sent to the Department. If that is so, then I say
the hon. gentleman's motion is quite correct, and he
is not .open to the charge of having done anything
improper as regards either Regina or the conduct
of Lieut..Governor Dewdney. I lave nothing more
to say, but I thought it my duty to say this much as to
opinions I formed of Regina as the capital of the North-

West, and as to the conduct of the Lieut.-Governor. This
mach I may say further that I quite approve of the policy
of the Government with respect to taking advantage of
these town sites for the purpose of putting the proceeds of
the sale of Government lands there into the Dominion
Treasury. I can see no reason why cither the Syndicate, or
the Duke of Manchester Company, or private individuals
should get the benefit of the sale of these sites. I believe
that their policy is correct. They have my approval, if that
amounts to anything, and if necessary they will have my
vote in support of the principle that, in opening up that
country where enormous sums of money are being expended,
the Public Treasury should reap the benefit of the sale of
these town sites. With respect to speculators, the lon.
gentleman says that the reason why one particular place was
not selected was because the whole place was occupied by
frandulent speculators.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If I used the word fraud-
ulent I used too strong a word. I meant merely to say
persons who have no intention themselves of cultivating the
soil.

Mr. CAMERON. I understood when the hon. gentleman
used the word he used it in that sense. The hon. gentle-
man knows that within a radius of six or seven miles of the
town of Regina there is not one actual settler. I know
that when I was there last summer there were seven
lawyer's clerks, ten ex-bank clerks, and a dozen other
other business men and numberless speculators.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You are quite right;
that is certainly the case.

Mr. CAMERON. I am satisfied that there is not within
six miles of the place one single individual who went there
bonafide as a settler, with the intention of making his living
off the soil, and I have no hesitation in saying that if you
allow the speculators to take possession of that country you
are doing it a grievous wrong.

Mr. SPROULE. If you look at the argumonts which
have been brought forward on this question, I think it
becomes perfectly plain that the conduct of Lieut.-
Governor Dewdney was perfectly disinterested if he had no
investments there.

Mr. CAME RON (Huron). But he has.
Mr. SPROULE. I have it from himself that he bas not.

It appears that there were a number of sections of Hudson
Bay lots iii wbich le took one-twelfth interest, these lots
being scattered over the country. Now, if he had used bis
position to have the seat of Government fixed upon bis own
property, then it would be reasonable to suppose that he
was working in bis own interest; but the very fact tbat
his investment is upon Section 26, while Regina is upon
Sections 19 and 13, is the strongest evidence that it
it would be no advantage to him to have it placed there.
His land is outside the town, and we all know that land
outside of a city like Ottawa, for instance, is worth no more
close to the city than if it were five or six miles off. I was
informed by Mr. Dewdney, when I was in Regina
last fall, that he had no investments in Regina at
all, except such as any private individual might have
by taking advantage of the sale of lots. In refer-
ence to the selection of the town site it certainly
does seem strange to the people of Ontario, that a selection
should be made of a.place at which there is no large body
of water, such as the Ottawa River here for instance. It is
not common in a prairie country to find large towns spring-
ing up as in one, for exampie, on the banks of large streams,
fer the reason that in such a country you cannot carry on
manufacturing, and what then, what is the special advantage
of a large body of water? The best water found in prairie
countries for domestic purposes is that obtained from
artesian wells. Why was it, when it was found iq
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Winnipeg that, in some partieular places, there were artesian
wells, the people sought to obtain that property ? Simply
because the water there was comparatively pure as compared
with surface water. In the Western States and Territories
the best supplies of water are obtained from artesian wells.
The surface water contains alkali, which is not only un,
pleasant to the taste but unhealthy, and the deeper we go,
down in the ground the better is the qualityof the water.,
One of the important considerations in making a selection,
of a town site is to have proper drainage-a matter muoh;
more important than to have a large supply of water, be:
cause if yon cannot keep up navigation the water supply is
of nogreat importance, whereas if you lack proper drainage
one of the most essential requisites for a town is lacking.*
As to the method of selling the lots. When I was there, one
of the arguments used was that all the shrewd business men
of the c cs:ry had endorsed the principle upon which these
lots were sold. The man who was in charge ed the businesd
said to me.: " I have no doubt you are acquainted with Mr,.
Cameron. I have an order from him for an investment of
$5,000 in these lots." It struck me that the plan of selling
these lots was very fair, and while it may partake of the char-
acter of a lottery, comparatively speaking, it was no lottery.
There were some lots in the centre of the town, others at à
distance of three-quarters of a mile-some near the railwayV
and others in the outskirts. While, between these classes,
there were lots of various values. The plan was to put
twenty of these numbers in an envelope at an average pricd
of $250-a plan which it seems to me had a good effect in
preventing large speculators from buying up valuable lots
in the centre of the town, and thus preventing the town
from growing. This was doue so as to enable every person
to get ashare in the site of the town, and to obtain valuable
lots as well as those not so valuable. The system, therefore,
struck me as being a very fair one, as it gave every person
an opportunity of obtaining lots at the lowest figure. The
hon. First Minister said that two parties were interested in
the sale of these lots. So far as 1 remember, the Duke of
Manchester's Company had one-third interest, the Railway
Çompany one-third, and the Government one-third.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; the Government have
one-half and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Coinpany have
the other half. What arrangement they chose to make is
the way of underselling to the Duke of Manchester, I do not
know; that is no affair of ours.

Mr. SPROULE. I was informed that the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company had entered into a private agree
ment with the Duke of Manchester's Company. So far as
the location is concerned, I can only say that there is an
agricultural country for forty miles around Regina, which
il as good as can be found in any part of the North-West.
As for water, there is not much anywhere in Southern
Manitoba, or between Winnipeg and Brandon; but the fact
that they have lately obtained good water by sinking
artesian wells, and that there is no absence of facilities for
drainage, shows that the selection is a very good one. As
to the Lieut.-Governor having an interest lu it, I think nb
botter evidence that he has n> )iterest could be given thani
the fact that the town is on Section 19, while the section in
which he is said to be interested is Section 26, and it must
be a long time before ho would be able to realize upon any
investment there.

Mr. CASEY. I wish to say a few words in criticism of the
reply made by the right hon. the First Minister. In the first
place, I repudiate the statement that I wish to run down
that part of the country. What I wish to do is exactly
what I did do-point out that there were no salient features
which the public could discern, making out Regina as a
place preeminently fitted for a great eity. That is admit-,
ted by every one, and bas been, to abme extent, admited by
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the right hon. gentleman himself, who regarded the Pile of
Bones Creek, as the only thing which marked it out as the
site of a considerable town and the seat of Government; but
the faet of there being a creek there at al], is disputed by
the hon. member for East Huron, while the hon. member
for East Grey says rivers are of no importance in the
North-West, because no oue drinks the water.

Mr. SPROULE. No; I said they are not considered of
the same importance as they are in Ontario.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman bas gone farther than
I think I could have done, because he says the people of
Winnipeg do not drink river water. I am bound to say

4hat a good many people I saw in Winnipeg did not drink
water irom nany source, yet, people there do drink river
water, and the water works of Winnipeg draw their supply
from the River Assineboine. It stands to reason that the
water supply of a new town like Regina must corne from
shalow wells, or from some neighboring creek or lake. It
ewaot depend on artesian weils, which may do very well
for large cities which can afford them, but it is absurd to
talk of every person in a small town like Regina putting
down an artesian well. The right hon. member chose to
attack me because ho said I had attacked the character of
the Lieut.-Governor, whose rights, and character, and
position this flouse was bound to respect and guard in so
marked *and peculiar a manner. I think, Sir, I did rot
do anything that might be construed into an attack upon
Governor Dewdney. I quoted the remarks of the Gov-
ernment organ in Winnipeg, which is supposed to
be inspired from Ottawa, and all who know the
gentleman who owns and edits that paper will believe that
ho is in sympathy with the Government here; and tGiese
attacks on Mr. Dewdney have gone abroad with all the furce
that is attached to them by people who regard them as
indicating the feeling in Ottawa with regard to that gentle-
man. I have simply given the hon. gentleman an
opportunity of disproving these charges. He says the
papers will disprove them. I hope that is so; but I think
Governor Dewdney is hardly fortunate in the defence made
for him to-night by the right hon. the First Minister, for
lie tells us that ho knew, before the selection, that Mr.
Dewdney was inter ested-for Mr. Dewdney told him-in
Hudson Day Company's sections, not only at Regina, but at
Qu'Appelle, and at various points along the lino of railway.
With that kno'wledge, ho says that ho subsequently con-
sulted Mr. Dewdney with regard to the selection of Regina,
and also of other town sites as far west as Calgary. Know.
ing that Mr. Dewdney was so interested, ho did what ie knew
ho should not have done-he placed Mr. Dewdney in an
awkward and embarrassing position by askinghimwhere he
should fix the seat of Government in the North-West Terri-
tories. Well, Sir, those who met Mr. Dewdney last sum-
mer came away with the impression not that the Govern-
ment consulted him in the selection, but that it was entirely
in his own hands, and in those of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Cornpany. Of course we hope the documents will show
that that was not the case, but that ho was merely asked in a
casual way where the capital should be, and his opinion had
no real weight in influencing the decision of the Govern-
ment. But if they show that ho was asked to make a
report upon the subject, and that the report favored this
selection, the factswill require very serious consideration, and
will certainly receive it from the country at large, if not from
this louse. The hon. member for East Grey corrected the
right hon. the First Minister, and informed him that Lieut.-
Governor Dewdney had no property near Regina.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He as one-twelfth interest
in Section 26.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. member for East Grey lotates
J8Sotion 26 a little farther from Regina than does the hon.

280



COMMONS DEBATES.

member for Centre Wellington. According to my reading
of the map, Regina is nearer 26 than the hon. gentleman
believes it is, and as a necessity has added greatly to the
value of that lot. The hon. gentleman says he did not choose
Qu'Appelle because there were a large number of squatters
settled there, but as the hon. member for Huron has pointed
out the land around Regina is all covered with squatters of
the most pronounced type, men who do nothing but sit in
their tents and smoke their pipes all summer, and make no
pretence of cultivating the land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Those are not squatters
they are speculators.

Mr. CASEY. Those are the people who are squatting on
the land.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. How would you turn
them out? Would yon send an army to dispossess them ?

Mr. CASEY. How is the hon. gentleman going to turn
the squatters off the Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Company's
land ? It appears the edict bas gone forth that they must
go. The hon. gentleman may send his Mounted Police to do
the work, or Mr.IDewdney may be able to effect their removal
by the mere exercise of bis authority, vithout the support of
an army, although they are bona fide settlers-emigrants
who had settled there before the Qu'Appelle Valley Farm-
ing Company received its grant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no such order
gone forth.

Mr. CASEY. It was spoken of in the Winnipeg papers.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government will

not have the power to take a man by the neck and turn
him off. If the hon, gentleman selects a piece of land, he
must be removed by legal procedure.

Mr. CASE Y. An official of the Government informed those
settlers that they must quit.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
quit. That is a legal process.

.He gave them notice to

Mr, CASEY. I am glad to learn there is no power to
turn these people off, and I am glad to hear the hon. gen-
tleman is not going to turn them off. The greatest injustice
would be perpetrated if legal measures were taken to deprive
these people of their lands. But if legal measures could be
taken in their case, they could be taken also in the case of
the squatters at Regina. Yon should not make fish of one
and flesh of the other. I need not go into the discussion of
all the other possible sites for a capital. Moose Jaw has
had its advantages pointed out, and I an told there is a
place south of South Qu'Appelle where there is a beautiful
lake quite sufficient to supply with water a city of any size,
and I have been told of numerous places throughout the
country, fit for the capital, vastly superior to
Regina. If the Government had the country
thoroughly explored with the·view of selecting town sites,
and comnpelled the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to
diveit the road to suit those places, many advantages would
be gained, but no doubt it is impossible for the Govmernment
to compel the Canadian Pacifie Railway to do anything.
For their own reasons this Company changed the line of the
road fron the route carefuilly selected by Government en.
gineers, and are takingthe railway through a tract of coutry
which does not offer so many suitablo town sites. If the
Canadian Pacific Railway had followed the original course,
and struck the Sa.katchewan Valley at some point, the lino
would run through a much more fertile country, eontaining
a number of places suitable for town sites. As to Mr.
Dewdney's house in Regina, which the hou. gentleman said
is a couple of ieadv-made wooden louses, I am not aware
that Mr. Dewdney bas much opportunity at present to use
it. But, ut Winnipeg, last August, I saw a completed plan
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of the residence to be made of brick, with coach houses and
stables, and was informed by the architect that he had
orders to put this bouse under contract.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have the plans. They
were sent tu me, but the buildings will not be built for some
time.

Mr. CASSGY. I suppose not, for the bricks are not made
yet. The hon. gentleman mustnotgiveus the idea that the
residence of the Lieut.-Governor is a wooden building.
Naturally the Lieut.-Governor should have a bouse
consistent with the architect's description. With regard to
attacking a public servant, I did not attack Mr. Dewdney,
but I think the Government's conduct las been blameworthy
on this particular occasion. It is absurd in the rigbt hon.
gentleman to attack anybody for critictising the actions of
a Lieut.-Governor when ho has done, himself, all in bis power
to remove any prestige connected with the office by the course
ho and bis followers took with regard to the late Lieut.-
Governor of Quebec. If the reverence hethinks ought
to hedge in a Lieut.-Governor has disappeared, it is due
to the violent attacks made by himself on that gentleman.

Motion agreed to.

EASTER ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. BLAKE. Can the right hon. gentleman inform us
when we are to bave the Estimates ?

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALD. Next Wednesday. And
I would aiso say that I had given notice that when the
Hoise adjourned on Wcdnesday next, I would move that it
stands adjourned until Tuesday of next week at 8 o'clock.
But Tuesday will be a Government day, and as not much
business will be initiated, it bas been pressed upon me that
it would be better to adjourn until Wednesday at 3 o'clock
and I give notice of motion to that effect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 12:15 o'clock a.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUESDY, 20th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT.

Mr. MULOCK, in moving that, in accordance with the re-
commondation contained in the second report of the Select
Standing Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines, Bill (No. 15) to amend the Consolidated Railway
Aet of 1879, be withdrawn, said: The reason for this
motion is, that when the Bill referred to came before the
Committee, the hon. Minister of Railways intimated his
intention to introduce a General Railway Bill, which would
substantially embody the provisions of this Bill. Under
these circumstances, I assented to the Committee reporting
in the sense in which they have done; and, in accordance
with that report, I beg leave to withdraw tho Bill.

Bill withdrawn.

BANKS AND BANKING.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No, 46) further
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to amend an Act intituled: An Act relating to Banks and
Bankng, and the several Acts amending the same.

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

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Is it the intention to have these

lists of shareholders printed ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is.

On the third clause,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY: The blank will be filled in

$100 penalty for over circulation not exceeding $20,000.
Mr. FAIRBANK. We have banks with paid-up capitals

from $200,000 to $12,000,000. That an over issue of
notes of $100,000 by the small banks would be a much
more serious matter as related to capital than with a large
bank, as in the one ,case it would be 50 per cent. of
capital, and the other less than 1 per cent.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The over circulation is made
in the cases of large banks with many agencies through
anxiety of agents to keep ont full circulation, but in the
cases of smaller banks no increase has been found. It was
thought proper to impose a penalty to cause greater care
to be taken.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Is the penalty to be imposed on the
directors personally, or the unfortunate shareholders ? The
former are the men respensible not the latter, and they
should pay the penalty.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The shareholders participate
in the benefit derived from the excess of circulation, and in
most cases the directors are not responsible, as the excess
often occurs through the agencies.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). How does the hon. member
propose to recover this penalty?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is the general law by
which penalties are recoverable.

Mr..tOSS. Does it apply to this case?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; there are no special

provisions. I propose that the penalty for excess of circu-
lation of over $20,000 and under $100,000, be $1,000. In
England, the penalty is equal to the amount of excess, but
it is not considered desirable to adopt such a stringent
measure here. We have to make the penalty something
equivalent to the inducement to banks to increase their
circulation.

On the fourth clause,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY

filled in by $250.
On the seventh clause,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY

filled in by $50.

proposed that the blank be

proposed that the blank be

On the eighth clause,
Mr. FAIRBANK. I would ask the hon. Minister to

allow the bankers to continue to use these designations by
adding the words "not incorporated," placing these words
upon their signs and upon their stationery. The hon.
Minister's only object is to prevent the public being misled,
and the addition of these words must certainly do that. It
is unjust to deprive individuals of names they have acquired
in violation of no law, and which are valuable to them. I
would urge at least that existing companies be allowed to
continue the use of their business names with the addition
named, and thus save their property in the name. To a
man starting a new business, these names are of no value.

Sir LonaRD TiLLEr.

The value consists in the established business. I would
suggest, at least, that all existing institutions be allo wed Io
retain their business nanes on that condition, so as to save
their. properties.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not think we can make
any exception between exi§ting companies and those that
may be hereafter established. There is another point.
Gentlemen have come here and pointed out that they did
not wish the Act to go into effect until they had had an
opportunity of using up their stationery, letter beads, &c.
They did not wish it to appear that they had been driven
to give up their name for fear it might awaken suspicions
among the public as to their financial standing. Therefore,
it is proposed that this Act go into operation on the lst of
October next.

Mr. FAIRBANK. I do not see what objection there eau
be to allowing men, who have transaeted business under a
certain name for many years, to retain it under the condi.
tions proposed. It is quite a different thing with a man
who establishes a new business, and who, knowing the law,will not adopt any name contrary to the Act.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not think the proposi-
tion eau be justified, because, if it is needed to use these
names, the provision should be made applicable to every
one in order to remove the difficulty.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am unable to see why the hon. Finance
Minister sbould not accept the suggestion, if the public eau
be protected against any mis4pprehension as to the nature
of the banking company they are dealing with. It is not
necessary for an individual, or a company, to be incorpor-
ated in order to become a banking institution. There is
great force in the objection raised by the hon. member for
Lambton (Mr. Fairbank), that this clause is interfering
with privato rights. Certainly many institutions have
grown up under a name that has become valuable to them,
and if henceforth they appear before the public with the
words "not incorporated " on their letters, the public are
thereby warned with whom they are dealing. It is strain.
ing a point to say that a banking association shall not be
allowed to call itself what it really is, simply because it bas
not secured a charter.

Mr. O'BRIEN. In the constituency I represent, all its
banking business is donc by a private individual, undor the
name of the "IMuskoka Banking Company." By bis
intelligence and enterprise, that individual has built up his
business, and it is wrong to compel him to give up that
name; it implios a stigma upon him. Therebis no safety
in the name itself, of course. An instance happened in the
county where I live, where a man was carrying on banking
in his own name and giving a high rate of interest. He
finally failed, and involved hundreds of people in serions
loss. I hope the suggestion will be adopted, that a man
may not be compelled to give up the name under which
he has done business in perfect good fiaitb.

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. I must confess there is much
less objeetion to the proposi tion that bas just been made by
severai members than there was to the first motion. Of
course, the real objeet is to protect the public from decep-
tion, and perhaps that nay be doue by banking firms
stating to the publie that they are not incorporated. But
it must be general in its application.

Bill amended and reported.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills (from the Senate) were introduced,
and severally read the first time:-

Bill (No. 90) to amend the Canada Civil Service Act
1882.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)
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Bill (No. 91) to amend and consolidate the Acts relating

to the Superannuation of the Civil Service of Canad.-(Sir
Leonard Tilley.)

Bill (No. 92) to amend the Post Ofice Act of 1875.-
(Mr. Carling.)

Bill (No. 93) respecting the Northern Railway Company
of Canada.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

PUNISHMENT OF ADULTERY AND SEDUCTION.

The .Order of the Day, for taking into consideration Bill
(No. 13) to provide for the punishment of Adultery, Seduc-
tion, &c., being read.

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Speaker, the most essential pro-
vision of the Bill to provide for the punishment of adultery
and seduction and like offences, was struck out in Commit-
tee of the Whole. A division was taken upon that motion;
but of course, being in Committee, the ayes and nays were
not recorded. I feel quite confident that the publie will be
curious to know what the sentiment of this House with
regard to that matter is, and I would fain see that division
recorded, so that the country may know what bon. members
of this House favor a moral reform of this kind, and what
hon. members are not in favor of it; and I shall
take the step necessary, Sir, to convey that information
to the public. I believe that the House, having had time to
reconsider this question, many hon. members who recorded
their votes for striking out the first clause, will, upon mature
consideration, come to the conclusion that the essential1
portion of the Bill had better be preserved. We bave just(
treated with a Bill which creates a new class ofoffences. Thisi
Bill was introduced by the hon. Minister of Finance, and it1
provides severe .penalties for using a name, which, in my1
opinion, could properly be used, and which might mislead(
people to deposit money where that money would not be ini
as safe custody as if it were in the hands of a chartered1
bank. Well, Sir, I would ask the bon. gentleman ifj
he considers it a greater offence to induce a man
to deposit money, where it may possibly belost, than to
deprive a woman of ber virtue, and lead awoman to ruint
by using false pretences and making false promises. Ir
believe, Sir, if that is an offence worthy of being dealt with
as an offence, this other is infinitely more worthy of beingq
so treated; the one is trivial compared with the other. Noà
greater offence can be committed than that of seducing aE
female; and, Sir, I find, in the law, which is the foundation1
of al modern law-in the old Roman code-that the crime1
of seduction was dealt with with greater severity than is1
the case in any modern code. The punishment in the old1
Roman code for the defilement of the mai riage bed wasr
death; and the seduction of an innocent female, or a widowr
of virtuous character, led to the confiscation of one-half1
of the offender's estate if the man who perpetrated thei
crime was of honorable condition; and if of low condition,c
the punishment was corporal punishment and imprisonment.a
This law stood on the Statute-books for centuries in the oldI
Roman code, which is the foundation of all modern law.i
There is under the old canon law of France a provision byi
which the seducer was compelled either to marry the female,u
or to settle on ber a dower. By the law of Prussia, thev
seducer is punished with imprisonment to-day; and, ini
France, it is the practice of the courts holding jurisdiction as b
Assize courts, to direct that a person guilty ofseduction shalle
be compelled to settlo an annuity on the victim. Having i
cited ail the laws bearing on the fact that this offence is1
treated as a crime, I may olso state that in nearly all the f
commonwealths to the south of us, this offence is treated u
as a crime. Under the old ]Roman code, in Prussiaa
and practically in France and other countries, great care is t
taken to protect female virtue, and enactments exist with i
regard to the rights of minors, affiliation, damages, &c. a
I believe, that having pointed out that the law exists in all s

these cases, and adding the additional information that, in
England, a Joint Committee of the Lords and House of
Commons have recommended that seduction be made a
crime-and beyond doubt, it will be made a crime in
England very soon-I believe, for all these reasons which I
now place before the House, that this House cannot pro-
perly refuse to reenact this first clause. I am anxious, Sir
to see the Dominion of Canada have the honor of being the
first British colony to take this step in the right direction
with regard to this offence; and I move, Sir, that the con-
sideration of this Bill be referred back to the Committee of
the Whole, with instructions to add the following as the
first clause :-

Any man who shall, under promise of marriage, seduce and have
illicit connection with any unmarried female of previous chaste char-
acter, shall be guilty of misdemeanor, and shall be punishable as here-
inafter mentioned : Provided, in the case of an unmarried man, that
subsequent marriage of the parties, or a bond jfd offer of marriage on
the part of the defendant, may be pleaded in bar of a conviction.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Surely the Government are not
going to allow this motion to pass withoit making some
observations upon it. The question is one of considerable
importance, and it is amazing to see that the Government,
who are responsible for legislation of this kind, in fact fbr
all kinds of legislation, are about to allow to pass, without
a single observation, a motion which proposes to refer the
Bill back to Committee for the purpose of inserting the
clause which was struck out before. I do not think that is
the way in which a Bill of this kind should be treated. I
do not speak now of the impropriety or the propriety in
inserting the clause in question ; but we surely have a right
to expeut that the Attorney General of the Dominion, or
his representative in this House if there be such an indivi-
dual, should express his views upon the subject, in order that
members may be better able to form a judgment upon the
propriety or impropriety of a clause of this kind. Yet, Sir,
you were about to call for a vote and the Government are
silent; they are dumb, they open not their mouths, and the
House, as a whole, as well as their own followers, are utterly
uninformed as to what course they intend to pursue with
reference to this Bill. I suppose they will regard it as they
have regarded nearly every other question-call it an open
question, and one half the Government vote one way
and the other half will vote the other way. The other
evening, whon this Bill was under discussion, the hon. the
First Minister opposed this clause upon three grounds.
First, because of the lamentable result which, according to
his view, would follow its adoption-that lamentable result
being the blackmailing of innocent men. His second argu-
ment was that this provision of the law was an innovation-a
new principle in the laws of both England and Canada; and
his third, and, from his point of view, the most important
argument, was that such a clause would drive the yonng men
out of the country. Now, as to the blackmailing
argument, I do not see that it is sound or valid.
If it were, we would not be able to make any changes
in the Criminal Law, because every such law that we pass
is liable to be abused, and there may be more or less black-
mailing. It is known that we have now no Statute
which makes this offence a criminal one, but there are
numberless other offences against females which have
become crystallized into Acts of Parliament. We have the
crime of rape-forcible connection with a woman against
her wil.-and everybody knows that the argument of the hon.
First Minister would be stronger as applied to that crime,
than to the one which the hon. gentleman proposes to croate
under this Bill. Yet we all know very well that that
argument is not sufficient to induce Parliament to repeat
the law with respect to that crime, or to prevent Parliament
from making it a criminal offence in the first place. There is
another crime on the Statute-book which illastrates the
same thing. Every lawyer knows that having connection
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with a girl under ton years of age was, and I believe is yet,
a capital felony. Now, we can conceivo that in a case of
that kind the parents of a child of such tender age might very
readily suggest a charge against any individual for the
express purpose of levying blackmail. But that considera-
tion did not prevent the Legislature from treating i as a
crime. A similar offence perpetrated against a girl between
the age of ten and twelve years is a misdemeanor, but the
fact that blackmailing might be practiced in such cases did
not prevent the Legislature from making it a criminal
offence. I ask hon. gentlemen opposite if they are
prepared to strike out that clause merely upon the ground
that there may occasionally be cases of blackmailing. I
say that there is nothing in the argument wbich the hon.
gentleman used for the purpose of defoating this clause,
bocause, if there were, he could apply it to almost every one
of our Criminal Laws. His next argument is that this is an
innovation-a new principle in our laws. But that argument
is also without roasonable foundation-if it did prevail
there are scores of offences which would go unpunished alto-
gether. If such a principle as that were to be observed no new
offence could ever be added to the category of crimes. If
we are to make no changes in our law, if we are not to
gather wisdom from the passing years, if we are not to
legislate to make new offences, the sooner we know it the
botter; but if we are to have that liberty, there is no roason
why this offence should not be made a criminal offence.
The fact that this is an innovation-that it bas not hitherto
been the law of this colony, is no reason why it should not
be made the law now, if we think, in our judgment, that
eases are arising every day in which it becomes necessary
that the slrong arm of the law should interfere for 'the
punishment of the offenders. But I deny that this is a new
principle in our law, or in the law of England. Every-
body knows that having illicit connection with the first
person in the realm is a capital felony; everybody knows
that having illicit connection with the second female of the
realm is made a capital felony. We know that a Commission
was appointed by the Imperial Government to inves-
tigate and codify the Criminal Law, and that Commission
recommended that Parliament should pass an Act
providing that the seduction of a girl under twenty-one
years of age, should be a misdemeanor, punishable by two
years in prison with or without hard labor. The principle
is one which is recognized in England and is recognized in
Canada, and my hon. friend simply proposes by this Bill to
carry it one step further. The English Statute to which I
have referred is 24 and 25 Vic., chap. 100, section 49, which
read as follows :-

" Whosoever shall, by false pretences, false representations, or other
fraudulent means, procure any woman or girl under twenty-one, to have
illicit earnal connection with any man, shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor, and being convicted thereto shall of liable, at the discretion
of the court, to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two years,
with or without bard labor. "

That is the law of England to day. What is the clause
which the hon. gentleman proposes to add? It is practi-
cally the very clause I have read, only ho does not
limit the operation of the clause to females under
tweuty-one years of age, and I take it that in ninety-
-nine cases out of a hundred coming under his Bill they
would be such cases as are specified in the English Act. My
hon. friend's Bill provides that if a person under promise of
marriage accomplishes his purpose, ho shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor and liable to imprisonment. The English
law is that if the same purpose is accomplished by fraud,
or false pretences-not under promise of marriage, as in the
Bill before the House-he shaîl be guilty of a misdemeanor.
and may be imprisoned for two years, with or without hard'
labor. I say' that this is practically the principle of my
hon. friend's Bill. The offence is not made a criminal j,
offence unless the defendant or prisoner accomplishes bis I

Xr. CAxmoN (Huron).

purpose under promise of marriage, which he fails to keep-
in other words, by misrepresentation or false representa-
tion, fraud or deceit, and therefore it comes within the
class of case provided for by the English law. We have a
Statute in Canada which was intended to be, but is not, a
transcript of the English law. In 32 and 33 Vie., chap. 20,
section 50, it is provided that:

4 Whosoever, by false pretences, false representations, or other fran-
dulent means, procures any woman or girl under the age of twenty-one
years, to have illicit carnal connection with any man other than the
procurer, is guilty of a mis lemeanor, and shall be liable to be im-
prisoned in any gaol or place of confinement, other than a penitentiary,
for any term for less than three years, with or without hard labor."

That is the law now, and my bon. friend's proposition
is not an innovation. Surely, if a man is guilty of the
offence covered by the English and Canadian Acts, and
liable to be imprisoned for two years, because ho is the
instrument by whom some unfortunate female is made the
victim of some third person's lust, there is no reason why
the man who himself commits the offence should not be
punished. The clause which my hon. friend proposes to
add to the Bill practically provides that if a man by fraud
accomplishes bis purpose, he shall be guilty. The law as
it now stands provides that if a man by fraud induces some-
body else to commit the offence, he shall be guilty. Now,
if it is a crime in the one case, it appears to me to be a
greater crime in the other. The hon. gentleman's
third ground of objection I shall say nothing about,
except this -that if we are to lose the vigor-
ous, healthy, active young men of this country,
because they commit crimes of this kind, I say let them go.
One regrets to sce the large exodus from this country.
That emigration I object to; but I think the class of mon
affected by this Bill, and who emigrate, are a class of men
who leave their country for their country's good, antd I do
not think this clause should be rejected because some men
might find thenselves in the position of being convicted
under it, and to escape conviction leave the country. It
appears to me that there is no weight, no force, no logic,
and no argument in any of the propositions the hon. gentle-
man lays down, and, therefore, I shall support my hon.
friend's motion to go again into Committeo of the Whole.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). It is not extraordinary
that I cannot agree with the hon. gentleman who has just
addressed the House. I hold that the arguments already
adduced against the proposed provision are unanswerable.
Af ter thirty-five years' experience at the bar, I think I can
say that in ninOty-nine cases out of every hundred of seduc-
tion brought bcfore the courts, the innocent female always
blamed the man, and said the act was committed under a
promise of marriage. This clause not only declares that a
man who shall "seduce and have illicit connection with an
unmarried female of pretious chaste character shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor," but it hold out an induce-
ment to disreputable women by providing that
"in the case of an unmarried man, a subseqent
marriage of the parties, or a bona fide offer of
marriage on the part of the defendent, may be pleaded in
bar of a conviction." To the woman who is not sufficiently
careful of ber own vi-tue, this provision holds out a direct
inducement to charge a man with having seduced ber, be.
cause, in order to get out of it, ho is obliged to make an offer
of marriage or pay a sum of money. I submit that that is a
most dangerous kind of legislation. Although th.s matter
bas only been before this Ilouse for two or thrce weeks, it
was discussed very fully and very ably in the last Parlia-
ment by the bon. gentleman who introduced the Bill. Yet
we do not find that the public press have taken up his views
to advocate them. On the contrary, when they lave
noticed the subject at all, I find that they do not agree
with the hon. gentleman. I have before me a paper pub-
lished in the interest of hon. gentlemen opposite, the Hamil-

284



COMMONS DE3ATES.
ton Times of the 16th March, which is edited by an able
man, who understands, I suppose, how these things work in
the country, and it says of this Bill:

" Mr. Charlton's Bill making seduction a crime punishable by fine or
imprisonment bas been passed through Committee with some amend-
ment. Sir John Macdonald objected to one clause on the ground that
it would be an encouragement to designing women, lost to, shame, to
compel men to marry them, or to extort blackmail. A marriage under
compulsion would undoubtedly tend to misery. Sir John's objection
on th's head was, in our opinion, well taken. Nor should our law be
such that a man is punished and a woman rewarded for crime in which
both are participants. At present proiecutions for seduction are con-
ducted, and damages are awarded, under a legal fiction, the parent or
guardian being empowered to sue for loss of service. If damages are
to be awarded at al, the law setting forth the ground of damage should
be plain. The legal fiction should be abandoned. But we are not
favorably inclined to the enactment of a law which relieves a womea
from the guardianship of her own virtue by substituting a recompense
for its lo,s. Parental training in the right path and the fear of the
social consequences of indiscretion should do more to strengthen woman',s
refusal than dread of fine and imprisonment can do to prevent man's
solicitation. Mr. Charlton's motives are excellent, but we doubt if he
bas selected the best remedy for the evil he desires to'suppress.''

I think there is -wisdom in every word and line of that
article, and I have scen nothing in the papers in the
opposite direction. The hon. member for Huron speaks
of the crime of rape. It is well known that any person
making a charge of rape is obliged to surround her evidence
with such circumstances as to satisfy the court and jury
that she is telling the truth. Many a woman appears
before a justice of the peace and charges a man with
having committed a rape upon her; but when it is found
that she made no great resistance, or, immediately after
the act was committed, confided the fact to her parents or
some of ber friends, those circumstances very materially
affect the truth of her evidence. The case cited by the
hon. gentleman of a girl ten years of age is not a parallel
case. It is incredible that a child under that age could
suggest such a thing unless it took place; and I never
heard of a father or mother making such a charge, for the
sake of blackmail, as would bring their daughter's misfor-
tune to light. This question was fully discussed when the
matter was last before the House, and this motion should
not be carried.

Mr. FOSTER. There may be some peculiar and occult
reason why a matter like this should be discussed entirely
by lawyers, but I think it is also a question for good common
sense; and that is why, though not a lawyer and not able,
therefore, to talk about the Dice points which come up in
the statutes, I feel I would not be doing my duty did I not
say a few words on this subject. I am in favor of having
the first clause added to the Bill, if possible, with the
proviso struck out. I am not very much in favor of
thut proviso, but rather than lose the clause I would
ietain the proviso. I have listened attentively to all
the arguments which have been brought up against
iis clause, and I confess now, as I did the other night,
1 have not heard any sufficient argument to make me
voto against it. One argument used the other evening
was this: that you cannot make men virtuous by Acts of
Parliament. I apprehend the object of this Act is not to
make men virtuous, but to punish those who are not virtuous
-who are immoral in one of the worst ways in which a
man can be immoral. While I am not in favor of passing a
law which would say to a man: you must have virtuous
thoughts or you shall be punished, I am in favor of passing
laws that will allow a man to be punished who has not the
fear of God before him. An hon. friend stated he did not
think this clause would promote the cause of virtue or
morality among women. That is a manlike, but not a very
nanly, argument. This je not to promote the cause of virtue

and morality among women, but to keep down immorality
amongst men. I say what I always beleve to be true, and
what I cannot help but beieve to be true-
that if mon were as virtuous in the main as

women are 'we should have much less of that class
of crime to deplore, and much less reason for this clause.
We must not, it is said, pass this law because somebody will
be blackmailed. I appeal tolawyers of ten, twenty or thirty
years standing to say what, in ail the cases brought before
them, bas been the proportion of cases of successful black-
mail. Can they point to one of a hundred in which an
innocent person bas come to grief in which the sham has
not been exposed. That is the common sense view. It is
my opinion, fdunded on observation, that in the long run
blackmail cases come to the ground and the innocent stand
out cloar. This clause ought to be enacted for three reasons.
First as a new act of justice. A man persuades another that
a certain kind of money is good and induces him to take it.
You can put that man in the felon's cell, because he bas de-
frauded his brother man of $50, 820 or $10. You take a man
on the train who plays three-card monte, and though ho
does not do it without the connivance of the victim, yet, be-
cause it is a fraud, you punish him. But were a man under
promise of marriage, one of the most sacred promises that
can be given, robs a woman of ber virtue, we are told we
must not make that a criminal offence and punish him, for
fear some poor fragile lord of creation maybe blackmailed.
As a matter of fair, even justice, this being one ofthe worst
kinds of fraud, the man who commits it should be punished.
There is another reason for leaving in this clause. That is
because it will be a protection. I know, and we all know,
there are mon in this country who gloryin this kind of thing.
They are few, but still there are some. The only means by
which you can doter a man like that is to hold up the loaded
whip before his face and eyes. What does he care for public
sentiment? Ie snaps his fingers rt it. What does he care
for damages? He bas plenty of money, and a thousand
dollars or so are nothing to him. We bave, therefore, to
resort to imprisonment and the felon's penalty as a doter-
rent for such class of men. For the protection of female
virtue we ought to put a penalty against such persons. I
read, the other day, of an actual occurrence in one of our
Provinces wnthin the last two months, which will serve as
an illustration of the evil sought to be guarded against. A
father bas brought up his child, a young girl, who knows very
little of the world, who was innocent. Some "oiled and
curl'd Assyrian bull, smelling of musk and of insolence,"
comes down into the rural neighborhood, and by chance
shinos on the horizon of the innocent and guileless girl. He
pays ber attention, gets into ber good giaces, nakes ber
believe ho loves ber, promises marriage, and under that
promise robs ber of her virtue. A few months pass. There
is the dreary tale of abortion. A coffin is sent with the
romains. Do you mean to tell me that that father ought
not to bave some weapon placed in his hand by which ho
could place such a villain as that into a felon's cell? I have
one other simple consideration to adduce, and that is if we
refuse to pass this clause we will put a promium on lawless
acts in such a case as I have spoken of, because the senti-
ment of justice is in every man's heart; and the father or
the brother who loves a daughter or a sister in that way
feel that punibhment should be given and justice should be
done. He turns to the Statute book and finds nothing
there. He then takes the revolver, and the bullet does its
deadly work. We ought not to give a man any excuse for
that; but the public laws of the country should give him an
instrument by whieh ho could protect the ones dear to him
when they are threatened in this way.

Motion (Mr. Charlton) to rccommit, agreed to on the
following division:-

YES:
Messieurs

Allen,
Auger,
Bain,'
Barnard,

Fleming,
Forbes,
Foster,
Gillmor,

MclsîaacM cLelanl,
Mulock,
Paint,
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Béchard,
Benson,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Bryson,
Burns,
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Cook,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Davies,
Dickinson,
Dundas,
Fairbank,
Farrow,

Abbott,
Amyot,
Baker (Victoria),
Bell,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bossé,
Bourbeau,
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
De St. Georges,
Desaniniers,

Gordon,
Guillet,
Gunn,
Hall,
Harley,
Hay,
Hilliard,
H olton,
Innis,
Irvine,
Ives,
Jackson,
Jamieson,
Keefier,
Kinney,
Kirk,
Kranz,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mackenzie,
Mackintosh
McMillan (Htiron),
McCraney,
McIntyre,

Paterson (Brant),
Patterson (Essex),
Pickard,
Platt,
Ray,
Reid,
Roui (Middlesex),
Scott,
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Oxford),
Taylor,
Thompson,
Tilley,
Trow,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace (Albert),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wheler,
White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
Wigle and
Wilson,-b1.

NÂTs:

Messieurs
Desjardins, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Dodd, McCallum,
Dugas, McOarthy,
Dupont, McDougald,
Ferguson (Welland), McNeill,
Fortin, Massue,
Fréchette, Mitqþell,
Gagné, Montplaisir,
Geoffrion, Orton,
Gigault Pinsonneault,
Girouar'd (Jac. Oartier),Pope,
Girouard (Kent), Rinfret,
Grandbois, Robertson (Ramilton),
Guilbault, Robertson (Hastings),
Haggart, Small
fHackett, Sproule,
Hickey, Tassé,
lomer, Tupper (Cumberland),
Hurteau, Tupper (Pictou),
Kilvert, Vanasse,
Lu brosse, Wallace (York),
Langevin, White (Renfrew),
McDonald (c. Breton), Williams and
Macmaster, Wood (West'ld).-73.

fHouse resolved itself into Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CHARLTON moved to insôrt the following clause
as section one of the Bill:-

Any man who shall, under promise of marriage, seduce and have
illicit connection with any unmarried female of previous chaste
character, shall be guilty of misdemeanor and shall be punishable as
hereinafter mentioned ; provided that in the case of an unmarried man
a bonafide offer of marriage may be pleaded in bar of a conviction.

Mr. McCARTHY moved, in amendment, that after the
word Ilprovided " inclusive, be omitted.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am willing to accept the amend-
ment.

Bill reported.

these words at the end of the fourth clause, "lproving 1tho
offence to have been committed."

Mr. CHARLTON. I think it would be a monstrous
provision to enact that the evidence of the female should
amount to nothing in these cases. The Bill provides that
the evidence of the female shall be corroborated by other
material evidence, and that the evidence of the defendant
may be tendered and taken in bis own behalf. To enact
that the evidence of the female shall amount to nothing,
and that the offence shall be proven without reference to
her evidence, is simply to enact that the provisions of this
Bill shall be inoperative.

Mr. BLAKE. I really think the meaning of this is
hardly wbat my hon. friend who moved it supposes it to bc
-at heast, it goes a great deal further than he stated to the
House ho wished. As I understand it, his object was to
make it clear that the corroborative evidence should have
regard to two particular circumstances, and not only one
circunstance, which combined constitute the cvidence,
namely, the seduction, and the fact that it was under
promise of marriage. What he proposes is, that there
should be corro6orative evidence proving the offence to
have been committed, that is to say, as the hon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) has remarked, that there
should be evidence irrespective of the evidence of tbe
female altogether, which was proof of everything.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). As the case now stands, it
would be sufficient if there wero corroboration in any part
of the case which was material to the whole. I do not
think it is desirable that the law should be so altered. I
amn quite preparedto accept the corroboration as stal1 by
the hon. member for West Durham, that it should prove
the entire offence, but if it does not cover all that con-
stituted the offence under the indictment, the female's
evidence should not be suflcient to secure a conviction.

Mr. CHARLTON. The case may be very properly le ft
to the court, there is the law and there is the evident in-
tention of the law. The evident intention of the law fur-
ther is that the man accused shall have every safeguard
thrown around him; his own evidence will be accepted and
the evidence of the female must be corroborated, and lot
the court state what is the proper amount of corroborative
evidence that should be furnished. There are a thousand
circumstances which We cannot conceive here. We cannot
define the nieasure of corroborative evidence that sbould be
required, we can only state broadly that corroborative
testimony must be furnished.

Mr. McCARTIHY. This iHiduse should enact what they
desire to be carried out, and not leave the matter to the
courts. It might be reasonably urged that the proof of
promise of marriage alone would be the corroboration
intended by the fourt.h clause; but certainly that would
not be reasonable. It may not have been that the offence
committed was induced by promise of marriage. It may
be that the parties were engaged and that afterwarde,
perhaps as much by one as the other, the offence was
committed.

Mr. CHARLTON moved that the Bill be now taken into
c RnO iderat5ionpo1e-ht

Mr. CAMERON (North Victoria). When the Bill was
under discussion the other day, I suggested thât *hat was
then the fourth clause, should be amended in this sense :
that the corroborative evidence that is requisite in order to
prove the offence, should be corroborative evidence apply.
ing to the whole offence. As the clause now stands, if the
witness was corroborated on only one part of her testimony
that would be held to be sufficient, and would open the door
to very grave improprioties. I, therefore, move that the Bih
be referred back to Committee with instructions to add

Mr. FOSTER.

" The evidenci of the complainant shall be admissible, but shall-not
be deemed sufficient to sustain a conviction unless the name is corro.
borated by other material evidence."

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Would it not be better to
allow the amendment to stand as a notice, so that hon.
members might understand what they were voting on.
This is a very important feature of the Bill, and we should
hàve an opportunity of knowing the terms of the amend-
ment. Having voted already on the question I should like
to give the Bill full effect and not seek to destroy it by a
side issue. I beg to move the adjournment of the debate.
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Mr. IVES. The hon. member for Cardwell, who, I
believe, voted with us in the last division, does not desire, I
think, to place the Bill in such a position that it cannot be
further considered this Session, and that practically would
be the effect, if his motion were carried, because the Bill
would go at the foot of Public Bills and Orders.

Mr. SPEAKER. It would remain in the same position'
on the paper.l

Mr. IVES. The Bill died from the same diseaseas
year. 1

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I have no disposition-whatever
to defeat the Bill by a side wind; on the côntrary I am.
anxious, as it has reached this stage, that the Bill should
pass. But it is desirable that the House should have the
terms of the amendment before it in order that it could voter
intelligently.

Motion (Mr. White, Cardwell) agreed to; and debate ad-
journed.

FRAUD IN RELATION TO CONTRIACTS.

House resolved itself into Committee on Bill (No.:5) for
the better prevention of fraud in relation to contracts in-
volving the expenditure of public moneys.-(Mr. Casgrain.)

Bill reported.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew), in moving the second reading of
Bill (No. 69) further to amend The Consolidated Railway
Act, 1879, said: When I introduced this Bill, I explained
to the louse that my object was to impose on railway
companies the duty of erecting fonces, or rather of being
liable for any damages arising through the non-erection of
fences, whether they had received notice to-provide fences
from the adjoining proprietors or not. I may say, Sir, that
my first inclination was to restore the condition of things
which existed before 1868, and which still exist in the Pro-
vince of Ontario; that railway companies should be requir-
ed to erect and maintain fences, where they expropriate or
take lands for the use of the railway, whether such notice
as I have mentioned, was given or not, but when I consider-
ed the fact, that a great many railways pass
through large tracts of land where the erection of fences
is not necessary, I came to the conclusion that I would only
ask the House to declare, that, in cases where damageo
occurred to adjoining proprietors through the non-erection
of fences by railway companies, which had taken land there
for the use of the railways, they should be liable for such
damages as might have occurred. I need not point out te
you, Sir, or to the House, the fact, that few of the owners
of land expropriated or taken for railway purposes, are
aware that it is necessary to give to the railway companies
notice to erect fonces; I know one or two cases-and per'
haps there have been others-and one decision at ail events
in my own county, where in view of the fact that the pro-
prietors had not given notice for the erection of fences, the
railway company was held not to be liable for
damages which occurred through the running of
their trains. It seems to me it could not have been
the intention of the Legislature to declare that railway
companies should be relieved of what I conceive to be their
plain and manifest duty when they take and expropriate
lands through a settled country for the use of the company.
It is their manifest duty to guard against cattle, horses and
other animais straying upon their lnes. The object of this
Bill is to declare that, in cases where damages are sus-
tained by adjoining proprietors, the railway company shùll
be held liable therefer.

Mr. MACK-ENZIE. Does it not seem proper that, if the
Government have a Bill to amend and consolidate the Rail-
way Act under consideration, these small measures should
be embraced in that Bill, instead of encumbering the
Statute book with three or four Acts.

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, we have
ado pted this rul,, since the beginning of the Session, that
such Bills should pass their second reading, and then be
sent to the Railway Committee, where, if they relate to a
matter, which the Government intend to includo in thoir
Bill they can be ordered to stand over or be withdrawn,
their provisions being inserted in the Government measure.
In this case, that course had botter be adopted, as bas been
the case with two or three other Bills which have been
before the louse.

Bill read the second time.

PUNISHIMENT OF WIFE-BEATING.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), in the absence of Mr.
WooD (Brockville), moved the second reading of Bill (No.
81) to amehd the Criminal Law and to make special pro-
vision for the punishment of persons convicted of wife-
beating. He said: This Bill is very short and simple; but
it makes a very material difference with reference to the
Criminal Law, its object being to make punishable by fine
and imprisonment, persons guilty of wife-beating, the pun-
ishment being that of being whipped, and I suggost that it
be read the second time, and referred to a Select Committee
composed of Messrs. McCarthy. Tupper (Pictou), Davies,
Wood (Brockville), Weldon, C incron (Victoria, Ont.),
Cameron (Huron), Girouard (Jacques Cartier), Amyot,
Casgrain, and the mover.

Bill read the second time; and referred to Select Com.
mittee.

LEASES OR LICENSES TO FISH.

.Mr. WELDON, in moving for a Return of leases or
licenses to fish on rivers in the Provinces of New Bruns-
wick, granted by the Department of Marine and Fisheries,
and the annual rent received on each ; the number of leases
or licenses cancelled or surrondercd, and showing up to
what date the annual rents have been paid, said : This mat-
ter is one which at the present time is in a very unsatisfac-
tory state. Under the Fisheries Act power was given to
the Minister of Marine togrant licenses to fish where the
exclusive right to fish did not exist by law before that time.
Under that law and shortly after the Act was put in opera-
tion the Minister of Marine issued a number of licenses, as-
suming the right to lease the privilege of fishing in the
various rivers of New Brunswick and Quebec, which rivers
and portions of rivers were licensed to parties who
paid an annual rental to the Government. Shortly
thereafter disputes arose between the parties who
held land along athese rivers-which were of course
above the tidal waters, not navigable streams. These
disputes between the riparian proprietors and the lessees
formally came before the Supreme Court of Canada, which
decided that the leases were not tenable. The result has
been that the lessees have been put to great trouble and ex-
pense, injunctions having in some cases been obtained from
the Supreme Court of the Province, restraining them from
fishingin these waters. An Order inL Council was passed
on the 14th day of June, 1879, which was no doubt intended
to do away with the effect of the decision of the Supreme
Court. It provided, in effect, that no person should exercise
the right of fishing in theso waters unless he obtaiined a
license from the Department of Marine and Fisheries. Some
of these parties, pending the decision of the whole
question by the- Supreme Court, applied to the Department
of Marine and Fisheries for licenses, holdinrthatwhile they
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enjoyed the ri!hts as riparian proprietors to fish on their
own lands, they were at the same time willing to comply
with the regulations of the Department and take ont
licenses. In some cases parties were required to give infor-
mation as to their title to their lands, and refusal to give this
information was followed by a refusal of a license. At-
tempts were made to enforce the Order in Council in a very
arbitrary manner, and though I do not blame the Minister
I think the conduct of his subordinates should be censur-
ed. It has been decided by the Supreme Court of
New Brunswick that the Order in Council is illegal; al-
though the appeal bas been taken to the Supreme Court of
Canada, that appeal I understand has not been pressed. The
result bas been, that in a few cases actions have been brought
through which the Dominion Government has had to pay
a sum of about $5,700, on account of the efforts of their
Fishery Inspectors to enforce the order. The lessees were
obliged to go on paying the rent-if not to May 1st, 1883,
at least to May lst, 1882. I think it is the duty of the
Government to take steps in the direction of a satisfactory
settlement of the whole question. The trouble appears to
have been that these regulations were imposed not for the
protection of the salmon fisheries, but merely for the pur-
pose of obtaining revenue, and the result has been, I fear,
in rome cases the destruction of the salmon fisheries on some
of the rivers.

Mr. McLELAN. I shall have great pleasure in bringing
down the correspondence to which the motion refers. I
may say without entering into details that I hope soon to
prepare a scheme by which these fisheries will be properly
protected.

Motion agreed to.

MOTION FOR RETURN.

Motion for the following return was agreed to:-
Return of number of Cadets that have graduated at the

Royal Military College since its establishment; the number
who have obtained commissions in the Imperial service;
the number who have been appoiited to the permanent
militia corps; also, names of any officers appointed to
" A " and "B " batteries of artillery sin Pce February 6tb,
1880, who have not graduated at the Royal Military Col-
lege, and of those appointed who graduated at the College.
-(Mr. Weldon.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 5:45 o'clock p.m.) the louse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 21st Marcb, 1883.

The SPEAKz took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PEAYERS.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. ABBOTT moved that the time for the reception of
the reports from the Committee on Private Bills, be ex-
tended to a period of four weeks from ithis date, in accord-
ance with the recommendation of the Committee on Banking
and Commerce.

Motion agreed to.

THE ESTIMATES.

Sir LEO JARD TI[LLEY delivered a Message from His
Excellency Lhe Governor General.

M.r. WLDON,

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-
LORNE.

The Governor-General transmits to the House of Commons,Estimates
of sums required for the service of the Dominion, for the year ending
30th June, 1884; and, in accordance with the provisions of "The
British North America Act, 1867," he recommends these Estimates to
the House of Commons.

GOvERNMUENT HousE,
OTTAWA, 1st March, 1883.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the said Message
and Estimates be referred to the Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

TEMPORALITIES FUND
CHIURCII OF CANADA

THE CUIIIRCH

OF THE PRESBYTERIAN
IN CONNECTION WITH
OF SÇC)TLAND.

Mr. CH2JRLTON, in moving that Bill (No. 30) to amend
the Act of the Dominion of Canada, 45 Vic, chap. 124,
respecting the Temporalities Fund of the Presbyterian
Church of Canada in connection with the Church of Scot-
land, be withdrawn, said: I explained, upon the second
reading cf the Bill, that the losses sustained by the fund
had left the board unable to meet the charges upon it. The
Bill introduced was designed to enable the board, by mak-
ing deductions on certain classes of the payments called for,
to meet their obligations. There were four classes of
payments. There were the payments to the original bene-
ficiaries who created the fund, and who are known as the
original commuters. There were twenty-nine bf these.
There were, next, payments to those called privileged minis-
ters, of whom there were rine, each receiving $400, and there
were two retired ministers receiving the same sum.
These constituted the second class of persons receiving
payments. The third class of payments was an amount of
82,0010 annually to Queen's College; and the fourth class
was to those known as beneficiaries, ninety-two in number,
each receiving $200 a year. The proposal of the fiamers
of the Bill was to reduce the allowance to the beneficiaries
25 per cent., and the allowance to privileged ministers and
retiring ministers 25 per cent. It was supposed that this
proposal met with the approval of al those interested in tho
four different classes of payments. It was found, however,
on the introduction of the Bill, that thu propcsal dii not
meet with universal approval. The priviIeged mi era
claimed that their rights have been secured by the . oo
in the order of seniority. They claimed that first of ail the
duty of the board was to preserve the rights of the original
commuters and save sufficient capital to pay that class.
Next to the beneficiaries came privileged ministers and the
payment to Queen's Colle-e; and next retired ministers,
seventy-five of whomi were added at the time of the
union. Delegates from the -different bodies met here, and
a conference was held last night. An attempt was made to
reconcile differences of opinion and interests, in order that
a Bill satisfactory to ali might be introduced. We got so
far as to obtain the consent of the gentlemen representing
the commuting ministers, to allow the two retired ministers
and three of the privileged ministers on the retired list to
enjoy their full allowances; but they resisted any demand
for the six remaining privileged ministers to receive thoir
full allowances; and as it became evidently impossible to
reconcile the differences of opinion, it was thought best
that Parliament should not be called on to settle ieir
differences, that there should not be an unseemly wrangle
before the Private Bills Committee, but that the Bill should
be withdrawn, in the hope that, in the course of twelve
months, this matter, whieh imperatively calls for legisiLa-
tion, would be so arranged as to reconcile all differenuce of
opinion, and secure the introduction of a Bill acceptable to
all classes receiving payments from the fund. It is for this
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reason that I, as promoter of this Bill, ask to be permitted to
withdraw it.

Bill withdrawn.

BASTER ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved that when the
House adjourns this day, it do stand adjourned until Wednes-
day next, at three o'clock p.m.

Mr. BLAKE. I regret the hon. gentleman bas proposed
so long an adjournment. I have always felt that the Easter
adjournment, circumstanced as we are, should be made very
brief indeed. Some hon. members are able to avail them-
selves of the Recess to go home; but a very considerable
number are quite unable to avail themselves of the
adjournment for that purpose, and to those there-
fore, the increased length of the Session has no cor-
responding advantage whatever. My own impression
therefore, is, that the Easter adjournment should be for the
shortest possible space of time. I make this observation
with added force on this occasion, because we have arrived
at a very advanced period of the Session, and the present
condition of the public business is wholly unprecedented.
The business is further behind than I recollect at any
similar period during previous Sessions. Government
measures of a debatable character are not at all advanced;
the Estimates have only been brought down to-day, and
this adjournment will cause the financial statement to be at
least a week later. It is obvions, if the Session is to termi-
nate in the ordinary time, we shall be required to pay very
severely for the idle hours which we have been called upon
to spend during the last six weeks, therefore there ought
to have been a short adjournment, in order that we might,
as early as possible, commence the serions business of the
Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, Mr. Speaker, the
adjournment is for a little longer time than bas usually
been the custom. We have .usually adjourned from
Thursday until the following Tuesday, but there has been a
strong expression of opinion, not on the floor of the House,
but from a large section of the members, to the effect that,
really on Thursday they felt they ought not to be called
upon to sit; and then those who leave the city cannot get
back here until Tuesday night, and it is quite obvions-
Tuesday being a Government day-that it would be absurd
to commence the discussion of any Government moasure at
eight o'clock in the evening ; therefore we have postponed
the assemblingfor business one day longer-untilWednesday
at thrce o'clock, which is not losing any time under the
circumstances.

Mr. MACK ENZIE. I think, Sir, the usual practice has
been to take simply Friday and Monday.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Mr. MACKENZIE. And then, if I recollect rightly, we
met on Monday evening at that; but we are now taking
three additional days, I suppose, because we are so tired out
with the last six weeks' work, and we must have a long rest.

Motion agreed to.

JANtES H. JACQUES.

Mr. IRVINE enquired, Whether James H. Jacques, of the
Town of Woodstock, New Brunswick, bas been appointed to
any position in the Civil Service; and if so, what is the posi-
tion to which he bas been appointed, the duties of such posi-
tion, the salary attached thereto, and the date of his appoint.
ment ?

Mr. BOWELL. Mr. Speaker, James H. Jacques was
appointed by Order in Council on the 27th ofJune, 1882, in
the place of W. T. Drysdale, resigned, as preventive officer
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and clerk in Her Majesty's Customs at Woodstoek, New
Brunswick, and his duties are those of a clerk and pre-
ventive officer in the Customs service; salary, $460 per
annum.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT.

Mr. IRVINE moved the following resolution:-
That it is expedient to amend the Weights and Measures Act of.1879,

by providing that the weight equivalent to a bushel of the follokwing
articles should be those hereixafter set forth :-

Oats...................... .. .Thirty-two pounds.
Timothy seed.. -.... Forty-ve pouand.

He said: I ask the indulgence of the Hlouse for a few momeits ,
while I discuss a matter of considerable importance. When
the Weights and Measures Act of 1879 was brought before
the Parliament of that day, it was evidently given very little
consideration, if I may judge from the report of the disens-
sion which then took place on the propositions of the Gov-
ernment, as it appears in Hansard. I may state that
the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue of that day, Mr. Baey,
when the Act was passing through the House, used these
words :

" By the I8th section, heaped measures were prohibited. This was
taken from the English Act now in force, which enacted that w&en a
bushel was sold it should not be heaped. It would be, as said in Frnch
-mésure rasée, and would be a protection to the farmer."

I would infer from that remark that the custom heretofore
was to heap the measure, and that the 18th clause of the Act
declares that the measure should not be heaped. This is
what the clause says :

" In using a Dominion measure of capacity, the sane shall not be
heaped, but either shall be stricken with a round stick or roller, straight
and of the sane diameter from end to end, or if the article eolI ceanot
from its size or shape be conveniently stricken, shall be filled in all
parts as nearly to the level of the brim as the ise and shape of the article
will admit."

The only voioe raised in the Parliament of that day was
that of Mr. Houde, who called the attention of the hon.
Minister to the question in the following words:-

" Mr. Houde said that he would take the liberty of dra*ing the
attention of the hon. Kinister of Inland Revenue to the faet that thera
were a good many farmers and traders who thought that it would be
botter to put the buahel of oats at 32 lbs. instead of 34 lbs."
The hon. Minister, in reply to Mr. Houde, said :

" Now as to the weights of different grains and vegetables, *e Would
say that they had been in existence for the last twenty-five yeits. If
the hon. gentleman would refer to the Congolidated Statutea of caaada,
he would therein find.the same provisions. When the hon. the ex-Minister
of Public Works introduced this law a few years ago, no objection was
then raised to the weight of grain and vegetables astben fixeéby law.
He could not, therefore, venture to meddle with them, at least for the
present."

Seeing how little discussion took place at that time, I
think it may not be out of place for me to give my opinion
as a practical man, allowing, at the same time, any other
hon. gentlemen to take the same way of aseertaining the
truth of my statement as I adopted myself, namely, by
actual knowledge and measurement. Isay that when 48 lbs.
was placed as the equivalent of a bushel of timothy seed, a
mistake was made, because no bushel will hold more than
45 lbs. Then, as to oats, though that cereal varies very
much if we take the quality ordinarily raised in the country,
34 ibs. cannot be put into the ordinary Winchester bnuhel,
which is the standard we use as well as the Americaus. In
the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts,
Pennsylvania, Miehigan, Minnesota, Illinois, and oeveral
other States, 32 lbs. of oats is made the equivalent of a bushel
measure; but in the Parliament of Canada, with very little
consideration or discussion, it was declared that 84 lb. is the
proper equivalent. I say the bulk of ihe testimony in the
States bordering on our country is in favor of the 82 lbs.
standard, and it rests with those who declare to the con-
trary to show why our standards. sbould differ from the
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one so generally adopted by the Americans. I call upon
the luimbermen of Ontario and New Brunswick, to state
why they should ask the farmers of those Provinces to give
them 34 lbs. in every bushel of oats, while the
Americans are satisfied with 32 lbs. And I call .upon
the millers of Canada to give a reason for the difference.
Perhaps we have not far to look for the reason. The reason
given by our people is, that very few of the laboring class,
or the farmers, ever enter the Canadian Parliament, and
that while they have men who claim to represent the poor,
in reality there are few or none of their own class to stand
up for the rights of laboring men, of whom I am one
myself, and for whom I have a great respect. In the
United States, this matter is one which is settled by the
State Legislatures ; and it is not uncommon for laboring
men and farmers to have seats in these Legisiatures, where
they can protect their own interests. As the matter is
one which has never been brought up before, I do not think
I need apologise very much for taking the part of my
brethren. The first reason for which I ask this change
to be made is, that it is a matter of right and justice; and
the second is, that it is a matter of convenience. When
we take up our newspapers to read the prices in New
York or Boston, we should know that the bushel means
exactly the same quantity in both countries, so that we
could make comparisons between them. I am a practical
farmer and laboring man myself, and I am proud of the
fact ; but personally I do not care what the standard is,
because,Ilike many other farmers, I do not raise grain
to sell. I turn it into pork, butter, cheese, or iorses,
no that I buy far more grain than I sell. I appeal
to this fouse on behalf of the poor farmer, who has
no capital to purchase stock, and who cannot wait for
years for a return from his crops, but who is obliged to sell
his grain the moment he gets it out of the ground. I main-
tain that such men have not that representation or con-
sideration in thifs House that they should have. In their
interest, this Parliament should take into consideration
this simple question : why the Canadian farmer is
required to give 34 lbs. to the bushel, while Americans
are willing to do with 32 lbs.? It appears, from the
Trade and Navigation Returns, that we export 4,000,000
buahels of grain per annum, 2,000,000 bushels or more of
which go to the United States; and I think that is a strong
reason why the measures in the two countries should be
uniform. I thank the House for the attention it has given
me.

Mr. COSTIGAN. This motion, as I understand it, applies
only to two articles, oats and timothy seed. By the Act
passed in 1879, the weight of a bushel of oats is fixed
at 34 lbs., and that of a bushel of timothy seed, I
think, at 48 lbs. The hon. member says that that
law was passed without much consideration by Parlia-
ment, because there was very little debate, and he thinks it
should now be amended. For my part, I think it will
require some stronger arguments than the hon. gentleman
lias used to show any necesity for altering the law. This
is the first time since 1879 that 1 have heard of any dissatis-
faction existing in the country with regard to these two
meaures. It is very well for the hon. member to pose
here as the special representative of the poor man; but I
think his argument is a little inconsistent. If he is really
serious, and wishes to do the poor man a service, I think it
must be some consolation to him to know that if the farmer
who has to sellhis grain gives two pounds more than he
ought, the poor man who has to buy gets two pounds more.
The hon. gentleman cannot argue in both ways; he must
take one aide or the other. If he argues in the interest of
the farmers, he must show that tbey have been injured by
this Act; but up to the present time no indication has been
given that any dissatisfaction exista; no petition has been
presented to this Hous., no complaint has been made to
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my Departmont, or to the Government. Therefore, I think
the proposition of the hon. gentleman to amend the law is
bardly justifiable.

Mr. PICKARD. As the hon. member for Carleton (Mr.
Irvine) called upon the lumbermen to speak now, and give
the reasons why they exact 34 lbs. to the bushel, I wish to
say that I bought several thousand bushels of oats from the
hon. member's county this winter, and I never exacted 34 lbs.
to the bushel, but bought them by the 100-three bushels
to the 100. When 1 buy 4,000 pounds I know that I get
120 bushels-that any boy can calculate by multiplying by
three; but it would not be quite so easy to divide the
4,000 lbs. by thirty-two. I never heard of a farmer in his
county making any complaint.

Mr. POPE. I have had something to do with oats as a
lumberman, and I have also had something to do with
raising them; and I also had something to do with the law
as it stands, before the remarks the hon. gentleman has read
from Jansard were at all applicable to it. Every single
item in this Bill was discussed here very fully, not in 1879,
because the Bill of that year was only for consolidating the
laws, it being understood that they were right and just
laws. The hon. gentleman claims to be the defender of the
poor man. What in the world has the poor man to do with
this question ? If he sells a bushels of oats that weighs
32 lbs., ho gets the -value of 32 lbs. for it; while if
he sells a bushel of oats that weighs 34 lbs., he
gets the value of that amount. It .is nonsense to
say that this question bas not been fully and fairly
discussed in this House. There have been other farmers hore
besides the hon. inember. The people are accustomed to
the present measures, and it is difficult for me to under-
stand why the hon. gentleman wants to change that which
is the custom of the country, and which the people are
fully acquainted with. I do not see the slightest reason for
changing the law.

Mr. IRVINE. I have no doubt this motion will be lost,
but something may be lost and found again. I was very
sorry that the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue raised such a
childish question as lis distinction between the farmer and
laboring man. When I used the latter term I did so with
reference to farmers alone, to distinguish between rich and
poor farmers. The former do not depend on the sale of
their grain, for they purchase more than they raise and use
it in stock raising; but the poor farmer, not having bis
farm well stocked, must sell bis grain, and if he is not pro-
perly called a laboring man I do not know what le is.

Mr. PICKARD. It would be better if the lon. member
from Carleton would east bis oats to the wind, then he
would Lave no trouble in getting 34 Ibs. in the bushel.

Mr. TAYLOR. So far as I am concerned, I have never
heard a complaint from any of the farmers on this subject.
If a change were made it should be an absolute one, pre-
scribing a uniform standard throughout the Domnion.
In Ontario, a bushel of peas weighs 60 Ibs.; in Montreal
it must weigh 66 Ibs. A bushel of oats in Ontario
weighs 34 lbs., in Montreal 32 lbs. Why my
hon. friend should propose the change he does I cannot
understand. I hear of no complaints, and I buy all kinds
of grain by the standard in uso in Onlario. I bave bought
oats 40 lbs. to the, bushel, and barley 53 ibs. to the bushel,
but have paid according to the weight. If any change be
proposed, it should be that grain be purchased by the 100
lbs. Every year I buy 200,000 or 300,000 bushels of grain,
and have never beard any complaint either from farmers
or merchants.

Mr. SPROULE. Having been connected for some years
past with a large number of Agricultuial Societiesrl have
frequently had occasion to sec grain weighed and measured.
In Ontario good oats will weigh 36 lbs. to the bushel. I
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do not wonder that the Americans should adopt a standard
of 32 Ibo., because when the western oats come in tbey
scarcely ever weigh over 32 lbs. to the bushel, Canadian
oats will weigh 35 Ibo. per bushel. If the grain lias come
to proper maturity and is well filled, it will keep pretty
close to ‡he present standard, and I see no injustice in
retaining it.

Motion negatived.

COMMITTEE ON STANDING ORDERS.

Mr. BEATY, in moving that a Message be sent to the
Senate requesting their Honors to unite with this House
in the formation of a Joint Committee for the purpose of
revising the Rules relating to the duties of the Committee
of Standing Orders in each House, and specially whether
one Joint Committea of both Houses should not be namcd
to do the work of the said Committee for both louses;
and also, informing their Honors that Messrs. Daly,
Casgrain, Gunn, Dawson and the mover, will act as members
of such Committee on the part of this House, said: The
suggestion was made to the Committee whether the present
notice requiring two months is not too long, causing
unnecessary and great expense to parties seeking legislation,
and whether the time could not b limited, say to one
month. Some went even further, and questioned whether
only one publication sbould not be made in the Official
Gazette, with regard to Private Bills, as this ought to be
only a matter of record, not being generally read, as the
literature of the Gazette is not of that attractive character
which commands persual generally throughout the country,
while uore strictness should be required with reference to
publication in the local papers. It was also urged that the
time within which petitions for Private Bills should be
presented to the House should be limited to twenty days,
and the presentation of Bills to thirty days ; and that these
times should be fixed periods, not to be departed from
unless with the sanction, or undor the direction, of the
House, and not by the Committee. The appointment of a
Joint Committee of both Houses was thought to be very
important, for the purpose of passing on the preliminary
notices, and the Bills in the first instance, as the double
work of the two Committees was quite unnecessary. These
matters were not inerely informally discussed or talked of,
but suggested. The idea was, that we should appoint a
Committee to meet a Committee of the Sonate on the subject.
The object is also to bring under the consideration of the
Joint Committee the question whether our Joint Committee
for both Houses should not take these preliminary notices
into consideration and determine them without having two
Committees to hear the evidence on Private Bills which are
introduced into this flouse. The Senate Committee have
already suggested the names, and, I believe the Sonate has
also appointed a Committee for the purpose of meeting a
Committee of this House, the object generally being to
reduce the length of time for which notices are required
for Private Bills, and reduce the expense. The facilities for
communication through the country are so great that it is
thouight unnecessary to continue a special publication of
this kind for two months; and that it would be more advan-
tageous to parties interested in Private Bills to adhere
strictly to the notices in local papers.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not see any serions objection to the
appointment of the Committee, but I do see objection to
the general line which the hon. gentleman has chalked out
as to the mode of dealing with the periods during which
Privato Bills may be presented. I agree that the time
might be shorter. My own idea would be to provide mini-
mum time before the Session of Parliament commences. I
believe at the present time it is two months, but I think
My hon. friend from Hochelaga, the other day, said that the
difficulty was that the Gazette summoning Parliament for the

despatch of business, is issued within a shorter period than
two months from the date of sumons, and therefore, if those
who were interested in Private Bills waited for that parti-
cular Gazette to give notice, of course, they could not pre-
sent their Bills for a considerable tirne after the commence-
ment of the Session. I do not think that is a very good
excuse, because we know, as a rule, when Parliament is to
meet, and it is quite competent for those who are promoting
Bills, to give their notice in November or October if they
like, instead of waiting for that particular Gazette. Stili, I
do think we would expedite the presentation of Bills if we
made the regular period to be counted from the day on
which Parliament met for the despatch of business ; and if
instead of saying two months from the period at which the
petition is presented, we said one month or five weeks from
the meeting of Parliament, that would obviate the neces-
sity of this prolongation the hon. gentleman refers to.
What is the reason why those who want Private Bill legisla.
tion in this House cannot follow our Rules, and have their
petitions presented within ton days from the opening of the
Session ? There is no reason in the vast bulk of cases. In
any exceptional case in which the emergency has arisen, we
have always readily opened the door and allowed any
petitioner to show us why he did not come in earlier. But
the vast bulk of those cases are either Bills for the incorpor-.
ation of companies, or Bills for the amendment of charters,
the causes of which, or the views that lead to which, have
arisen in ample time for the promoters to give notice within
the regular period, and to have their Bills ready. Now, we
provide that there should be sent in a draft of a Bill with
the cost of printing, in order that they may be printed be.
fore we come here at all, and that we may be ready at once
to go on with that Bill. We know that that is not done.
We know that our laxity results in those Bills net being
prepared, and they are hurriedly prepared here, frequently
by members of Parliament who are called upon to discharge
these extraneous duties which do not properly devolve upon
them. I say, thon, that it would be a very unfortunate
thing if we were now to declare that the time for
the presentation of petitions for Private Bills should
b enlarged to twenty days. On the contrary, let us
shorten the period, but lot us prescribe that that shortened
period should be given so long before the Session as that
the petition may be presented within a very short delay
after the opening of the Session. Look at your Billa
Committee as it stands to-day. Look at the Order paper of
the Railway Committee. I do not know how many there
are, but there are two disposed of, and I suppose there are
thirty or forty more to be disposed of in the stress and
strain of the Session which is now coming on. There are
heavy orders before the Banking Committee, and before the
Private Bills Committee, and, to-day, we have passed a
resolution extending the time for the reception of the
reports of Committees, four weeks, so that the bnlk of the
reports will be coming in three or four weeks from this
time. How much consideration will be given to them after
that period arrives ? An hon. member has moi e than once
said that it is the bad Bills that come late. It is true that
these objectionable Bills corne in late, and there is this
reason why they should come in late: early in the Session
the Bills Committee have begun to scrutinize the legislation
and to get it into some sort of shape. We spend two hours
in the beginning of the Session on a Private Bill, whereas
towards the end of the Session the practice is to run these
Bills through in ten minutes. There may be a discussion
about the preamble, but once that question is settled all
the details of the Bill, towards the latter end of the Session,
are hurried through rapidly without our having given i
sufficient attention. A man may como up next Session and
show us a clausein a Bill that looks very objectionable, and
he will quote that very, clause as a precent for a pre
cisely similar clause in another Bill. We thon find that
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the first Bill was hurried through Committee without con- received to that effect. They have been formally settled after
sideration, and that precedent is invoked for further mort careful consideration. There was a special Comnittee
objectionable legislation. I do hope that it will be one of which I was a member, and of which the hon, iember for
of the objects of this Joint Comniittee to insure, by extreme West Durham was a member, on the rubject, and thc Rules
rigidity, to be departed from only upon special ground and as revised are not in full force. Then, with ail due respect
excuse, that this cardinal rule shall be adhered to which to the Committee named by the mover, to revise LheiRules,
provides that .petitions for Private Bills and the Bills them- I think the hon. gentleman ought to reconeider the Dames.
selves should be got before us at the earliest practical They ought to beomposed of members posseeeing great
moment after the Session commences. Parlianentary experience, and those who have paid atten-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon. tion to the construction of the Rules of the buse, and the
friend,. if there bas been any report on this subject from the princîples on which they have beenfrared, and to such only
Committee on Standing Orders? should be committed the power of deang with a subject of

this kind. Alter a report fromn the Joint (ommittee bas
Mr. BEATY. The Committee, instead of making a report, been presented, it will be very difficuit for the bouse to ex-

suggest that the motion should be made in this way. Theysiigesttha th moionshold b mae i ths wy. heypress an opinion at variance with the Committee's conclu-
simply suggest the names ofpersons to go on the Committee. sions. For these reasons, I would suggést te the hon. rern

Sfr JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the ber that we should allow the debate te be adjourned for the
romarks of the hon. member for West Durham, as to the purpose of allowing him an opportunity to remodel the
necessity of our standing by our rules more strictly than we regolution.
have hitherto done. He has always made most praiseworthy Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournrent of the
effôrts in this direction, and bas been trying to bring on the debate.
Piivate Bills business of Parliament at the time when we Motion agreed te; and debate adjourned.
can give it proper consideration. For some reason or other,
we have failed in attaining the object which was attempted TIMBER 0F INDIAN LANDS IN ONTAIO.
by the alteration of the rules. The truth of the matter is
this : that the great cause of delay is simply the lazinessiMr McNEILL, in moving for a return of ail documents and
and inattention of the solicitors of the various incorporated correspondence relating te the granting of licenses te eut
companies who are employed by the promoters of private timber, whether pine or any other description cf timber
bills to bring them before Parliament. They are too lazy, whatever, on Indian Lande, within the Province ofOntario,
or too procrastinating rather, to have those measures pre- from 1875 up to the present time, said: In makng this
pared within the regular period. They trust to the good motion, I venture to daim, for a few minutes, the indul-
nature of Parliament to enlarge the time for consideration gence of the fouse while I offer onc or two observations
of petitions and for the presentation of Private Bills, explanatory cf the reasone which have induced me to ask
and the consequence is that which the hon. gentleman fur these papers. I am sure in doing se 1 will meet with
stated. Bills which require careful consideration and 1 the indulgence of hon. members, for I have already expe-
which invite distrust are purposely delayed, I fear, by the rienced great kindnees at their hande. The circumstances
promoters, and when I use the word "promoters," I do te whch I wish to draw their attention are cii.
not mean the members introducing the Bills, or having cumetances of great importance, net only te a consider.
charge of them, but parties outside, whose interests are ahie number of my own constituents, but te al
concerned in having the Bills become law. Those pro- settiers upon Indian lande throughout this Province,
moters, I say, I fear frequently retard the Bills, and a[[ow upon which large timber licenees prevail. I have said
them to lag in the House in order to be rushed through at that this measure is cf great importance te settlers, and it
the end of the Session, when the House, after being is of special importance te rany of ry own constituente;
exhausted in discussing public matters, is unwilling to beand the remarks I ar about te make wilI be confined te
delayed by the consideration of Private Bills. I do net those matter which affect my own constituent. It is a
know a remedy for that evil, except a firm resolution on zatter'of se much importance that it really ameunts to this-
the part of the House to resist any such attempt. As the whether many cf those peoplc are te support themselves in
hon. gentleman has truly said, when an exceptional case comparative comfort, or whether they are, on the contrary,
arises, when there is a sudden call for the passage of a te be subjected to a long struggle wîth poverty cf a very
Privte Bill, when it can be explained to the House that oppressive description. The circumstances connected with
the ordinary notice could not be givOn, that the regular this matter are somewhat remarkable. I may say with
period of publication could not be' had, the House regard te settlers on the Saugeen Peninsula, which I1have
àg always most favorable, indeed too favorable, in the houer te represent iu thie bouse, thât they have the
considering such exceptional cases. Everybody knows, miefortune te ho very poor people, and I think that is a
fthat Parliament will always meet at the end.of January or reason which enly makes it more appropriate that their
beginning of February, and every one knows perfectly weil interest should bo considered by this onse, and by a
when notice should be published both in the Gazette and Government which, in the policy it has adopted, has
local newspapers, and when that is not done the parties are donss much te benefit the peor man in this country.
to blanre andthey really should be punished. We might The lande cf these people are, unfortunately, cf a very
have been discussing all the Private Bill legislation duriug poor description in some parte; they are of a very variable
the last four or frve weeks; if the Bills had been printed character, and the land there is in its quality very dissi-
and in the hands of members they might have been con- milar. Iu some parte cf a lot you wil find very geod land,
sitdered and passed, and the House would have been profit.-sud in other parte cf the same lot, land which is valuable
ably employed in considering those measures. I rather only for the lumber which grewe upon it. Owing to this
dislike the form. in which the motion has been drawn, circumetance my predecessor (Mr. Sproat) eailed ihe atten-
inasmuch as it begs the question. It sets out "That a tien cf the rigbt hon. gentleman te the fact that these
Message be sent to the Senate requesting their Honors tolands had been in the first instance valued tee highly, and
unite with this House in the formation of a Joint Committee requeeted hlm te take into consideration the circumetances
for the purpose of revising the Rales, relating to the duties of cf these poor people, and have a revaluation made;andin
the Cuunittee on Standing Orders in this louse." But the accerdance with that recommendation the right hon. gen-
Hiousehasnotyet come totheeonluionthat theRuleosrequire tieman did take the matter into consideratien and ordered
revision. In the first place an expression of opinion must be a revaluation cf the lands te be made 1w a gentleman who
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was thoroughly conversant with the state of that country, very mach inproved,;bat, Sir, a most extraordinary cir-
and was thoroughly competent to carry ont that revaluation. cumstance occurred soon afterwards. In 1877, this cir-
This revaluation was made; but unfortunately no steps could cumstance happened. In that year, an Ordor in Council
be taken to put it in force, as the Government of the right was passed, which permitted lumbormen to core upon
hon. gentleman was defeated, and the Government of the the lands of actual settiers, for three years after
hon. member for East York took its place. I say they had entered into possession, and to cnt down
"unfortunately," Mr. Speaker, because it was most certainly timber upon them-and the most valuable part of the
unfortunate for my constituents. When the Government timber, the pine, before the very eyes of the settiers,
of the hon. member for East York came into power, Mr. and to carry it off. In this way, if 1 have made nyseif
Gillies, who recently represented North Bruce, in this clear, was taken away the principal means, by which the
louse, experienced, I understand, a good deal of trouble insettier could support himself and hie family during the first
inducing that Government to carry out this policy. I years of bis occupation. This enahled the lumbermen, for
think I may say so, as I have heard him state so on the three years after the settiers came into possession and
public platform, and take a great deal of credit to himsoif entered upon their lots, t carry off, in fact, their means of
for the bard work he bad been obliged to undergo in order subsistenco. I have heard, since 1 took my Beat here,
to induce hon. gentlemen opposite to carry out the policy remarks made about the poor man. This was, however, logis-
of the right hon gentleman, and reduce the price of the lation for the poor man with a vengeance. We have heard
lands of these poor settlers in the Saugeen Peninsula. wonderful diatribes from the hon.gentlemen oppositeastotho
lowever, Sir, eventually, and I think this was amount of interest which they took in the poor man. They
in 1875, Mr. Gillies succeeded in inducing that Gov- have constituted themselves intoaposties, so to speak, or asort
ernment to carry out that policy, and the price of of charitable-political-poor-man's-indignation Society; and
these lands in the Saugeen Peninsula was reduced. A we have hac wonderful pictures portrayod oftbe policyofthe
number of the settlers there were thon in great hopes rigbt hon. gentleman. and of hie cruelty to the poor man,
that now a good time was in store for them, but, Mr. who was almost perishing of cold, and was deprived of bis
Speaker, unfortunately they were woefully mistaken. If food and clothing by the policy of the right bon. gentleman.
any hon. gentleman, who has had experience in farming Well, Sir, this ie the manner in which hon, gentlemen oppo-
matters, has been kind enough to follow me in the observa- site, when they obtained the reins of power, legislated for the
tions which I have made, ho will understand that it was of the orman. That was the theorywith regard to the poor man,
greatest possible importance-that, in fact, it was a matter ut itwasatheorywhich certainlydoos not seemtobavebeen
of vital importance to these poor people-that they should put in practice in this case. I bolieve that hon, gentlemen
be allowed the privilege of cutting the timber on their opposite are generally regarded-o our sie of the Houle,
lands. Poor men-very poor men-who enter upon at least-as being theoretical rather tban practical Politi-
bush lots, are obliged, in the first instance, for the clans, and so far-as the people in the Saugeen Peninsula
first years of their occupation, to look very largely are concerned, they have found that ont to their cost. It
to the timber growing on their lots for their support. It is may be asked, and voly naturally asked, how did it core
by the sale of this timber that they are enabled to support about that such an extraordinary enactment as this sbould
their families in great measure, nay, almost entirely. It isbe put in force by bon. gentlemen opposite. The answer
by the sale of the timber that they are enabled to provide to this question le really the most extraordinary part of
themselves with flour, and to pay their store bills, small as this extraordinary story. If I arnot misinformed, there
these are generally, to provide themselves with oxen to has beon a Streame Bil introduced in the Provincial
work their lands, or to pay for the oxen which they bave Legisiature of Ontario. Mst of us on this side of the
obtained on credit, or to pay for the oxen which they have fouse have heard of snoh a measure; and we know
not obtained at all; for, Sir, it is too true, that many of that it was introduced sirply for the public gond. We
these poor poople bave gone into that country unprovided know that it was introduced simply for the purpose of
with oxen and unprovided with horses, and have by labor in preventing a lumberman from carrying on his operations
the loggingfallow, which it is absolutely painful to contem- in such a manner as would interfere with the public weal.
p'ate, end eavored to keep over their heads a house, and securo We knowtootbat it was not introduced at ail for the benefit
food for their families. Well, Sir, prior to the accession to of any political supporter of that Government; and we
power of hon. gentlemen opposite, these settlers in the know that one of the items in the political creed of hon.
Saugeen Peninsula had the right to cut and sell the timber gentlemen opposite le, that they should not follow too
upon their lots; and as I have said, this right was of vital closely in the wake of the Provincial Goverument-that
importance to them. One of the complaints which they they should not by sny means bunt in couples with that
made at that time, was that the dues which they were Governmont; and it may ho that the reason hon, gentlemen
obliged to pay to the Department were too high. These dues opposite introduced the extraordinary provision to which I
were charges or tolls on their timber; and these tolls or have referred was just to show their perfect independonce of
dues were paid into the Department, and the settlers were that Government, and prcjcoeded in this matter on a
credited with that amount by the Department, these dues principle diametrically opposite to that, which, as they
ceasing to be payable when the patents for their lots were alleged, actuated Mr. Mowat in passing the Streams
issued. Well, Sir, I ought to have said that there existed Bih. Lt would be a very strange thing if it were to prove
over the Saugeen Peninsula at this time, or over a that this measure was introduced ut the instance of a sup-
great part of it, a license to cut timber. IL was a porter of hon, gentlemen opposite thon sitting in this
license granted to Cook & Company, but it lapsed, however, fouse, for the benefit of a friend of bon. gentlemen out of
upon lots which were taken up for actual settlement. doors; and unlees I am misintbrmed such wiIl prove te be
If I have made myself clear, it wilI be seen, that in 1875, the faet wben these papers are brought down. If I arnnt
when the policy of the right bon. gentleman had been much misinformed k will ho fonnd that this measure ws
carried out, and when the value of these lands had been introduced at the instance o? au hon, gentleman, a sup-
reduced, the settlers were very much benefited. This porter of the Government of the hon. member for Fast
policy was further carried ont in this respect-that fifteen York, in favor of a lumbering firn Manitoulin. At ai
acres of each lot were reserved to the settler, upon which events, we shah sce when the papers core down. I an
ho could cut timber withont having to pay any of these dues informed that it wu proposed lu aletterof April, 1877, and
at all. Therefore you wili perceive that at this time the warried ont by Order in Council in November of that
position of the settiers iuthe Saugeen Petinsula, had been year. I knowf at any rate, that l y constituent yire groan-
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ing under the affliction at the present time. There was a cinsion came to was, that the licenses should extend only to
flim y plea and flimsy excuse, as I understand, put forward and that spruce, cedar, and other woods, should fairly
for the passing of this O der in Council, and it was that by e to the settiers. Some of the licenses varied in their
the pas-ing of sncb a measure a larger amount of funds terms from others, but as a ie the privilege conferred by
would be received by the Indian Department for the benefit theIleenses was to eot merchantable pine. This matter is
of the Indians. I say that was a flimsy excuse and a flimsyInow before the Governmnnt, having been brought before my
plea, for it is quite evident that such an enactment as that Department by the hon, gentleman. J cannot go quite 50
would have the effect of preventing settlement upon those far as my hon. friend, in saying that the Government have
lands. It has had that effect in the Saugeen Peninsula, made up their minds that these licenses should be revoked.
and would also have the effect of preventing settlers That is a matter which has to be very gravely considered.
who did so upon those lands from paying for their While every protection should he given to the settiers on
lots, because they would be unablo to sell the these indifferent lands, stili the vested riglts of parties who
timber. If it was desirable that additional tolls should be have licenses and who have invested considerable snms of
paid for the timber upori such lands, then, I say, that upon money in getting ont timber and bringing it to market,
such lands as were sufficiently valuable to excuse that im. must bc fairly considered and protected. The matter is
position, the setrler sbould be the person allowed to cut the Dow engaging ry attention, and I hope in a few days to be
timber, and that the lumberman should not bu allowed to able to core to some conclusion, which, -iaps, may ho
come forw-ard and carry off bis means of subsistence. So far sent down to the buse, together with the papers for which
as the Saugeen Peninsula was concerned, su.h a provision the hon, gentleman has moved. J wish to be distinctly
would have been most unjust and would simply have taken nnderstood as expressing no opinion, either adverse to the
away what those poor men ought to have had, but would licenses, or to the daims set up so forcibly by my hon.
have been princely generosity as compared with the policy friend on the part of the settiers.
of hon. gentlemen opposite. In conclusion I would just say Mr DAWSON. There is a large extent of Indian land
that these lumbermen, not content with this additional the district that I have the honor to represent, the Dis-
pivilege, for which they paid nothing at ail-this privilege trict of
of being permitted to eut timber for three years on the alg ond thenstirs the Mreel t eine a
lands of the settlers-claimed to be allowed to cut, not only sp toat hon.fend fomBince (Mr.meNeil),lia
the pine but the cedar which grew on those lots. The skenoohattherwcaseing ten froteir very
right bon. gentleman bas stepped in for the doorg Irknos ofoeases indich prdended stte
benefit of the settler and has, I am glad to
say, put an end to that pretension, and I view of catting the timber, which is unfair both to the mm-

hopehe iilsuebis ayas unlersandho oos toberman wbo holds a license, and to the bonest settiers. Buthope he will see his way, as I understand he does, to i h aeo h ninlns he r oprtvl
put an end to this most cruel and oppressive enactment ieaenof the inran lanso whicher e ratîvuly
altogether. These men who are settling in the Saugeensa ieu tnthe lut berenthe setties s
Peninsula, and the men who wish to settie on our Indian and cn no ly inbcedar anhrdaood. MLic
Lands throughout the Province are people of our own. They are in even tting oroo on thad of anI
are inhabitants of the Province of Ontario, and they do not tounk se hngsarfetbe geat hrdshsoad
want to be driven out of this Province either to the North- thinkcsoe che sbould beebconfichntbwod
West or to the United States. I think they have the first woid be leftato te stterwbIfla condetou d bo
claim upon these lands. They are better able to tako ad-wlîto pay a lie morefo lis l n in te ber
vantage of them and tuirn them to the best account thananeed. im wodgves him mpoyend Ithintecn
settlers would be coming from the Mother Country, or from adenale havsomcthand toivetionsnd J thonkascon
the continent of Europe, who know nothing wbatever aboutsti h
bush work. Therefore, I say, I sincercly hope the right put up wilh in that new country, be sbould h allowod t
hon. gentleman will endeavor, as soon as possible. to give bave bis timber. There is ne doubt it has hneri an
these poor people the full use and advantage of those lands to advantagu te bim to get bis land at a low p: ice. Mach of
which they are really the natural heirs. Before sitting down, the land in Manitoulin Island, which was puic>aeI
I wish to say that I would like to amend the motion by at 50 cents an acre, is ew worth $50 au acre,
inserting after the word "from " the word "January ;" and owing te the exertions of the settiers. In other parts of
I would also like to ask, in addition to the correspondence, Algoma, beyond the range of the Indian lands, the Ontario
for the Orders in Council. Government reserves ail the pile, but ne other timber, and

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If there are Orders in even that provision is toit to bu a hardship. The timber
Council, they can bu got by an Address' instead of by an is being rapidly cut down en the vast tracts of timber
Order of the House. The Clerk will alter the motion land in the district of Algoma. Giving the Govurnment
accordingly. I do not at alil objeet to bringing down these of Ontario credit for ail its expenditures on colonizationan ifemngth bue owfa hewrng orads and otherwisu, and charging them with ail the
papers and informing the House how far the wrongs men-
tioned by the hon. gentleman in his very clear and able lero ue olucefo aast eg$,.0Wh
speech, have been inflicted on these people, and how they deethu peset eriutotariwnt the
can be remedied. Of course, until these papers come down
it will bu more than useless to discuss whether the great disputed territory? Sirnpiy fIat it ray sweep off
policy has been wrong, and it so, how far it cari bc the forests, which, it daims, contain $120,000,000 worthof
remedied and the settlers in the Saugeen district wood. I have always beld te the principie that the natural
relieved from Ithe injustice of which the hon. gentle- rusources of these wild districts are the jnst inheritance of
man complains so strongly. It is no part of my thepeople whe go te sottie in them, and I say that any
duty, at present at all events, to impugn the policy or the
actions of the Government in 1871 or 1875, with respect te grows in the dispntud territory, and spend that revenue
the licenses which have been issued for the cutting of tim-ebaT
ber on lands sold to settlers. The land is very poor in many is te spend the proceeds from timber in the district whe
places, but exceedingly valuable for its timber, and, l it is eut, s') as te provide for its wants in the future. Ihave
things being eqaal, the .settlers would have the first right much pleasure in seconding my hon. fiends motion.
to the timber. A deputation from the settlers of the Sau- Mr. ALLEN. There are ne Settlements in the DominiZ'n
geen district came down some time ago, and I think the con- which require more sympathy tlan those referrud te by my

Mir. MONZILL.
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hon. friend from North Bruce. These lands, the most
miserable in our western country, were sold at an unfortu-
nate time for the settlers-immediately after the Russian
war, when the prices of lands were infiated. The people
did not know what they were purchasing, and I know
instances of settlers buying lands at $4, $6 and $7 per acre,
which to-day are not worth 50 ots. per acre. I believe
the Goverument acted very wisely in charging stumpage or
a duty of 82 per 1,000 feet, and applying the amount
towards the liquidation of these purchases, in many cases,
farmers having received the full payment of their lands
through these dues. If these dues had not been collected,
lumbermen would have purchased the lands and t-aken the
timber, and in the end have had the lands for less than they
paid in stumpage dues. I do not wish to say anything
against either side of this House, but, I hope sincerely the
Government will take into consideration the position of
these unfortunate settlers, and relieve them of their difficul-
ties. They are in debt without the means to pay it. As
regards the quality of their lands, a man might walk 5001
yards over sone farms and not touch anything but rocks.!
I hope the Government will make arrangements by which
the settlers will be relieved of their indebtedness on these
unfortunate lands-both the price and the interest.

Mr. McCALLUJM. I have received some letters from the
County of Bruce, with reference to this subject. I would
say that though lumbermen may be very desirable citizens,
settlers are of still greater consequence to us. What the
latter complain of is, that when they settle on a lot of land,
the lumbermen may come in, take away the timber, pull
down their fences and destroy their crops, and nothing can
be done to them. I have the honor to support a Govern-
ment, which I believe will not continue a policy under which
à lumberman may obtain a license to cut for three years all
the timber on a settler's lot. When I was irformed of this
abuse, I really could not believe it. I am sure it is the
intention of the Government to treat all the settlers fairly,
and will remove the present grievances. The sooner
this Order in Council is annulled the better. We are expend.
ing a large amount to bring emigrants into this country,
and it is necessary we should endeavor to retain those we
have here.

Motion agreed to.

PERSONS ENTERING MANITOBA BY RAIL.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for a statement of the number
of persons entering Manitoba by rail during each month of
the last calendar year; and of the number of persons leav-
lug Manitoba by rail during each such month; also, for all
correspondence, reports, data and statements on which aire
based the estimates made by Government of the noer of
immigrants who have settled in each Province of Canada
and in the North-West Territories during the year; and of
the number of Canadiäns who have left each Province or
Territory or the Dominion during the year, said: I moved
last Session for a return similar to this, and my hon. friend
assented with bis willingness, but he did not, with bis usual
businesslike promptitude, bring down those returns. I hope
my hon. friend will this year bring down the infor-
Ination. Several statements have appeared at different
times in the press, and we have the semi-official statement
made by the hon. member for Picton, in the debate on the
Address, as to the immigration into the North-West. The
hon. gentleman gave us the total number, which must, of
course, be based on the aggregates in each Province, and,
therefore, we must have•the number settled in each. It is
material we should have all the data upon which the esti-
mates are based.

Mr. POPE. I shall be very glad fo bring down the in-
formation required, but as all information of this kind will
come down in my report which will be ready a few days

after, if not before we meet here again, I would ask the hon.
gentleman to allow this motion to stand until he sees my
report, and knows what ho will then want. I can say to the
hon. gentleman that, so far as the immigrants coming into
the country are concerned-into the North-West--their
numbers are ascertained by actual count, by the reports from
the ships, by the returns of the agents in Quebec and Ontario.
Every immigrant from the United States having goods to
enter, enters them at the Custom Houses, and the returns
from the Customs' offices show the actual number of settlers
from the United States. There ean be no mistake about
that. Those people coming from the United States this
year, and so entering their goods, amounted to over 30,000.
Now, Sir, I eau quite understand that hon. gentlemen
opposite will doubt the correctness of any report we may
make, but it must be remembered that there are corrobor-
ative circumstanges. We must remember that people will be
governed by their interests wherever they go. Now, why
is it that we have 30,000 people coming into Canada this
year from the United States, when two or three years ago
we only had 8,000 ? Can the hon. gentleman think of any
reason ? Here are my reasous. Tho largest number of
these people came back to the Province of Quebec from
the manufacturing centres of New England. When they
went away we had no manufactures or employment to give
them, but now we have, and that is the reason why
20,000 Canadians returned to Capada this year. They are
now coming back here because they can find labor at home. I
suppose hon. gentlemen opposite will hardly credit me
when I tell thom that over 50,000 people settled in Manitoba
during the past year. They say that these people have
gone to the United States, and that just as many are going
now as ever. Now, I put it to the common sense of hon.
gentlemen, and ask them if there is not another reason why
the artisan and the laborer are now coming back to this
country from the United States, and why our own people
are not going to the Western States? The reason is that
we have a great West of our own that we are opening up,
and the numbers going to the West of the United States are
very much less than formerly. This year, how many do
you think have gone to Manitoba and to our North-West?
Something like 69,000, and of these about 34,000 went from
Ontario. Of course, I cannot give the exact numbers, I
give them approximately, but from the best.data I can get,
and I say that 34,000 of those people went from the
Province of Ontanio. Then I deduct from that number 17
per cent.-which was the ratio adopted at one tine for those
who remained in the North-West when the emigration was
much smaller than it is now-and that was supposed fairly
to represent the proportion of those who returned to
Ontario that had left that Province . I bolieve it is a fair
propod Lion now, and according to it we find that over
34,000 ofthe people who settled in Manitoba and the North-
West went from Ontario. I am repeating this for the bene-
fit of hon. gentlemen opposite. I desiro to stop the crying
aloud of those hon. gentlemen that we are losing people
from Ontario--for that has been the burden of some of the
speeches of my hon. friends opposite. Now I believe that,
instead of Ontario losing sho is acttually gaining. I have
excellent data for believing that over 50,000 immigrants
went into. the Province cof Ontario during the last
year, and as 34,000 left that Province, that would give a
surplus of over 15,000 as i epresenting Ontario's gain-during
the year. My method of proceeding to ascertain theso
numbers is to count every man that comes across
the border. But if the hon. gentleman asks me
to give him definite and positive figures, I say I
cannot do so. I consider all the circumstances, and draw
my conclusions from those circumstances. In regard to the
hon. gentleman's motion, everything there is bearing on
the question will be brought down by the time the Hcuse
resumes work after Recess.
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Mr. BLA.KE. I shall now be able to contrast the hon.,

gentleman's speech with his return when it comes down.,
The hon. gentleman ought to remember the old Frendh
proverb that qui s'excuse s'accuse. I did not accuse him of
making any misstatementseabout immigration. Idid notBay,
a word about the figures, as to whether they were right or-
wrong. I wanted to get the facts, the data, the materials,
upon which these statements were made. I did not combat
them. I am prepared to deal with them when they come
down-when I have ascertained what they are. But the
hon. gentleman was ready to be attacked; ho thought
these figures required defence, and he proceeded to lug in,
the N.P., and the number of men that came into Quebec,
&c. Sir, that is premature. When we get the facts and
get the hon. gentleman's data we will be able to deal with?
them. In the meantime, he has given us some idea of,
whatlhi motive is for forming a judgment, and what his&
principles of action are. le says that some time ago when
the emigration into Manitoba was very smail, it was easy,
to ascertain, and he did ascertain, that 17J per cent. of,
those who went in came out again, and he believes that is
the proper estimate to make to-day. le says -he is not,
certain, but he is satisfied, that the same proportion willt
hold, and be bas adopted the proportion of the early and
amall emigration as applicable to the much larger emigra-
tion of to-day. He may be wrong, but I want to see what'
the data are upon which the hon. gentleman makes out that
17J per cent. is the proper deduction for those who have
not permanently settled there. The hon. gentleman says
that 34,000 went in from Ontario, and ho estimates that
31,000 remained. Bu'he will find, I think, if he makes a
very small sum in arithmetic, that the deduction is about
9 per cent. instead of 17J. It would require about 38,000,
according to his own calculations, to remain, in order to
make 17J per cent.

Mr. POPE. There were 38,000 who went in.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. getleman said 34,000.
Mr. POPE. Then, I made a mistake in the figures.
Mr. CASEY. There is one item in regard to emigration

to Manitoba which, perhaps, did not exist when the hon.
gentleman established bis 17ý per cent. rate, but
which doos exist now, that is, the dissatisfaction
produced in the minds of people who have settled there,
especially during the past season, by the difficulties they
have met with in obtaining homestead entries, or in some
cases in obtaining any land at all upon which they could
settle. I know of many instances, in one district especially,
that south of the Pacifie Railway and beyond the westerni
boundary of Manitoba, where hundreds, I might say thon-
sands of settlers were disgusted at the manner in whichi
they were treated by the Government. They went there,
some early, others in the middle, and others rather late in,
the summer, but at no time could they obtain any certain
assurance as to whether it would be possible for them to
secure homesteads of land which had been surveyed and
advertised in the public press as being open for settlement.,
Three times in the course of last season those lands were1
shut up from settlement by orders received from here, andj
three times they were opened. Every time they werej
opened, there was a rush of settlers there, but by the time,
they arrivod and selected lands they were told that thei
lands were closed to settlement, and they could noti
obtain homesteads there. . Some of those parties stuck1
to their lands and utimately succeeded in getting theiri
en t ries. Among them was a gentleman I know personally,j
bighly connected in England, who had gone.out there with
his sons to take up land near Moose Mountain. Hle pased
through the processes of being told that he could obtain,
entries and that he could not, but ho stuck to the land he
had selected, and late in the fail he got his entry. But that,
gentleman, who was at first enthubiastie about the North-j

Mr. Pori.

West, has since written advising his friends to go to Dakota,
or some other Western State, instead of Manitoba where
such annoyance and uncertainty prevailed about getting
land. This is not an ordinary case. This gentleman is a
man of standing and influence in his own country, and
would probably have been the means of bringing hundreds
of settlers to the country. I met in my travels across the
prairie scores of other prospective settlers returning in
disgust from the finest districts in the whole territory,
stating that there was fine land there, and land
which suited them in every particular, but on arriving
at the ýplace they found it was either locked up or grantecd
to some of the large companies which have obtained im-
mense tracts of land outside of the railway belt. This stato
of things will tend greatly to increase the number of persons
leaving Manitoba. And while I am speaking on this point,
I wish to urge strongly upon the Governmont-not from any
spirit of fault-finding, but with an earnest desire to induco
them to make better arrangements for the future, and in
the honest belief that if the First Minister saw the disadvant-
-age of the present system he would change it-the necessity
of having something settled and fixed in the rules respecting
the taking up of land. When we publish to the world that
large tracts are open for settlement, we should see that
there are land offices in those neighborhoods, and as many
land offices as possible, so as to afford the greatest converi-
once to settlers, and they shouid be kept continuously open,
at least during the whole of the season during which the
publication is first made. If it is desired to close the offices,
that should be done duringthe winter, and ample notice given
to intending settlers; but it is a simple fraud that either
European immigrants, or people from the older Provinces of
Canada who go in to take up land, should be told, afte- they
have selected a location, that they cannot make an entry.
That has, however, been the practice for years in regard to
lands in the North-West. I am sure if the First Minister
knew how the policy is regarded there, and the anathemas
hurled at the land office by settlers who find it impossible to
obtain homesteads, ho would look into the matter more
closely and adopt a system which would have the advantage,
of dealing fairly with those whotn we are trying to induce
to settle in that country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not see that the
remarks made by the hon. gentleman are quite relevant to
the discussion going on at this moment; but the hon.
gentleman has got the North-West strongly impressed on
his mind, and brings it into everything. He resembles a
character described by Charles Dickens, who brought in
Charles I on every possible occasion. I dispute the
accuracy of his facts, and I say they are not facts. In all
surveyed portions open for settlement, homesteads can b
had. Theye is a large body of men in Manitoba and the
North-West who pose as settlers, who claim the rights of
settlers and who are the men who make the noise. They
are men who go there for the purpose of speculating, who
are not bona fide settlers-men who go out there, some of
them being Members of Parliament-and endeavor to
secure -lands claimed and owned by settlers, and who place
men as squatters on lots, on the understanding that they
are to be paid a certain commission, the speculator securing
the land. The whole effort of the Government has been
to prevent these land-sharks, whether Members of Parlia-
ment or not, from going into the North-West and trying to
keep out would-be settlers from Europe and the
older Provinces of Canada, and to protect them
from those combinations of men who are really
preventing the settlement .of the country. I say
so distinctly. With respect to bona fide settlers
who go into the North-West, a great many of them wander
all over that vast territory. They go on unsurveyed land
whore they cannot make an entry, bocause they can only
make an entry for land after it bas been surveyed. There
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have been certain reservations made; coal and mineralland
have been reserved; railway lands have been conveye
absolutely to the Canadian Pacifie Railway under th(
arrangement. Then there are railway lands for sale, anc
out of the profits from them the enormous expenditure t
which the country has been put to in building the Pacifi
Railway is to be returned to the Public Treasury. There ar
school lands, Hudson Bay Company's lands, reservations
made for Indians, reservations made of probable town sites
reservations made under the Act of Parliament, passed in th
first place by the hon, gentlemen opposite when in power,
and continued by the present Government, of mill sites and
property of extraordinary value, which are reserved for
the purpose of recouping the Treasury for the drain
made upon it to secure the settlement of the country.
Elvery effort lias been made to facilitate the settler
in finding his land. Of course, the system has been experi-
mental in the first instance. Since 1871, when we secured
possession of that country, the number of officials sent up
there has been by slow degrees increasing. The number
grew under hon. gentlemen opposite with the development
of the country; it is now growing still further owing to the
increasing development of the country. The hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Casey) has declared there should be more land
offices. The Government are endeavoring to open offices in
all districts where surveys have been made, and where the
country is open for settlement. We do not wish to have an
unnecessary army of agents or officers there; and it is the
interest of the Government-it is the desire of the Govern-
ment-to have as many and as efficient officers there as the
demands of immigration will require. It is trie, Mr.
Speaker, that the immigration has been very large-has
been ex.eedîngly large during this last year; and the immi-
grants have scattered all over that country. They have not
kept within the surveyed districts; but have, and it is their
right, roamed over the whole of that country-gone evory-
where. People going to look for places suitable for settle-
ment, and to make a home for themselves and for their
famihies, have a right to indulge their own fancies and their
own tastes; and a great many go off to sections of the country
which cannot possibly be surveyed in one year, or in two
years, or in three years. From the foot of tho Rocky
Mountains to Red River, immigrants are scattered all
over the land. There is no one district in which these immi-
grants are not found ; and it would be impossible, without
undergoing enormous expense, to provide the whole of the
machin ery, over every part of that vast section of this con-
tinent, by means of which entries could be given, or to
make surveys wherever immigrants may choose to go
according to their tastes, according to their caprices, accord-
ing to their fancies. The surveys which were finished last
season were very large --about 300 townships having been
surveyed, and more blocked out; and the Government
will ask Parliament - this Session for a larger amount
for the purpose of surveying more extensive sections
of the country. Instead of finding them, as has hitherto
been the case, a necessity along the line of the Pacifie
Railway, we will have surveys made in the various
districts over that part of the continent which seem from
the flow of immigration to be ready for immediate settle-
ment. The surveys are to be undertaken at Edmonton, at
Calgary, all over the Belly River section, and in the whole
Of the coal district; and the Government will be very glad,
and my Department will be very glad, to get surveys made
by as many competent surveyors as they can find for that
purpose. Every coinpetent surveyor, who will under-
take to go up there, can obtain. ready employment in this
regard from the Government. There is a difficulty-or
rather it is not a difficulty-but there is a complaint prof-
fered that patents do not issue so rapidly as they ought.
Well, it has been a slow process, as I have had occasion to
say before. Hitherto the issue of the patents has been a
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B slow process, owing te the sanctity which the British Con-
d stitution has always thrown around the application of the
e Great Seal to any document, be it big or be it little. The
d Bill, which I am happy to state is printed in French, at least,
o and which Ishall ask the House to consider when we meet after
c Recess, will provide very largely for the removal of that
e source of complaint ; but I will say this-that the delays
s in Canada in the issue of patents, have not at ail been equal

to the delays that have taken place in the United States.
e The law, as it now stands, provides that wherever the local
, agent gives a certificate of three years settlement and

the right to have a patent issued, the patent shall issue.
r Well, experience, I am sorry to say, shows that this is a

very unsafe principle of action. Certificates have been
. given improperly; certificates have been givon to spocu-
r lators improperly ; and certificates have been given to
- agents, who are the servants of speculators, improperly;

consequently the Government have been obliged, through
their officers, to cancel some of those grants for patents, on
the ground of fraud. This has operated hardly in some
instances, that is to say, innocent people have bought some
of these grants in good faith that the party selling had
acquired the right to their patents ; and complaints arising
from this cause have operated to a very consider-
able extent, as a charge against the land system ; but still,
Sir, it must be done. If thore has been fraud practised, and
a man has no right to a patent, he cannot sell
more than he las himseolf; and however important it may
be in the interest of the purchaser, still the rights of the Crown
must be protected and the law must be carried out. In the
Bill which is before the House, there is provided this one
additional protection: that when the local land agent has
given a certificate, that the homesteader has acquired the
right to the deed, and ail the evidence is forwarded, and
when they have received the revision, approval and sanc-
tion of the Land Commissioner, who is stationed at Winni-
peg, then the certificate given by the local land agent,with the
approbation of the Land Board of Winnipeg, shall have ail the
effect of a patent. That evil will, consequently, be very
much removed, if this Bill receives the sanction of this House.
Of course, Mr. Speaker, it is the interest as well as the duty
of the Government, to satisfy the noeds of the large rush of
immigrants and settlers who are going into that country;
and I believe that, on the whole, the settlers, the bona fide set.
tiers, who have gone into that country, are well satisfied with
the way in which they have been treated in entering it. I also
believe that very much of the increased immigration which is
that going into the North-West this year, will be caused by
the favorable accounts sent home to England, and sent home
to Europe, by settlers who have already gone there, and
that these favorable accounts will be the chief reason for
the increase in the immigration of the year 1883 over the
immigration of the year 1882.

Mr. CASEY. I merely wish to refer to a matter personal
to myself, The hon. gentleman disputes the accuracy of my
statement. I can merely say that it is based on the state-
ments of men who I have every roason to beliove are
bona ide settlers, and who have gone up there from Ontario
for the purpose of settling; on the statements of land
guides, and of land agents, who affirmed that the offices
were closed at certain times. This will be settled by the
answer to the return which my bon, friend from Norti
Norfolk moved for, asking for the Orders in Council with
regard to these matters; and i think it will be found, as 1
have stated, that land offices were closed three times during
the last season. Of course, I only mention these things,
not for the purpose of injuring the conntry-because I have
every reason to wish the country well-but to have those
grievances redressed if possible.

Motion agreed to; and (at 6:05 o'clock p.m.) the Houso
adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 28th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRArERs.

RAILWAYS AND CANALS BILL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER introduced Bill (No. 94) to
amend an Act respecting the offices of Receiver-General
and Minister of Public Works, as to the powerà of the
Minister of Railways and Canals.

Mr. BLAKE. Explain.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The object of this Bill is

simply to remove a defect in the existing law. It was in-
tended by that measure, as the House knows, to transfor to
the Minister of Railways and Canals atl duties pertaining
to the railways and canals, and that, wherever the term
" Minister of Public Works " appeared in any former Act,
it should read, after the passage of the Bill, "Minister of
Railways and Canals." But it was found when the question
came up, that the words "railways and canals under the
control of the Government" had been introduced, in fact,
limiting the powers of the Minister of Railways and Canals
to deal with matters of that kind, unless they were under the
control of the Government. The object of this Bill is to
remove that defect in the former Act, and provide that in
relation to everything touching railways and canals, where
the term "Minister of Publie Works " appears in former
Acts, it shall read "Minister of Railways and Canals."

Bill read the first time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills (from the Sonate) were introduced
and read the first time:-

Bill (No. 95) further to amend the Interpretation Act.-
(S'r John A. Macdonald.)

Bill (No. 96) respecting booms and other works con-
structed in navigable waters, whether under the authorily
of Provincial Acts or otherwise.-(Sir John A. Macdonald).

COMPILATION OF DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS,

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved the following resolution :-
That in the opinion of this House, it is desirable, as near the close of

each financial year as possible, to publieh a digest of aIl the Depart-
mental reports containing such information in regard to the financial
condition of the country, its commerce, shipping, imports, exports and
population, and such other statistics as may, un the judgment of the
hon. Minister of Agriculture and Statistics, be in the public interest.

He said : We publish annually, at very considerable ex
pense, a great number of Departmental reports, some of
which are admirably prepared, and all of which contain a
variety of information exceedingly useful. These Depart-
mental reports and the other printing connected with Par-
liament, cost us, last year, some S135,000. This is a very large
sum to spend on printing in connection with this -House, when
we consider the extent to which the information contained in
these reports is distributed among the publie. Take, for
instance, our Trade and Navigation Returns,which contain a
mass of very valuable information-they alone cost, last
year, the sum of $5,360, each copy costing about $2.50.
'lhe difficulties in distributing that information to any great
extent are considerable, and the number is so limited that
it is quite certain that but a amall portion of the commun-
ity are placed in possession of these returns, and conse-
quently but a small portion of the people have access to
the information which they contain. In the same way

Mr. CAsEy.

Public Accounts and other Departmental reports are so
limited in number-(although they cost a very large amount
of money-that the information which they contain is
very indifferently distributed. The idea which I have
in the resolution placed before the Chair is, to have
a digest of these reports propared from year t>
year as nearly after the cb se of the financial year
as possible. If this were done and the digested information
distributed to members of the House, and to the publie
generally, the main facts which these reports contain would
be in possession of members, perhaps before the fouse met,
and could be published at such a small cost as would enable
us to distribut e them much more freely than is done at
present. Besides, the difficulty ofgetting at the information
contained in thoee reports is very groat. Although the
arrangement could not very well be improved on, I do not
know that I could offer any suggestion on that point, yet it
requires considerable experience in the study of those
reports to enable, even membors of this House, to reach
the information which they contain. A condenssd report
of the information in these reports would give the main
facts in connection with the publie affairs of this country
in a much more convenient ani nueful shape to the public.
Besides, these reports are of no uie whatever, or
scarce.y any, for purpose of comparison. When we
want to ascertain the progress of the commerce
of this country we have to fortfy ourselves with
all the Trade and Navigation Returns from Confedera-
tion. Truc, there are some comparative statements
in the returns every year. But they are incomplete.
Generally it is a comparison of two years-this year and last
year. In some instanc3s they date back to Confederation,but
in very important particulars these are very defective; and
we require, in order to ascertain the progress of the com-
merce of this country for the last thirteen or fourteen years,
to look through al[ the returns for that period. This is in-
convenient, not only to members of this House, but to
others who might wish to inform themselves on this subject.
In the same way, if we wish te find the cost of our rail-
ways year by year, or the progress of our post office system,
or other matters in connection with the affairs of this coun-
try-the militia, or immigration- we have te takedown the
returns of the respective Departments and look through each
year by year; and in this respect, perbaps, the most
faulty of all our Departmental reports-if I may call
it a report-is the Census Roturn. In each return
we have, of course, the Census of the decade which it
is supposed to cover, but there are no comparative state-
monts te enable us te arrive readily at the increase of our
population, or the resourcos of the country. I think thisis
a great inconvenience and loss, not only to members of this
House, but to journalists and others. The advantagos of
the system which I propose are briefly these: In the first
place, we would be enabled, if such a system as I have indi-
cated were undertaken, te publish most valuable statistics
at less expense. A small edition of some of these expensive
returns might be issued, and a large edition of the digest
could also be published, and in that way it could be
more generally distributed among the people. In the next
place, this digest to which I call you attention, would give
more information than the Departmental reports. It would
be less in detail and more gencral. If a journalist,
for instance, wishes te make a comparative state.
ment showing tho progress of the country, its com.
merce, shipping, expenditure of population, ho bas
to refer te bis library, and, at very great difficulty, get the
information which is sought. A compendium, such as I refer
t, would place this informafon readily at his disposal, and,
I venture te say, if it were more easily got at much more
valuable information of this kind would be distri-
buted among the community. We find here, in éon-
nection with the labors of the Session, a vcry groat
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difficulty often in making those comparative state-
mente which are required for purposes of debate.
Nothing would be so valuable to members as a well prepared
and carefully compiled statement; which is now only
obtained by the members of this House after a laborious
search through volume after volume of the Trade and Navi.
gation Returns. These returns could be prepared in the
shape indicated, and then a conclusion would be more
easily arrived at, and much more valuable information
would be given. If we want to send abroad, to other
countries, a comparative statement of Canadian trade, and
of our commerco and shipping since Confederation, we find
that we have no valuable documents, no digest, which we
eau mail to any person in England who wishes to secure
such information for immigration or other purposes; and
to obtain a statement of this character, we must search
through a long series of Sessional Papers; and a small
compendium, such as I have indicated, if put in
possession of those connected with the political affairs of
the country, would be exceedingly valuable. Now, why do
I urge this matter upon the attention of the flouse ? I
urged it last year; and I have repeatedly donc so, for the
reasons which I have already given, and for another
reason. We find that our constituency of readers for such
a report as this, is too small to enable us to hope that the
deficiency will be filled by private enterprise, as is the case
where such information is published in connection with the
Library at Washington, and where the constituency of read-
ers is very large, so that a book like that pays the enterprise
of a private publisher. In England, also, the Statesmen's
Year Book is issued by private enterprise; but, in Canada,
we have no such a constituency of readers, and I doubt
very much whether private enterprise would go to the
labor and expense connected with the proparation of such a
work as this. I hope,though I donot sec the hon,.Minister of
Agriculture in his piace, that the other hon. members of
the Government preseit will sec the importance of pre-
paring such a compendium as that to which I have called
attention, because the labor it would occasion cannot be
very great-an intelligent clerk, connected witli the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, could do the work very readily-and
it would not entail much expense; and the expense of pre-
paring this work, would, moreover, be more than met by
the saving made in connection with the publication of the
Departmental reports; and while it would be valuable to the
louse, and the country genorally, it would in itself com-
pensate largely for the cost of the undertaking. 1
hope, Sir, that the Government will entertain my proposition
favorably; and that next year, when we meet again, we will
have a compendium prepared in such a way as I have gen-
erally indicated, giving us all this information ready for the
use of members and for distribution among the public. We
receive frequently here, letters from constituents, asking
for Departmental reports and Blue-books, and, as I have
said before, the number is so limited that the demand can-
not be met; but a large edition such as called for, and pre-
pared in the way indicated, could be prepared, and it would
enable us to place in the bands of our constituents this0
valuable information; and it would be valuable, not only to'
them, but it would also educate the country regarding thet
resources and progress of Canada. I hope that the Ilouset
will entertain favorably the resolution which I propose. 9

Mr. BOWEL L. Mr. Speaker, I have no aoubt that a 6
Compendium-as my hon. friend terms that information-î
compiled from the different Departmental reports, would1
be of* great service, particularly to members of the House
during the sitting of Parliament; but I question very much
whether the expense to which he las referred would be asr
limited as the hon. gentleman thinks it would be. I am
quite satisfied that to prepare the statement asked for in his
motion, so far as the Customs Department is concerned,
would entail the necessity of a duplicate staff. You will t

readily understand that to compile the statement requested it
would be necessary to have full returns from each port in
the different Provinces of the Dominion, and from those
returns that compilation would have to be made. Now,
when 1 tell you that to compile the Trade and Navigation
Returns for publication the general work of the office has
to be allowed to remain in abeyance nearly three months,
and thon brought up afterwards, the House will understand
what would be required, if we were, at the end of
every year, to commence again and go through the different
reporte of each Department in order to compile the state-
ment required in this motion. Having discussed this mat.
ter with the Commissioner, and with those who arc more
particularly acquainted with the work that would be im-
posed on the Department, I have the very best authority
for saying that it would require nearly double the staff we
have at present; and so far as the comparative statement to
which my hon. friend bas referred is concerned, I think that
the Trade and Navigation Returns provide them for
the flouse and for the country, and, as a rule, they are pub-
lished in newspapers.for the information of the world. You
will find the trade importe and exports compiled in them
for the last ten years, each upon a separate sheet, so that
you can refer to them at any particular moment. It is true
there is no compilation which would enable my hon. frien'
to make the comparison of the imports of any particular
article upon which to enable him to base an argument either
for or against any proposition he might bring before the
House.

Mr. ROSS. Tie importe for consumption only date back
to 1876.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. ROSS. And it is the samo with the exports.
Mr. BOWELL. You will find that next year the I76

line will be dropped, and the current year added; and in
this way a year is dropped every year. There would be
very little difficulty, I admit, in adding year after year, or
allowing, rather, that particular lino to romain in the genera I
statement, if that would be of any particular advantage.

Mr. ROSS. I hope the hon. Minister will excuse me, but I
thought that would be the case. I took up the report the
other day to got information in the usual way, but I found
thatit is not the case, although the report of the hon. Min.
ister of Customs covers a greater number of years than any
previous report. But the lino is dropped as the hon. Ministr
says.

Mr. BOWELL. I admit that the statement is not carried
back to give the totals from Confederation excopt in some
cases.

Mr. ROSS. Yes.
Mr. BOWELL. But the total imports and exports arc

given.
Mr. ROSS. Yes.
Mr. BOWELL. And the expense attending the collection

of revenue per head for each of the Provinces, and a
variety of other totals, such as the total value of imports,
the total sunm of collections, all running back in this par.
ticular-and ail the duties collected, for instance-this only
ges back to 1876; but the practice bas been for each year
since Confederation-as my hon. friend will learn by look.
ing at the returns-that one year is dropped; and the year
1876 will be dropped in the next annual returns.

Mr. ROSS. That ie not the practice.
Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. gentleman looks at the

report he will find that it is.
Mr. ROSS. I did so.
Mr. BOWELL. The report comes down only to 1876 in

this respect. My own impression is that for general sta-
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tistics this volume might be materially reduced in size. If
the louse and country would be satisfied with a general
statement of the business of the country so far as it affects
the whole Dominion, in the same manner as they publish
them in the United States, it would relieve the Depart-
ment of a very great deal of trouble and save a great deal
of expense, to which my hon. friend bas referred, in the
publication of these reports; but it has been the practice in
the past to publish, and I presume that the representa-
tives of each Province are anxious to know what the
amount of trade carried on with foreign countries,
by each particular Province, is. As we are now a
Dominion, it seems to me that it would be just as well
to eliminate from the Trade Returns all statistics which may
be considered of a Provincial, rather than of a Dominion
character; and if that were done it would reduce the
oxpenditure, not only in the Departments, but in the matter
of printing. I do not think it would be possible to meet
the views of hon. members in regard to the number of
the different Departmental reports that would be required.
You will remember that for a number of years double the
present number of these reports were furnished to each
member. The Printing Committee and those charged with
the distribution of Parliamentary and Departmental papers,
came to the conclusion that it would be just as well to fur-
nish each member with only two copies of the Depart-
mental reports, instead of four or six; and after some discus-
sion, the report in which that recommendation was made,
was accepted and adopted by the House. We aIl know that
thore are constant applieations for Departmental reports by
those who take an interest in the trade of the country, and in
addition to them, by members who are desirous offurnishing
their constituents with these reports. That, however, entail-
cd a very great expense, and after mature deliboration on the
part of the Committee, cs well as by theHouse of Commons,
it was decided that, as it would be impossible for the Gov-'
erniment or the House to furnish a sufficient quantity to
satisfy the demands of each constituency, the number
printed for distribution should be reduced, and that each
member should receive only the limited number that he
receives at present. I think the hon. gentleman will, on
reflection, see the propriety of withdrawing the noton hc
has made, unless the louse is prepared-speaking for my
own Department-to increase the expenditure of the Civil
Service from 25 to 50 per cent. Unless that is done the
House should, in my opinion, reject the proposition which
is now before it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The question before the louse
is an important one if the objects in view can only be
accomplished at a reasonable expense. We had some com-
.munication with a gentleman who was here in Ottawa about
a year ago, and who is head of the Statistical Department
of England, as to the system in force there for the collec-
tion and compilation of statistics. This matter has been
engaging the attention of the Government since that time,
with a view of considering a possibility of establishing a
Statistical Bureau which would furnish periodical-say
monthly or quarterly-statements in reference to the trade
of the country and other matters, such as those which are
published in the United States and England. Some enqui-
ries were made as to the cost which would be involved in
carrying on such a bureau, and it was found that it
would be somewhat expensive; but the Government
have not abandoned the idea of endeavoring to intro-
duce that system. In my judgment the proposition
of the hon. gentleman is not a practical one, while the other
would be practical, and would perhaps accomplish the ob-
jects which he has in view more effectually than his own
proposition. is proposition is, that after the reports of the
Departments are prepared, a digest of them should be com-
piled by the Department of Agriculture. It is well known
to hon. gentlemen who bave been in the Government that,

Mr. BOWELL.

thougl the fiscal year closes on the 30th of June, it is very
seldom that we are able to have the reports ready to submit
to Parliament before the first or the middle of January, and
sometimes the first of February, The preparation of such
a digest as the hon. gentleman suggests would require so
much time, I fear, that we could scarcely have it ready
before the rising of the House. I know it would be a relief
to me, as a member of this louse, if I could have a few
hundreds of these documents to send to my constituents;
and though lion. gentlemen may have the same
feeling, I doubt if they feel it so strongly as those
coming from the Maritime Provinces, because in
those Provinces we used to have the Debates of the
Legislature published, and it was a very pleasant thing for
each member to get 500 copies of these reports to distribute
among his constituents. To-day, I have applications from
constituents to have copies of the Hansard sent to them;
they would like to receive them but they would cost too
much money. The ion. gentleman will see that the pre-
paration of this digest after the reports are completed would
cause a good deal of delay. At present, members of the
press, who are an intelligent body of men, get hold of these
reports as soon as they are brought down, and it is wonder-
ful what a complote digest they make of them in one night
and tolegraph to their papers for publication in the morn-
ing. It is marvellous to find, the next morning after these
reports are laid before the House, how much of their con-
tents are given to the Dominion through the varions news-
papers. We hope that the object of the hon. gentleman's
motion will be attained less expensively by the
establishment of a bureau, such as I have mentionod,
which should publish monthly, or quarterly, as may
be most desirable, the information it may collect.
With reference to the financial condition of the country, I
know, from experience, that the returns are not in from
Manitoba and British Columbia, by which we can form an
accurate opinion, or give a correct statement of the receipts
and expenditures for the year, and such a statement is often
asked for at the close of the fiscal year. As a matter of
fact, we cannot obtain before the month of September those
returns which enable us to prepare a statement for the
press, showing what the gross receipts and the gross ex-
penditures have been for the year, and what the surplus
is likely to be; and even then it is subject to correction
before the Public Accounts are settled. The reports of a
Bureau of Statistics would be in the hands of members before
Parliament meets; they would give them some idea of the
trade and commerce of the country; and, as I think such a
system would be more satisfactory, and would be far lesi
expensive than the one proposed by the hon. gentleman, I
hope he will withdraw his motion on the assurance that the
Government is considering the matter, and that probably by
next Session we may have a system matured, and be able
to come to Parliament with the means needed to establish
and carry on such a bureau.

Mr. CHA RLTON. I am sure that hon. members on this
side of the House who are interested in the collection and
publication of statistics will have heard with a great degree
of pleasure the statement made by the hou. Finance Minister
with regard to the intention of the Government. I cer-
tainly hope the hon. gentleman will bear the matter in
mind and will, as speedily as possible, establish a Bureau of
Statisties. No doubt it can beestablished at a moderate
expense, and the proposition foreshadowing to us the
publication of quarterly reports will meet the wants of
those who desire to ascertain at the earliest possible
moment the condition of trade and other matters connected
with the public affairs of the country. I hope those quar-
terly reports can be prepared as the hon. gentleman sug.
gests, so as to be laid before the public with tolerable
punctuality. That is the method adopted in the United
States. A Bureau of S'atistics was established there
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some time ago; a gentleman specially adapted to the
business was installed as chief, and the bureau
issue quarterly reports, which give a compendium
of the statistics of the country. With the example of the
United States and England, we can readily adopt a system
here adapted to our peculiar wants, and which shall put an
end to the difficulties which now exist with regard to ob-
taining information which we all dosire to obtain, but for
which we have to wait so long, that often it is valueless
when we do obtain it. I am very happy to hear that the hon.
Minister has taken this matter into consideration. I hope
he will not lose sight of it, and I am sure this House will
not grudge any expense that may be necessary to establish
so useful an institution.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). After receiving assurances from
the Government that this matter is receiving their atten-
tion, and indulging the hope that some action will be taken
at an early day, I have no objection to withdraw the reso-
lution. I am not at all alarmed at the expense that would
be incurred in carrying out the proposition. I think the hon.
Minister of Customs rather tried te frighten us by referring
to the additional expense that the preparation of this digot
would entail upon bis Department. If, as the hon. Finance
Minister says, the members of the press can make a very fair
digest of these reports in one night, I do not think it wouild be
necessary for him to duplicate bis staff for the whole year.
The lon. Minister of Customs must have a very poor st aff if
they stand so poor a comparison with the members of the
press; he, as an old pressman, knows what the press can do.
We want something more than the--e quarterly returns. We
want returns that will indicate the financial condition of
the country, and the digest should cover the Department of
Customs, the Department of Agriculture, the Census, the
Post Office Department, the 3Militia, and, in fact, all the
Departments of the Governmont. The main expense will
be, I believe, in the preparation of the report in the first
year, for it would only be necessary to sorrcct it for each
subsequent year. I hope wo shall have all these statistics
at an early day; and, under these circumstances, I withdraw
the resolution.

Iesolution withdrawn.

THE SUPERANNUATION FUÑD.

Mr. BLAKE. I observe that a measure bas been intro.
duced into the Senate to consolidate and amend the laws
relating te superannuation, and I think it is proper that we
should be furnished with some information as to the general
results of the superannuation system, in greater detail than
it is given to us in the Publie Accounts. When the system
was first proposed by bon. gentlemen opposite, they pro-
posed a scale of payment, which was afterwards reducod by
nearly one-half, upon the theory that it was larger than
would be required to carry out the system. Its practical
working bas been such, however, that there is now a loss of
something like $100,000 a year. I think the receipts are
$26,000 a year, and the payments about $146,000. The
number of cases in which a discretionary power is conferred
upon the Administration is very great, and the number of
persons who have been superannuated, and the expendituret
to which the country is committed in connection therewith,
are very large. It is important to know what proportiont
cf persons actually benefit by the system. Of course.t
the superannuation system is an insurance system,
and amongst the risks which those who arc
subjected to it assume, is the risk of their dying in the ser- a
vice, and thus paying without receiving any benefit. Thec
Statements which I propose to ask the House to order for 1
each year, are: (1) The number of persons on the list fora
the year as entitled to the benefit of the Act; (2) The s
number superannuated during the year under the Act; (3)u
The number retired during the year on a gratuity under the s

Act; (4) The total amount paid into the fund from the
beginning by those who wero during tho year super-
annuated or retired on a gratuity; (5) The number of per-
sons on the list for the year who died in the service; (6)
The total amount paid into the fund from the beginning
by those who during the year died in the service. My
motion refers to two classes-those who have availed of the
Act, and those who have not; and it proposes to ascertain
what the contributions relatively, of theso two classes, are.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There can bo no objection
whatever to furnishing the information asked for. 1 recol-
lect perfectly well the discussion that took place when the
proposition was made for a reduction of the percentage.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman did not give sufficient considera-
tion to the fact that the superannuation of officers was some-
thing like the operation of a life insurance company. During
the first years of its existence, the payments are small con-
pared with the amount after the company has been in
operation a long time. During the first years of the opera-
tion of superannuation, the amount paid in by the employés
exceeded that paid out. Many hon. members were there-
fore very favorable to a reduction of the percentage, and by
almost unanimous consent it was reduced. However, it has
turned out, that instead of the percentage meeting the pay-
ments, thero is a largo deficit every year, the details of
which will be given in the roturn asked for.

Mr. BLAKE suggested that the followingwords be added
to the motion--" distinguishing between thoso whose
superannuations wero occasionod by reason of abolition of
office.

Motion, as amended, agrecd to.

LAILWAY SUESIDIES.

Mr. VANASSE noved for a statement showing:-
Ist. The narnes ofI ltiailway Companies that have made application

to the Goveranent or Parlianint o 7Caada for subsidies or grants in
money, in land or otherwise, frorn 1874 up to this date ;

2nd. The names of ail Railway Companiestowhich bave been granted
and paid subsidies or grants in money, land or otherwise, by ue Do-
minion Government, from 1874 to this date;

3rd. The sums paid to each of the said Railway companies fr.m 1574
to this date ;

4th. The length of the said Railways;
5th. The name of the Province or Provinces travered by the said

Railways
6th. The original amount of the mortgage hell ly the Dominion of

Canada on the properties of the Northern Railway Company of Canadn;
7th. Copy of the Order in Council e1fecting the discharge of the eaic

mortgage in favor of the said Company, the date of the said discharre.
and the arnount of interest accrued on the said murtgage at the date~utf
discharge ;

8th. The amounts paid by the Government of Canada from 1874 to ihis
date, for the extension of tue Intercolonial Railway in the city of Hial-

Mr., BLAKE suggested that 1867 be ubstituted for
1874."

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the followirg Returns were overally agreed
to

Copies of ail correspondence not yet laid before it, bo-
tween the Governments of Canada and British Columbia on
the subject of the construction of the Equimalt and
Nanaimo Railway.-(Mr. Gordon.)

Copies of correspondence between the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries or his Deputy and any person or persons con-
cerned in the employment of the Government steamer
Newfield in aiding the wrecked steamship Moravian ;
also, a statement of the number of days during which the
said Rewfield was employed ; the remuneration agreed
upon, and the amount received by Ibe Government for said
services.-(Mr. Forbc.)
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Copies f aill correspondence, petitions and reports in the

possession of the Government relating to mail service
between Barkerville and Forks of Quesnelle, in the Province
of Briti4i Columbia, since the year 1878.-(Mr. Reid.)

THIRD READING.

The following Bill was read the third time, and passcd:-
Bill (No. 7) to amend the Criminal Law, and to extend

the provisions of the Act respecting offences against the
person.- (Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

PREVENTION OF FRAUD IN RELLATION TO
PUBLIC CONTRACTS.

Mr. CASGR AIN moved the third reading of B.Il (No. 5)
fort the better prevention of fraud in relation to contracts in-
volving expenditure of public moneys.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved, in amendmont, that the
Bill be recommitted to a Committee of the Whole H1ouse,
with instructions to insert the following clause:-

Clause 4. Whosoever, for the purpose of assisting in any election to
the Parliament of Canads, while performing any such contract or
awaiting payment in respect of any such contract, subscribes, furnishes,
gives, or promises to give or furnish any sum of money or consideration
whatsoever, either directly or indirectly by himself or by the agency of
another person on his behalf, to any person whomsoever, is guilty of a
misiemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be liable, at the dis-
cretion of the court, to a penalty of not less than one thousand dôllars,
together with imprisonment for a term of not less than one month and
not more than twelve nionths; and in detault of payment of the
penalty so incurred, the offender shall be imprisoned fir a further term
of twelve months, unlesa such penalty be sooner paid.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The amondment which if is proposed to
add to the Bill formed part of the Bill as it came fir.t from the
Committee to which it was referred in the first instance. It is
true that ait the next Session, in the second instance, the Com-
mittee to which it was referred thought proper to expunge
that clause; but I apprehend that whatever deference we
owe to a report of a Committee, this clause of theBill is a very
essential part of it-in fact, I think it is the most essential
part of it. It is well known according to all past experi-
once in political life, that contractors have been the greatest
providers of electioneering fandg, and no one supposes that
their political sympathies is so strong that they wiill give
their money without expecting to get a full return for it.
That is human nature. That has been our experience in
the past, and I think it is a thing against which we
o'ight to provide in the future. I need not-and I
have abstained from it ail along, in discussing this
matter-refer to any particular fact which calls for
the eaactment of such a clause. I think it is in the in-
terest of the public that when very large sums of money
are subscribed in order to change the sense of the electorate,
the most stringent law possible should be passed in order to
prevent such subscriptions being made by contractors. It is
true thore might be great difficulty in finding out the cul-
prits ; but at the same time they would be warned in ad-
vance; they would know that the law exists, and that if
they were detected not only would thoy suffer the penalty
of a fine, but they would suffer the further punishment of
imprisonment, the fear of which will doter any man from
committing the offence who bas any respect for his reputa-
tion. Now, I need not tell you that this evil does not exist
in Canada alone; it exists to an immense extent on the other
side of the line, so much so that Congress has been obliged
to pass an Act containing a provision precieely similar to
the one now proposed. The Act was passed in the last
proceding Session of Congress, and I have here the clause
to which I refer which was kindly sent me by Senator
Pendleton, the author of the Bill, and I will now read it :

"Section 4.-That any person having acontractwith the United States
or any office thereof, or who shall have had such a contract within three
months thereafter, who shall pay or contribute, either directly or indi-
rectly, any money, property or other valuable thmng for any political
parpose shall be deemed tu have forfeited al rights, and the same shall

Mr BLAKE.

thereby be rendered null and void ; and all officers of the Government
are hereby prohibited from executing any contract with any person so
offending; and that any person having any preceding laim against the
United States, or any Departmental officer of the Government thereof,
who shall pay or contribute any money, property or other valuable
thing for a political purpose, shall thereby forfeit said claim and all
rights to recover or receive anything on the sam."

Now, Sir, the penalty for breach of the law is imprisonment-
that is the difference I make ; and it is in order to deter per-
sons from committing an act which theyknow to be immoral
and wrong, an act which is wrong in itself on account of its
tendency, the harm it produces among the electorate, and
wrong also before God, as'to the man who gives the money
and the man who receives it. Now, why should we not
enact that law? We have bad the eoxperience of the past ;
why should we not to-day stop it ? Is there any man in
this House that is not ready to admit that the large sums
of money given by contractors are intended for a bad pur-
pose ? When I introduced this Bill at first it was pooh-
poohed, and the organ of bon. gentlemen on the other
side, the Mail, said it was an insult to the louse. Now, it
was never my intention to do or say anything which would
bo insulting to the House, or any of its members ; but I feel
that I am discharging a duty which I owe to
myself as a member of Parliament, and to the country.
I have, myself, seen money pasing from the hands of
contiactors to swell e'ection funds, Fo I do not speak 'of
something with which 1 am not acquainted. I speak of
facts which I have witnessed; and I dare say there are few
members of this House who have not seen the same thing,
and many of themn have, no doubt, derived advantage from
it. For my part I have not, and I do not consider it an
advantage to receive such assistance. Thank God I have
never had a cent from ary election fund mince I have had a
seat in Parliament, nor do I want any in the future. When
I first brought this measure before the House, the .Mail
published a paragraph on the 4th of March, 1882, which
will sbow in what spirit the Bill-% vas reccived by
my hon. friends on ithe opposire side, because, I suppose
their organ was saying what was the feeling of their party :

" The defeat of Mr. Casgrain's Bill concerning contracts was a very
just end for it. It was, in fact, one of three introduced last Session by
lessrs. Blake, Cartwright and Casgrain, not for the purpose of protect-

ing the publie interest or improving the law, but for the almost openly
avawed purpose of insulting the majority of the House. In fact the
three Bills were Parliaientary impertinences, and two or three having
been swept out of the IIouse, the third was rightly swept after them."

Now, I do not think the two Committees of this House
to whom this Bill was referred were at all insulted by it;
on the contrary, they approved of it. The first Cominittee
passed this Bill as I proposed it, with merely some trivial
change, and the second did not condomin it. I have received
some anonymous letters-I suppose from contractors-say-
ing I was a stupid jackass for bringing in such a Bill as that.
I do not care what they may say; I am here to
discharge a public duty, and I shall not shirk it
even though I stand with only a seconder, because I believe
it is right. It may not pass this Session, or next year, but
as sure as I stand here it will bo the law of the land bofore
long. It will become a necessity, and the country will de-
mand it. Either that clause is good, or it is not. An objec-
tion bas been raised that it is depriving contractors of the
right to use their money as othera do and interferes with
the liberty of the subject. Mr. Speaker, that I do
not point at. These contractors, by law, cannot become
Members of Parliament. They are debarred from entering
this House while they are public contractors, and if they
are so debarred-properly, they ought also to be prevented
from making Me1umbers of Parhiament by means of the
money 'which they draw from the Public Treasury, and
which would be employed to corrupt the olectorate of this
Dominion. That is the only objection to the Bill-tbe
liberty of the subject to subscribe to an election fund. I
have neither seen or heard any other objection, and I do not
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think that this one will have much weight with the public. scribing to assist lis party, as we ail have done in order te
I believe, on the eontrary, that they desire to have such a assist our party and support our principles-ss we have a
measure as this enacted, and I hope that it will receive the right to do, if the money is net applied to or used in
sanction of a majority of this House. an improper, illegitimate or itiegal purpse-he not only

An hon. MEMBEIR. What are the ccunties that have will be punished but ho is b bo marked-cave canem -as a
been corrupted ? Name them. wild beast, being guilty of a xisdoreanor, and Iable to a

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). Iow many do you wishme~~~~~~~~~ gonmWe o llhveeetr h it~ b te, gael, to ho imprisened for a terma net less than one
memonth, and not more than ttelvo months. If ho subsoribns,
be corrupted by contractors, yon will have members of Par- ho baing a contractor, or if hoebas performed a contract, and
liament who will do well their duty, as they do it to-day; the Governmont refuses te pay him money, and if it actually
you will have representatives whose election will not be due
to corruption and to money, in most cases, taken from the moprlefusestay hîm oney, if ho thrkypoper
publie chest. I lave this Bill in the bands of the lHouse, principles at au election, why ho is liab!e under this clause;
and I hope that it will meet with their approval. and, Mr. Speaker, under this clause, il a man subscribes,

Mr. VALIN (Translation). I would like the hon. member altheughhohas donc hiswork,aul hois refusedhispay,
to give us a French translation of his speech. Ho has only the Government keeping hlm eut of it because ho i
given some words of it in French, from which I judge ho is pelitically eppesed te them-and if this man tries te
afraid that contractors, with the Government, will subscribe upset that unjust Government and subseribes te put
money to make oppasition to him in the county of l'Islet. that Government eut-if ho gives a farthing in any way
Nevertheless, I do not believe there is any necessity for teoeust that Government-that iniquitous Goverumont-ho
that. I do not believe that the hon. member is too popular inlhable te go te gaol, a3 having cermittel a groat crime,
his county, and I am of opinion that a man, who would for a year; because it is ne matter te which sido ho sub-
enter the contest against him, even without the aid of these scribes, whether ho supports or is against the Government,
contractors, could make a very serions opposition to theho is equally hable te go te gaol and te a heavy penalty.
hon. gentleman. I would like to know if the hon. gentle- This is the case ifIle promises te give or furnish any aura
man will tell us in French what he bas sni 1 in English, of money or auy consideratien whemsoover,"-who (con-

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). As my learned fticnd sideration whomsoever" is 1 do net knw; I amnet
understands English as well as French, and as ho has per- acquainiod with the gentleman.
fectly understood me, ho will excuse me fro rnmaking the Mr. CASGRAIN. The word should bo I whatsoever."
translatioin. Sir JOiiNt A. MACDONALD. I do net knoew tho

Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. Iu view af the decision sf gentleman, buty if ho promises to give any consideration
the amendmneuts made by the Conmmîtte te this Bill. thIl"wbemsoever," this is se, what dees the hm. gentleman
hon, gentleman must feel very strongly on this point tepr- mian by ihtconsideration"
sist in it. Onecan quiteundcrstand whyhofessestaongly Mr. CASGrA.IN. The hor, gentleman will se nit isl
on this peint, becausw ho evidently shows that ho is behind typographical errer, whatsoever aandcIwhomsoev"a ar
twe scenesd foin ho says, ho bimself bas seeitmoneyy an netransposed.

Mr. CASGIRAIN.Inthe County of L'slet in 18p2. Sir JOfN A. MA DONAiD. Oh, I s . The hm.
Sir JOHIN A. MACDONALD. And ho mnust bc in the gentleman wil tind itisdeied orin the cases that if a cone

confidence of tle contrattors. tracter bas performed a contract, and if ail that romains te
Mir. CASGRAIN. They were against me. h donc is teget bis puy, and thro is a dispute batwon the

Sir JOIN A. MACDONALID. CentractorsarcGroveryment and himself-why t e cases ail go te show

astute mon, and they know when and wvhore, and wt hahohofiaae t; ba t y ts Blandeco unetton
whem and how they dca. My hon. friandthinkstohsusrie ton ases tti ho a ontspaer t carrunote hsoa

ho humsel says se-lt was donc lnbiswn presence;for assist at an election, or carry on bis oweluetion. Baut h

ho, boing behind the senos, saw the contractors ftherlias now a rinhtdt e ffer as a Member of Parliamnt, and go

mney. %WelI, my hon. friend's experience is otherwiseo any expenditure ho choses for legal purpeses, by way of
publie pamphlets or otherwis, enplying paid agents, &c.;

lha mie.1 hvenovr ýcnconrator handove mnoy btfhGovers nmn ut-ifhe vear hin in anyoswayn

bt I think Mr. Speaker, that the . gentlman must b hav a at i ,ga c c uh frwile ho is suffering an injustice in nt getting bis payunder
logcal A ontactr mst ithr b traie lie oher ofthis Billho hoses his rights. Ahi the cases go te show that

er Majsty's subjects who havevotes,orhmstbsv-e o ria nt t er
od fVotai tam.us1fbaconate rias a otan is ahe iho caunot provide any money whatever for the purpose of

tovotehhiassistingh t any ehection-mven t is own eletion-he
cannotadvanc afarthig. The hon. gcntleman wiIl seethat

Mr. CASGIIAIN. They canet ho mbemrý. the ros.At is a confuion between right and wrong, and that
Sir JOIHN A. MACDONALID. Well, as te tho votes, h interferes wh the ibertyofthe subject. f aman as tho

this mnustdms; ifmluhad a right te vote, ho lias as m ch a right t vote ho eughtte have the righttode as other voters
rig ent te express fis opinions as bas the hio. gentleman, or do. If a man cannot ven while sufféring under a wreng,
any othei' elector, and hae las a rigbt te aid in electiens as subscribe a farthing te assist te put down a wyrong, or re-
much as ias any other person. t sems t e me te bo quite move a crrupt or incapable overumont, ho is guily of an
a confusion of rig t and wrong, t say that a man, because offence under this Bihn, and ts is made a misdemeanor, tee;
ho happons te undertake te perfehas a werk for the pubc, it is made a crime; it is made a soinsus crime, and must ho
of whiCh ho is ne, should o deprived of lis rig2 as an punished, net as in the case of the committal of other
eector, wliich every other persen ba t brougout the misdemeànors, by fine or inprsonment, but by fine and
country who is an elector; bat if ho acts, just as the imprise.ment, ho must go t gaol. If ho give3 fivo
bon. gentleman bas a right te act, or any other shillings, or if ho subscibes against a Govenment
elector, and in any way wbate er arsists bis pelitical party candidate, ho can ho sent te gaol. It seems t me that tith
in a legal way, in a l .gtimate ay, in an honest way-as is hon. gentleman in bis evident praisoworthy anxiety tenkclear
allewed by the hon tgentleman him ecof, and whic the ho. the political atmosphere, las gene much further than any
entleman bas, nevdoubt, exercised acain and again-by eu-iman of common Ense, who 18 net actuatod by the2e higi
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mitives which move the hon. gentleman, would care to go.
I think that the hon. gentleman has mde very considerable
progress in carrying ont his views, which ho has pressed
with very praiseworthy ability and perseverance, in getting
his Bill so-far advanced, as to have came from the Special
Committee ; and the hon. gentleman, it seems to me, is
casting only a very strong suspicion on, and weakens the
chance of obtaining the third reading of his Bill by pressing
this resolution.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Sp3aker : We have heard from
the bon. gentleman a good deal of verbal criticism
with reference to this clause, which is, perhaps, hardly
in place. The hon. gentleman announces bis opinion
on general grounds against this clause at an early
stage of the Bill; and ho declared, on the first read-
ing of the Bill, I think, or on the second, that this
clause must go out, because it is opposed to the liberty of
the subject, that is to say the liberty of the contracting
subject. He struck a Committee, and this Committee extra-
ordinary to say, followed out his views ; and the clause has
gone out. We are not here, Sir, to engage in the discus-
sion of "whatsoever," and "whomsoever," and other objections
of equal force and weight as to the principle of the clause,
which the bon. gentleman has presented to the Hous3. We
are now engaged merely in considering the principle of the
clause; and when the Bill goes back to the Committee,
my hon. friend can arrange the verbal objections to
which the hon. gentleman has rosorted.; and if thore are
any other defects, as suggested, if the clause goes in some
particulars too far, it is quite open to the House to cor-
rect any minor defect. We are considering in this
vote, the general principle of the clause merely,
whether it shall go back to the Committee or not; and it
will b in the power of the Committee to deal with any
objections, and the precise mode of doing so can be disposed
of by the Committee. Now, the hon. gentl&man's objection
on principle, is that my hon. friend is not logical, and that
the Bill interferes with the liberty of the subject. The hon.
gentleman is fortunate in a long political experience, sncb
as ho has had, for ho declares that ho has never seon con-
tractors offering any money. Well, I suppose not. Perhaps
ho did not look. But, I suppose ho bas heard of it; I sup-
pose ho knows of it; and I suppose he cannot but be
aware that it has been done; and ho cannot but
b awaro, that it has been done with that view-a patriotic

view in the interests of the country--with the expectation of
bcing reimbursed, and reimbursed tenfold. It is the relation
which the contractor held with regard to the Government of
the country, that renders it necessary that restrictions should
be placed upon him. That such restrictions should beplaced
upon him is established by laws now on the Statute-book,
because those laws on the Statute-bookforbid him to become
a Member of Parliament, and voids bis seat, if after
becoming 'a Member of Parliament, ho enters into
these relations with the Government ? Why is that ?
Because it is known that he cannot be indifferent under
these circumstances-because it is believed that ho will not
be independent under these circumstances-because it is
believed that his relation to the Government will be one of
subserviency on bis part, and the relation of tho Govorn-
ment to him will be one of paying a price for bis support
on their part. Al these considerations have resulted in
our passing, time and again, laws to preclude contractors
from being Members of Parliament, and now we are face
to face with another proposition in the same direction and
based upon the same recognition of the weakness of
humanity. The hon. gentleman talks about the rights of
the subject, but we have now to consider thoir frailties-I
say we are face to face with another proposition. If a
contractor pays a sum of money towards election expenses,i
he does it, as a rule, because he expects to ho
reimbnrsed by an abundant consideration on the part i

Sir ,omN A. MACDoNALD.

of the Government which he helps in the contest,
and, therefore, there is rot merely an improper induce-
ment on his part, but there is also this cireumstance
-that the public is sure to suffer. It is certain that
for every dollar ho pays ho expects to receive a great deal;
that for what bread ho casts on the water he expects to get
back a great deal more after many days; that what money
ho gives he expects to receive again wtth usury. These
things are certain; they are obvions; they are palpable;
and the hon. gentleman proposes that we should agree to
the principle of a stop which shall remove all those evils,
and shall render it contrary to the law that a man standing
in any such relations as those to a Government shall sub-
scribe towards an election fund. The hon. gentleman
suggests that if the contractor has performed his contract
he may have a right to stand. It is a question for dis-
cussion in Committee whether that particular portion
of the clause should remain or not, and it is
immaterial to consider in this debate whether that
particular portion of the clause is sound, because we
are not restricted to the precise words of the clause as
it stands. The hon, gentleman says that this clause would
make the man a cri minal-that he must actually go to gaol.
Only the other day certain mon wore made criminals if they
used the words "banking institutions" on their signs with.
out adding to these words "not incorporated." There was
not a great degree of levity manifested as to the right of the
subject on that occasion, when the disgrace of making men
misdemeanant was imposed for such an offence; butI should
liko to know whether more harm is done to the body politic
by the mischief sought to ho remedied by the prosent Bill
than by the acts which were made misdemeanors the other
day by the Banking Bill of the hon. Finance Minister. The
question is, whother an evil which exists shallh be remedied,
or whether it shal remain; that is the question of principle
involved in the amendnent, and I propose to divide with
the mover of the amendment on this occasion.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think those who are opposed
to the amendment, will be gratified to learn that it finds no
defender in the bon. member for West Durham. This Bill
was introduced some time ago; this particular clause was
in the Bill as introduced; but the Committee to which the
Bill was referred, after full consideration, has reported it
to the House without that clause. Some days have elapsed;
and, it seems to me, it would only have been respectful to
the House to have presented, for our acceptance, an
amendment which would at any rate meet with some degree
of support from the hon. leader of the Opposition. We find
that this particular amendment as it stands to-day,
and as it is proposed by the amendment to be replaced
in the Bill, is so drawn, and contains such provisions that
the hon. leader of the Opposition is not prepared to defend
it. On the contrary, ho says when it goes to the Committee,
all its objectionable features may be removed. It seems to
me, with reference to this question of contractors, that there
are contracters and contractors. There are persons who
are in expectation of getting contracts. What will you do
with them? We have heard of cases-perhaps they are
rare-of this kind: a prominent man in a particular con-
stituency, belongs to one particular party, but when an
election takes place, by some strange influence ho is found
supporting the candidate on the other side. We find a.
little while afterwards that a letter is written by that par-
ticular candidate to the Premier of the day, whom he is
supporting-a letter cautiously and properly written-
simply indicating that "my friend Moore " is desirous
of getting a contract; that he has told him that the
Minister will not for a single moment do anything
but what is perfectly right. We find that the Minister
does not do anything but what is perfectly right r but
in some extraordinary way we find that another
gentleman, a contractor, though he is strongly recom-
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mended even by the friends of the thon Minister of
Public Works, does not get the contract, but that it is given
to the person who changed his polities in the election-the
expectant contractor who has contributed time at any rate,
and possibly money to the election of a prominent gentleman,
and whose'influence probably resulted in that gentleman
being elected to Parliament-for his majority was only seven
-gets the contract at a sum very considerably larger than
the other contractor had offeied to do the work for. What
are you going to do with cases of that kind ? It seems to
me that if you are going to purify the political atmosphere
you must deal with the expectant as well as the actual con-
tractor. There is another method in which such a contractor
may exert his political influence in favor of his political
friend. He may go on for three or four years contributing
to the churches of bis neighborhood-a very proper thing
to do; but we have seen extraordinary sums, so far as the
evidence of the courts disclose, given to churches by
gentlemen, and we have seen as the result of those contri-
butions that many of the people connected with those
churches are found voting with the gentlemen who had
contributed so liberally to their funds. Now, that is not a
contribution for election purposes -I should be sorry to
believe that generous contributions of that kind had
anything to do with the elections; but curiously enough we
have seen by the experience of hon-.gentlemen in running1
election contests, that contributions of that kind do have
their influence. Now, is a contractor to be doprived
of the privilege of using his influence in that way,
because it is found that his successive contributions to1
a number of important objecta in the constituency have 1
acquired for him an influence which enables him to give1
important aid to the candidate of bis party? fHow are we
to deal with cases of that kind ? It seems to me that wei
cannot deal with them in any reasonable way, and thati
there will always be many means by which persons dis- 
posed to act corruptly may act corruptly. The hon. i
gentleman who is the author of this Bill, and who, though 1
not the mover of the amendment, has advocated its intro-c
duction, admits that it would be difficult to bring home r
cases of this kind to any contractor. If such cases are n
brought home, the law, as it now stands, makes ample pro- t
vision for dealing with them. It it is found on trial of an h
Election Petition that a contractor has contributed impro- 1
perly or corruptly to the elections, that fact can c
be brought out under the Election Law just i
as well as it can be under any other .process. n
You can put a contractor in the witness box, at an election h
trial, and get out of himself how much ho contributed. If t
the hon. gentleman intends to make him chargeable with a m
misdemeanor of this kind, I hope ho does not propose to b
make him go into the box and giveo evidence in connection u
with the charge against himself. If an election case c
reveals the fact that a contractor has contributed largely to v
the election of a candidate, the public are warned of that C
fact, and the relations of the Government to that contractor c
becomo matters of such public interest and public enquiry c
that there is not the slightest danger of any injury resulting h
therefrom. The hon. gentleman was good enough to refer t
us to the law in the United States on this subject. Well,
Sir, i do not know anything about those matters, because
I have not been at Congreus or in the lobby there; but if i
my information is correct, ho should have gone to some w
other quarter for an authority as to a law that is to m
provent the improper use of money by contractors. It is a th
notorious fact that contractors in the States obtain their con- e]
tracts, and hold them, by means of contributions to party -so
funds, both in the different States and at Washington. a]
Everybody knows that. It is the common talk of the lobby. to
In fact, the influences of the lobby were found to be so r
strong, that Congress had to adopt a rule prohibiting wstrangers from going within the precincte of the louse t89

except by a direct vote of the House. But that did
not prevent the contractors from going into the lobby.
They are still there, and it is notorious that they have
always, in spite of the law the hon. gentleman refers to,
contributed large funds to political purposes. For mypart,
I cannot see the difference between the hon. leader of the
Opposition to-day contributing a large sum of money to
the party funds in a General Election when he himself is to
be the First Minister if he sucéeeds, and a contractor giving
a sum of money to a party fund whose relations to the
Government subsequently are to be a matter of public dis-
cussion, of close scrutiny by Parliament, and therefore of
such a public character that there ie little danger likely to
result. I regard the amendment as one that ought not to
disgrace our Statute-book, and I do not hesitate to vote
against it.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I am a little surprised at the tone
of the remarks of the hon. member for Cardwell. He en-
deavored to resusoitate what was, in the Elections of 1878,
by a certain class ofgentlemen who arrogated to themselves
a great deal of the political purity of the country, considered
to be a gross scandal; and, instead of simply pointing to
the -hon. mepaber for Wost Durham (Mr. Blake), as being
responsible for the letter which he wrote regarding his
" friend Moore," and stating his meaning plainly and man-
fully, ho endeavored to indicate the drift of his remarks by
inuendo. His conduct surprises me in a gentleman who is
so strong a supporter of that party, who were connected
with scandals which were ventilated before Committees of
this House, and the evidence of which was made public.
If we chose to make reprisals on the hon. gentleman, and
bring before the House the recollection of old memories, we
might ask him if he ever heard of a contraetor, or anybody
in the place of a contractor, to whom somebody telegraphed
in the following terme:-" My dear Abbott,-Send me
another ton thousand; it will be the last time of calling; do
not fail me; answer to-day." I suppose the hon. gentleman
has forgotten all this-not merely a kindly letter, not a word
of which could be construed into an improper act, but a plain
request for something tangible for the use of an hon. gentle-
man, and which he stated in evidence was to be applied to cer-
ain purposes. That is the kind of argument we gotfrom the
hon. gentleman opposite. My hon. friend here proposes a
Bill designed to purify the political atmosphere of this
country. The hon. gentleman admits that the atmosphere
s not pure, and instead of discussing the measure on its
merits, what doos he do ? He apologises for the contractors;
ie enters upon their defence. They must not be put into
he box and be èxamined, forsooth 1 They are the men
who furnish the oil-shall I say ?-for the machine. No;
but they furnish the motive power for elections, as many of
s know. I know of elections in which the money of
ontractors was the most powerful factor in influencing the
otes of the people. I know of elections held, not only in
)ntario, but in Quebec, in which the ianluence of the
ontractors was immense. My hon. friend proposes to
orrect that, and the hon. member for Cardwell and the
on. First Minister get up as apologiste of the contrac-
Ors, knowing that, if they were deprived of the
ower which these contractors exercise on their
ehalf, and, perhaps if everything were known, exercised
n the Ontario Elections, they would be considerably
veakened in popular support. Are those the hon. gentle-
non who are sworn to stand up in the defence of
he political influence of the commumty and the purity of
lections, and who raise such pleas as these, in order, for-
ooth, that their friends, and, perhaps, their assistants, for
ll I know, may be protected ? The hon. gentleman refera

the legislation at Washington. We are aware of the
evelations in connection with the Star Route fraude, and
ve know the way the money was applied. Are we going
o have the same system introduced into Canadg? We have
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had enough of it in other forms, and this honest attempt of
My hon. friend to correct abuses of that kind is one that
should receive the support of every hon. member of this
Bouse. I am afraid the apologies these hon. gentlemen are
making will be construed into sympathy with the con-
tractors in their attempts to debase the electorate. I have
great pleasure in supporting this resolution; and I hope the
Hlouse will see that rigid measures are àdopted for correcting
all attempts to corrupt the electors, and for maintaining the
purity of our elections for all time to come.

Mr. VALIN. I am glad the hon. member referred to
ýte corruption of contractors in Quebec. I remember that,
as the hon. member for L'Islet remarked, there are
some members here who should not be here, because
tbey were elected by contractors' money. The hon.
gentleman should have given names. I saw lots of
people repairing the walle of the city of Quebec who
were paid by the Government contractor, if not by the
Government themselves, and engaged with the special
agreement that they would support the candidate of
the Government of the day. I have seen contractors pay-
ing money to carters on the condition ¯that they would .vote
for the Government candidate, or else other carters would
be employed. There was also a large sum of money that I
know of-I could give the amount -spent at Point Levis to
elect the Government candidate there. I do not see why
the hon. member for L'Islet comes now with such a Bill
before the. House. He should have had it passed at the
time I refer to, when he was also a member of this
House. Then would have been the proper time; and then,
under it, the city of Quebec would have been put in
gaol. I am opposed to this amendment because I do noL
think it comes in a proper time.

Mr. MOFFAT. The hon. member for West Middlesex
has chosen to act the part of a resurrectionist by reviv-
ing slandera against the party in power; but many slanders
could be revived against the party that had power previous
to 1878, that were -more glaring than anything that could
be said against the Conservative party. I know perfectly
well of one instance when the then First Minister, standing
upon the square here, said to a claimant against the
Government: "Your county never gives us a vote, and
that is the reason I will not entertain an examination into
your claim." I would like to know if that was not a glaring
fraud perpetrated on the country, more glaring even than
'the Pacific Scandal.

Amendment (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) negatived on the
following division:-

Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (Sunbury),
caameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,

1harlton,
0ockburn,
Oook,
Dupont,
Fisher,

Yuas :
Messieurs

Fleming,
Forbes,
Gillmor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Innie,
Irvine,
Jackson,
King,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
McMillan (Huron),
McGraney,
MeIntyre,
McIsaac,

NATs :
Messieurs

Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Pickard,
Platt,
Ray,
Rosa (Middlesex),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Trow,
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wheler, and
Wilson.-49.

Allison, Dugas, McLelan,
.Amyot, Ferguson(Leeds&Gren.)Mcleill,
Baker (lissisquoi) Fortin, bMéthot,
Beaty, Poster, Mitchell,
Benoit, Gagné, moffat,
Benson Gigault, Montplaisir,

Mr. Ross (Middlesex).

Bergeron,
Bily,
Blondeau,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Carmeron (Inverness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
0olby,
Oostifn,
Curran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Dickinson,
Dodd,

Girouard (Jac. Cartier),O'Brien,
Girouard (Kent), Orton,
Gordon, Ouimet,
Grandbois, Paint,
Guilbault, Patterson (Essex),
Guillet, Reid,
Hackett, Richey,
Haggart, Robertson (Hastings),
Hail, Rykert,
Hay, Scott,
Hickey, Shakespeare,
Hilliard, Small,
Homer, Taylor,
Jamieson, Tilley,
Kilvert, Tyrwhitt,
Kinney, Valin,
Kranz, Vanasse,
Labrosse, Wallace (Albert),
Lesage, Wallace (York),
Macdonald (Sir John), White (Cardwell),
McDonald(Cape Breton)Williams,
Maemaster, Wood (Breckville),
McMillan (Vaudrenil), Wood(Weatm'land),and
McGreevy, Wright.-90.

Bill read the third time, and passed.

PUNISIIMENT OF ADULTERY, SEDUCTION, &c.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria) moved that Bill (No. 13) to
provide for the punishment of adultery, seduction, and like
offences, be not now read the third time, but be referred
back to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to
add to clause four the following words:-" Proving the
offence to have been committed."

Mr. CHARLTON. This would simply make the Bill a
niockery. The clause reads as follow- :-

In any case arising under section oue, two or three of this Act,
the testimony of the female in respect of whom tbe offence is alleged
to have been committed, shall not be deemed sufficient to sustain a
conviction unless the same is corroborated by other material evidence.

The amendment proposed would simply amount to annulling
the evidence of the woman by making the corroborative
evidence positive. It would render the Bill inoperative.
There is not a Statute in any one of the twenty-two
American States dealing with this matter which contains
any such provision as the one suggested. The Bill as it
stands contains a safeguard with respect to the person
charged with the offences that is found in none of these
Statutes, namely: that the defendant shall be a witness in
his own behalf. The rights of the community have been
as carefully guarded as possible, and if the liouse wish to
defeat the Bill, it would be more honorable to do so squarely
than in a roundabout fashion.

Mr. BLAKE. I must concur in the observations of rny
hon. friend from North Norfolk. The clause goes farbeyond
what was stated by the hon. member for Victoria to be his
object. He said the offence consisted of two ingredients:
the seduction and the promise of marriage, and that
the corroborative evidence might only relate to one
of the two. But what he proposes is a clause which
provides, in. fact, that the whole case must be com-
pletely proved, irrespective of the evidence of the woman.
That I understand to be the meaning of corroborative evi-
dence proving the offence to have been committed. There
is, therefore, to be evidence that shall be provable adequate-
ly for the eonviction, proving the ofence to be committed
independent of the woman's evidence at all. That seems to
me to be highly objectionable, to be more than is required
in any of those cases, that I am aware of, in which there
has been a requirement of corroborative evidence at all. It
is contrary to what we understand the meaning of corrob-
orative evidence to be. Corroborative evidence is strength-
ening evidence; evidence which strengthens the principal
testimony, additional evidence in the same direction; but by
the definition which the hon. member proposes to make th
this amendment, it is quite clear that although it is called
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corroborative in the active part of the clause, it must be in
its nature such as would be adequate to establish the com-
mission of'the offence, independent altogether of the evi-
dence of which it is corroborative.

Mr. GAMERON (North Victoria). I do not agree with
the observations of my hon. friend from West Durham as to
the effect of my amendment; but if it were correct that the
adoption of the amendment would require the essential part
of t he offence to be proved by evidence other than that of
the principal female witness, I think it would be an amend-
ment that ought to be adopted by the louse. I think it is
not desirable that we should put the principal person acoused
at the mercy of any woman, herself as guilty as ho is in
an essential part of the offence, and have her evidence alone
sufficient to convict him. The words of the Bill are simply
that the evidence of the woman should be corroborated
by other material evidence. Now, I say that that
is altogether too vague. Any Judge would be
bound to rule, that any corroboration upon any point,
however insignificant it might be, but which was yet
material to the entire charge, was sufficient to satisfy the
words.of the Statute. For instance, the parties were seen
together, on a particular occasion on which the woman
alleged the offence to have been committed, in the neigh-
borhood in which she said it occurred-that would be
corroborative evidenòe of a material circumstance, but it
would not be evidenoe that, in my opinion, ought to be
sufficient to corroborate the testimony of the woman so as
to secure a conviction upon it. I think the Bill, without
the safeguard of the words which I have moved to add, would
be open to most dangerous abuse. I think that probably it is
a Bill that, if it becomes law, will be abused in any case; but
certainly without that safeguard it would be likely to be
far more seriously abused than it would be with these words
added. I must press the amendment I have moved.

Mr. CAMERON (West Huron). I think, with the hon.
gentleman who has just taken his seat, that the language
made use of by the hon. member for North Norfolk in his
Bill, with respect to corroborative evidence, is too vague;
but then the hon. gentleman's proposition is a little too
strong. Now, to establish a case under the provision
of the Bill, two elements must clearly appear for the prose.
cution-.-it must be shown that there is a promise to marry,
and it must be shown that there was a seduction following
the promise to marry. Now, according to the proposition
of the hon. member, the woman's evidence, as pointed out by
the hon. member for West Durham, goes for nothing, and
the case must be proved as if the woman had not gone into
the witness box at all. Now, if that is se, it is absurd to
call it corroborative evidence ; it is new evidence altogether,
a new case altogether, depending on evidence entirely
distinct from that of the female. If the hon. member had
put this proposition to the House, that upon the two
material elements of the prosecution there should be
corroborative evidence, I would support it. I would
support a clause that would read thus:

" In every case arising under Sections 1, 2 and 3 of this Act the testi-
mony of the female respecting whom the offence is alleged to have been
committed shall not be deemed sufficient to sustain a conviction, unless
the same ls corroborated by other material evidence with respect to thesaid promise of Marriage iand the seduction aforesaid."

Now, I think that covers the whole case-covers the
points of my hon. friend, at all events, as I understood them
from his observation-and it will not leave the prosecution
entirely dependent upon testimony outside that of the
woman. There is no reason in the world why the woman's
testimony should not go for something; the defendant is
allowed to give evidence, and certainly the evidence of the
fenale in the case ought to be taken as well as his. I will
support the proposition if it goes back to the Committee of
the Whole, that the evidence of the woman muet be cor-

roborated with respect to the material points necessary to
make out the successful prosecution ; but I shall oppose the
proposition to practically eject altogether the evidence of
the female.

Amendmept (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) agreed to on the
following division :-

Tms:
Messieurs

Amyot,
Baker (Missisquoi),
Beaty,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Billy,
Blondeau,
Brecken,
Cameron (Inverness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Oampbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Costgan,
aoughlin,
Curran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Dickinson,

Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Oatudal,
Charlton,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Oolby,
Cook,
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Poster,

Dodd, McDonald(Oape Breton)
Dugas, Macmauter,
Dupont. McMillan (Vandreuil),
Ferguson(Leeds &Gren)McGreevy,
Fortin, MeLelan,
Gagné, McNeill,
Gigault, Méthot,
Girouard (Jae. Cartier) Mitchell,
Girouard (Kent), Mofat,
Gordon, Montplaisir,
Grandbois, Orton,
Guilbault, Ouimet,
Guillet, Reid,
Hackett, Robertson (Ifastingo),
Haggart, Rykert,
Hall, Scott,
Hickey, Shakespeare,
Homer, Small,
Kilvert, Tyrwhitt,
Kinney, Valin,
Kranz, Vanasse,
Labrosse, Wallace (York)
Lesage, White (Cardwell), and
Macdonald (Sir John), Williams.-73.

NArts:

Messieurs
Gillmor,
Gunn,
Harley,
Hay,
Hilliard,
Innis,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Jamieson,
Keefler,
Ring,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
Laurier,
McMillan (Ruron),
McCraney,
Mclntyre,
Mclsaac,'
Mulock,
O'Brien,

Paint,
Paterson (Brant)
Patterson (Essex),
Pickard,
Platt,
Ray,
Richey,
Ross (Middlesex),
Scriver,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Taylor,
Trow, .
Vail,
Watson,
Weldon,
Wheler,
Wilson, and
Wood (Brockville).-6.

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

AfteriRecess.
CRÉDIT FONCIER FRANCO-CANADIEN-.

Mr. DESJAR [)INS moved the third reading of Bill
(No. 22) respecting the Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien.

Mr. AUGER. I have the honor to move that this Bill be
read the third time this day six months. Mr. Speaker while
discussing this Bill the other evening, the hon. membçr for
Bellechasse asked whether we opposed this Bill because
it concerned a French company and lent French money.
This is not the case; and I do not desire in the least degree
to act unfair towards this company. If it merely desired
to be placed on the same footing with other organiza-
tions of the sace charactor, we would not have
objected, or now object, to this measure. This company
came to this country in 1880, and applied for an Act
of incorporation to the Quebec Legislature, and obtained
all they requested. They repreiented that they could lend
money at 6 per cent. on certain conditions, and were in-
corporated. Later, they secured an Act of incorporation
from this House, and extended their privilegeà over thé
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whole of the Dominion, by which they could charge 6 per
cent., including management. I had the honor the other day
to show this Bouse that there were two serious objections to
this Bill; and its promotors acknowledged their correctness
by having it sent back to the Committee of the Whole
and amended. It was then suggested that more was
required; but the promoters of the Bill refused to
assent to any other further amendment. They now
wish to be placed on the same footing with other
loan companies, and to this I do not object, but they should
not receive more privileges. Under this Bill they wish to
repeal 44 Vie., chap. 58, which will throw them back on the
Quebec Act of incorporation; and they desire to obtain the
right to charge 8 per cent. But, under the Quebec Act, they
can charge at least 1 per cent. above the 8 per cent. per
annum on the principal loaned, which makes an additional
per centum and more, because, if for instance, a man bor-
rows $1,000 repayable in $100 per year instalments, he
pays 8 per cent. on the pi incipal frorn time to time due and
1 per cent. additional, not on the amount due as lessened by
his payments of $100 per annum, but always on the
entire principal, $1,000, until the last instalment is paid.
Consequently, under this Bill they could charge 8 per
cent., and 1 per cent. for charges of administration,
making 9 per cent. for the first year, and 10 per cent.
for the second year; while, for the last year, when only
$100 remained unpaid, he would pay 8 per cent., and
1 per cent. on the 81,000, making 18 per cent., of
which 10 per cent. would be for charges of manage-
ment. It would be bad enough if the 1 per cent. related
merely to the amounts remaining due, but it really refers
to the whole of the sum borrowed; and this is more than
other loan companies have the right to charge. It may be
said that this can be accomplished by private contract;
but what is done under private agreement, and under
the law, are very different things. When a man signs
a contract, he knows what he signs, but when a man
enters into an agreement guaranteed by law it can be
enforced in the courts, and the additional 1 per cent. so
collected. I think that this is unfair to the public. I have
no personal interest in this matter. I have never bor-
rowed any mbney from this company, and I shall never do
so; nor do I believe that any of my constituents have ever
obtained any money from them. I am only acting in the
interest of the general public and for the public good. Why
should we, who live in the Province of Quebec, be selected
for this sort of treatment? Why is not a law proposed in
this respect to apply generally to the whole of the
Dominion ? If this company wishes so to be incorporated
let them relinquish their Quebec charter, and then come
before this House for an Act of incorporation, in the same
manner as do other like organizations, and to that
I will willingly assent. But no; they want that
this Parliament should give them the right to
charge the same rate of interest as other com-
panies, and, at the same time, allow them the right to fall
bak on the Quebec charter, which gives them the right to
charge 1 per cent. for cost of management. This is a

rivilege to which they make no reference. They said they
have renounced the 127th section of the Act; but every one
knows they have renounced nothing at all. Let the con-
pany renounce the whole of their special privileges, and
come iere and obtain incorporation on the same footing as-
other companies. For these reasons, I beg to move that the
Bill be read the third time this day six months.

Mr. CATUDAL (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I cannot
let this motion pass and give my vote without explaining
to the House the rosons which actuate me in s.o doiig. If
we examine the position of the Crédit Foncier Franco-
Canadien, we observe that this company first applied to the
Legislature of Quebeo, from which it received important

Mr, Aieai&

privileges. These privileges were conceded with the ex-
press understanding that its rate of interest should not ex-
ceed 6 per cent. per annum. By a subsequent Act this
company renounced the concession under clause 127 of its
Act of incorporation, obtained in the Quebec Legislature.
This concession consisted in the agreement of the Legislature
of Quebec to renounce the right to grant an Act of incor-
poration for the period of fifty years to any Credit Foncier
association which had any representation in France. In
consideration of renouncing this concession, the company
asks from this Parliament the repeal of what it first prayed
for, and also the privilege of charging any rate of interest
it might be disposed to ask, provided it did not exced 8
per cent. per annum. Now, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, it
is for this House to consider whether the renunciation of
this privilege and advantage is a sufficient compensation to
the publie for these obtained here and granted to companies
of this kind, according to the charter of the Province of
Quebec, as the hon. member from Shefford (Mr. Auger) has
a moment ago shown. We perceive that this company has
secured important concessions, some of which are contained
in Section 68, viz.:

"The annuity, whether of long or short term loans, stipulated in the
contract of loan, comprehends:

Ill. The interest..-
"2. The instalment determined by the rate f»r interest and the length

of the ioan.
" 3. An annual charge for cost of administration, wbich muet not

exceed 1 per cent. on the borrowed capital."

The last paragraph contains powers which have already
been refused to this company, by this Parliament, and the
charter which it obtained in the Province of Ontario does
not give it any privileges. The Credit Foncier Association
of Lower Canada has not this right. The Trust and Loan
Company also as not got it. Why, Mr. Speaker. place the
farmers of the Province of Quebec, who may have recourse
to this company to borrow, under more disadvantageous
conditions than those of the Province of Ontario? For
instance, if a farmer of the Province of Quebec borrows
$1,000, interest at 8 per cent. per annum, such as tbis Bill
authorizes, payable in instalments of $100 per annum with
interest, how much will he have to pay ? The first year ho
will have to pay $100 principal and $80 of interest, and I
per cent, for cost of administration, which will make 9 per
cent. per annum. The second year ho willhave to pay $100
principal besides $72 interest and $10 for cost of adminis-
tration, which will bring bis money to 9·11 per cent. per
annum. The third year to 9-25 per cent. per annum. The
fourth year to 9.43 per cent. per annum. The fifth year
to 9-67 per cent. per annum. The sixth year to 10 per
cent. per annum. The seventh year to 10-50 per cent.per
annum. The eighth year 11-33 per cent. per annum.The
ninth year 13 per cent. per annum, and the tenth year
18 per cent. per annum, which makes an annual rate
for the ten years of 10 per cent. per annum. Now, no
other eompany in the country having this privilege, why
give it to this company? It Lis said that the Crédit
Foncier Franco-Canadien bas never charged over 6 per cent.
per annum. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that up to this date it
never has charged more than 6 per cent. per annum of
interest. But the reason is a very plain one; it had not
the right or privilege to do it. It bas the right, according
to the charter obtained here, to charge 1 per cent, for cost
of administration on the amount loaned, but the interest
and the cost of administration must not exceed 6 per cent.
per annum. This, Mr. Speaker, is the reason and there is
no other. Now, section 70 says:

" Every semi-annual instalment remaining unpaid when itfals due,
psofacto bears interest for the benefit of the Uociety without notice, at
te sanme rate as the principal loaned. It is the same for ail costs of col-
lection, liquidated or taxed, incurred by the society ta obtain payaent of
its lan, and from the date on which these expenses have beein mcurred.
In case of default of payment of the semi-annual instalment au the
principal become due withoutfurther notice."
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Well as to the interest on the costs of the collection which
the society may be obliged to make, to recover payment of
its moneys, this is a privilege which I do not think any
other society possesses. The Trust and Loan Company
has not this right. The Credit Foncier of LJwer
Canada has not got it. The charter obtained by the
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien in the Province of
Quebec, and from this Parliament does not give it this
right either; it only enjoys it by virtue of the Act of
the Quebec Legislature. Now, as to default in the semi-
annual instalments, if a debtor even for a day neglects to
make his payment, the company has the right to cali in
the amount of the entire loan. This is a privilege which it
only obtained by agreeing not to charge more than 6 per
cent. per annum, and which it should renounce before ask-
ing to charge the rate of interest contained in the Bill. The
72nd section of the Quebec Act contains the following
provisions:-

" The borrower l required to advise the society within one month
of the sale or partial sale, which he may bave made of his property.

" In default of this notice within the time aforesaid the society can
call in the balance of the principal."

It has a right also to the indemnity determined by the last
clause of section 71. If a debtor of the Crédit Foncier
Franco-Canadian neglects to inform the society of the sale of'
mortgaged goods, which he may have made, the latter
according to its charter obtained in Quebec, can exact the
payment of the amount of the principal which it has loaned,
and also impose a penalty of 3 per cent. on
the capital repaid. This is a right which has nrt
been given to the Credit Foncier of Lower Canada
nor in the Province of Ontario to the Trust and Loan Com-
pany. The Federal Act and the Act of the Province of
Ontario, does not give this right to the Crédit Foncier
Franco-Canadien. The claus.e in the Quebec Act says:

" The borrower must also announce within the aforesaid interval, the
deteriorations which the real estate may have experienced. The socety,
if the deteriorations endanger its interests, can exa3t the repayment of
the balanae of the loan. In default of notice the repayment is subject
to the indemnity authorized by the last clause of section seventy-one,
W hen the borrower advises as todeterioration, the repayment is exacted
witbout penalty."

Well, Mr. Speaker, we see the privileges wh'ch this com-
pany possèsses. You borrow from it, and if the property
which you have mortgaged is deteriorated to any extent,
and that these deteriorations are not made known, the
company can exact the repayment of the money which it
has loaned you, and 3 per cent. besides on the repaid capi-
tal. No other company has this right or privilege. For
these considerations, in view of the very exceptional privi-
leges which this company possess, and especially the right
to impose an indemnity of 1 per cent. per annum for cost of
administration, I think it my duty to vote for the motion of the
hon. member for Shefford, and give it the six months'hoist.

Mr. BLAKE. On the last occasion when this Bill was
before the House I diew the attention of the hon. member
for IHochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) to a matter whikh is deserv-
ing of his attention and that of the flouse. I am not in
favor of limiting the rate of interest; it is not the way to
make money cheap. But this House has acted with respect
to these companes for the last three or four years on a
eertain principle, and when companies have asked for incor-
poration it has been granted them latterly on condition that
the rate of interest which they were allowed to exact
should be 8 per cent. The Trust and Loan Company and
other companies were dealt with in that way. This com-
pany "lthe CrédiL Foncier Franco-Canadien," under the
existing law, has the power to charge 6 per cent. only. It
came here last Session asking for relief, which was refused
it because it had a special privilege, and it was thought that
it should not come here and ask to be placed on the com-1
mon ground. This Session itcomes here having asked the

privilege to be removed, and now seeks to be placed on the
common ground. I supposed when we were voting on the
question, as to whether the rate of interest should be 8 or 7
per cent., that we were voting on the question as to wbether
the company should be placed on the. common ground or not.
And I saw no reason why, if it was the will of the House
that cempanies should be given power to charge up to a
certain rate, which had been fixed at 8 per cent., this com-
pany should not bave the power to charge 8 per cent.also ;
and I was therefore perfectly ready to vote against the rate
being fixed at 7 per cent. It is quite clear, because the hon.
member for Hochelaga has allowed two hon. members to
state the proposition and has not disallowed it, that under
the Local Act this company possesses a special power to
charge 1 per cent. to borrowers for what they call ex-
penses of administration. If you add that 1 per cent. to
8 per cent., which they are allowed to charge, if the
rule is followed, the company would really be allowed to
charge 9 per cent. interest; nay, it would amount to much
more, because the charge for administration is an annual one,
and would continue, notwithstanding portions of the loan
had been repaid. But, irrespective of that point, it is clear
that while we are asked to place the company on the
ordinary footing, and that they should have the right to
charge 8 per cent., the effect of the privilege by which they
are enabled to charge 1 per cent. for administration, would
be, as I have said, to place the rate of interest at 9 per cent.
I cannot understand any reason why the flouse should be
asked to grant this exceptional pri vilege, unless it is
prepared to say, that all other companies may charge 9 per
cenit. If there is to be a general Interest Law, fixing the
rate at 9 per cent., or 8 per cent., very well; but, iis Parlia-
ment to deal one Session with companies and compel thern
to charge not higher than 8 per cent., and the next Session
allow similar companies to charge 9 per cent.? I suggested
this difficulty to my hon. friend from lochelaga, and I
had hoped he would have proposed to have corrected it, so
as to make it clear that this company shall be placed on
the common plan. I still hope li will do so, because I
cannot consent to support the Bill as it at present stands,
so as to practically allow the company to charge 9 per cent.,
unless we are prepared to reverse our dcoi-ions of former
Sessions, and allow all loan companies to charge 9 per cent

Mr. BÉCHARD. I should have been very happy te
have voted for my hon. friend's Bill, but as it now stands I
shall be compelled to vote against it, unless he is willing to
further amend il. Last Session, when this company came
to Parliament for new powers, its application was rejected
on the ground that it was in the possession of special
privileges which had been granted it by a charter of the
Province of Quebec; and we then said that, if the company
renounced its privileges, we would be ready to place it on
the same footing as other loan companies. This Bill bas
been amended somewhat in that direction; but still it
contains one feature to which I have great objection, and
this feature is that to which reference has been made-the
fact that it contains a clause of the original charter, which
gives the company the right to charge 1 er cent.
annually for cost of management. If you ad that to
8 per cent. interest, it makes the rate practically 9
per cent., and I do not believe any company holding a
charter from this Parliament possessed that power. If the
lon. member for Hochelaga will amend the B.11 se as to
place this company on the saWe footing as other loan
companies, and not give it any special privilege, I am
willig to vote for it; if he does not do so, I shall be
competled to vote agairst it on the grounds I have stated.

Mr. OUIMET. I think theb on. member for Sheford is
quite correct in the remarks he bas addressed to the House,
and, in accordance with the practice of the House, in fixing
a certain rate of interost to be charged by every loan com.
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pany which applies here for power. I will endeavor te
meet with his suggestion, and satisfy him by moving the
following amendment te the amendment, which I think wili
meet his demand:-

That this Bill be jnot now read the third time, but that it he
referred back to the Committee of the Whole, with instructions to
amend the second clause of the Bill by adding the following words
"Including'the annual allowance for the cost of manageinent."

That is to say, the clause would read "not exceeding 8
per cent., including the annual allowance for the cost of
management." This amendment will meet the view of the
hon. member for Shefford, unless his object is te defeat the
Bill. If such is his object, I think this flouse is net ready
te enter upon legislation which is net in accordance with
that passed in reference te other companies. I suppose
this company is entitled te enjoy ail the privileges which
are accorded other companies, and I do not suppose that
the hon. member would refuse to this particular company
privileges, which after all, according te the principles of
bis party and bis leader, are not obboxiouns te the people,
since the rate of interest is net what fixes the price of
money in this country.

Mr. TAYLOR. Many of our Ontario companies charge
7 or 8 per cent. per annum te the borrower, and they
charge I per cent. for the cost of administration, or
for making the loan. And I would like te ask the hon.
member for West Durham whether the Quebec Act allows
the company to charge a certain amount over and above
the rate of the loan, or simply 1 per cent. on the amount
of the loan.

Mr. BLAKE. I believe it is 1 per cent. a year.
Mr. TAYLOR. But do you know?
Mr. BLAKE. I say I believe it is 1 per cent. a year.
Mr. TAYLOR. Theu-we will send it back te the Com-

mittee to be investigated.
Mr. BLAKE. Speak for yourself.
Mr. DESJARDINS. I am net surprised at the position

taken by the hon. member for Shefford, as we know that
his object fromr the begiiniing was to defeat the Bill if
possible, and te refuse te this institution the fair treatment
we had a right te expect in this House, after having se far
yielded te the opinions expressed here last Session. But I
did net expect that theF rcnch Liberals of the Province of
Quebec would go so far as te doclaYe themselves as a party
against the institution itself. It is very evident, having
refused to accept the amendment of my hon. friend from
Laval (Mr. Ouimet), that their only object in pressing the
six mon ths' hoist was te defeat the Bill, and deprive the Pro-
vince of Quebec and the Dominion of Canada at large, of the
benefits which must be derived from the successful mainten-
ance of that institution among us. It is all very weil to say
that by reason of that single clause the people from the
-Pi ovinee of Quebec would be in an inferior position com-
pared with the people from the other Provinces. That
condition, like others, would have been regulated as every
loan and every money negotiation is regulated; that is te
say, if the conditions imposed by the Uredit Foncier are
unsatisfactory, if the lender could obtain better terms else-
where, he would be fully at liberty te go where he could
get better conditions. That remedy is always open te the
borrower. But, Sir, I would probably have yielded te the
dçmands of these hou. guntlemen if' I had the same faith
that they were sincere ; but their conduct to-night convinces
me that I did right in refusing to them what I am ready te
concede to hon. members whom I know to be favorable to
the Bill, and te be actuated by a desire te conserve the best
interests of the company, as well as those who may come in
contact with them. I am ready to accept the aniendinent
of the hon. 'Meaber for Laval.

Mr. BÉOHARD. I think the hon. gentleman is wrong
in charging theFrench Liberals with a disposition to defeat
bis Bill. He has no right to say so when he has heard
some of us, at least, give reasons for opposing the Bill, and
point out in what respect we desire it amended. I had
just expressed an opinion about the Bill; and certainly, if
the hon. gentleman understood me, he could not have
charged the whole of the French Liberals with being hostile
to the measure. I said I would be happy to vote for the
Bill, and I was perfectly sincere in saying so, but I wanted
it amended so as to be acceptable to the public. The com-
pany say that they seek power to place themselves on con-
ditions of equality with other companies, and they had their
charter, which was obtained from the Legislature of Quebec,
amended in such a way as to place them on a footing of
equality with other companies. I am not hostile to that
company-quite the contrary, but I do not wish it to pos-
seas powers which other companies donot enjoy. 1 pointed
out to the hon. gentleman the clause in the original charter
which I wisheu amended, so that I might vote for the Bill;
but the amendment of the hon. member for Laval will meet
my views in that respect, and I am ready to accept it if it
can be included in the Bill. I repeat, therefore, that the
hon. gentleman was wrong in endeavoring to make a
little political capital out of the course pursued by the
French Liberals of Quebec.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr.
Desjardins) hàs accused the Liberal members from Quebec
of opposing the Bill, and the hon. member for Iberville
(Mr. Béchard) has successfully disposed of that statement.
I think, however, that hon. gentlemen in this
part of the Hlouse, who have opposed the Bill, may claim
credit for what they have accomplished in the
amendments which have already been added to the Bill.
When this Bill first came before the House, it was very
objectionable in many of its characteristics, and if many of
its objectionable features have been removed, the fact is
due to the efforts of the hon. member for Shefford and other
hon. members on this side of the Hlouse. A few days ago,
in Committee of the Whole, the hon. member for West
Durhan suggested just such an amendment as is proposed
to-night, and the hon. member for Hochelaga Irefused to
accept it.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The amendment of the hon. mem-
ber for West Durhan was one which had already been
adopted by the Legislature of Quebec, so that there was
no need of it here.

Mr. FISHER. I believe the suggestion made then was
the same as that made to-night, and the hon. member for
Hochelaga distinctly refused to accept it without communi-
cating with his friends, and, after doing so, refused to accept
it. If this Bill bas been amended in several of its objection-
able features, it is not due to the promoters of the Bill.
If hon.members on this side of the House wished to defeat
this Bill, I think they would have fair grounds for doing
so. Whei j.his company obtained their charter from tho
Legislature of Quebec, I understand that they only intended
to charge 6 per cent. interest, and the prominence which
they obtained at that time throughout the country was an
advertisement which was of incalculable advantage to
them; and any gentleman who knows the rural population,
knows that, after they have borrowed from one corporation,
they are disinclined to change and borrow from another, so
that, although it is now proposed to do away with the
advantage which this corporation possesses over other
lending corporations, they will still enjpy the benefit of that
advertisement and continue to occupy a very large field.
This is not the only objection to this Bill. If you study it,
you will find that it gives to the company power, in case of
any delay in payment, to call in their loans. If this ill is
pa, we know perfectly well that these men wili have
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very great inducements to call in their loans in the Pro-.company draws the money and feeps it. He can go to
vince of Quebec, which they may do on the slightest pre- any one and gay build me a bouse. Wben the house
text whatever. I venture to say that in less than twelve is bult le can go to law. daim Ms money and get
months from this day the larger proportion of the it back, and thus get his building. But with this eompany
money lent will be withdrawn, and lent again at 8 or it h flot so. They keep the money, and if the property
9 per cent., instead of at present at 6 per cent., decreases in value they foreclose 1dm. They suy pay us 2
including the cost of management. This is a very per cent. more. Hon, gentlemen say that the hon. menber
serious matter indeed to the agricultural community for Shefford is opposed to French money coming into the
throughout the country; and I think any member country. There is none comirg in. The m')ney lebhe.
of this House who represents an agricultural constituency They brought it hore. They only asked to change this lsw
may very well oppose, in their interest, the psage of this when they abmost failed in France, and had no more
Bill in its present form. Hon. gentlemen have suggested money to bring in. Every hon. member remembers the
that this company should be placed on the sane footing as diffleulties La Banque de Paris et dotsPays-B-ts feu into a
other companies. If they would consent to that, they littie more than a year ago. This compaiy have lent al
would remove one of the strongest objections we have to their money, and now they want to foice those who bor-
the Bill. Although the monopoly clause bas been given up, rowed it to pay 2 per cent, more. Why was it, last Session,
there are other advantages which this company possesces the motion made by my bon friend from St. John (Mr.
over other companies. I have no hesitation in supporting Bourassa) for six months' hoist, was carried by seventy
the amendment of the hon. member for Shefford. majority? Did not those that raise the French cry now vote

Mr. MÉTIIOT. I wish to ask only one question of the for that motion?
hon. member who has just sat down. What are the other Mr. MÊTHOT. Beesuse the interest was not limited.
advantages which the Crédit Foncier possesses over other
companies ? I must say, also, that I do not think it fair for Mr.oand think it wasbecore thepeletios er
the hon. member to say that this company will charge 9me c rningtondtedrdnotgefore thepinfrivh tat
per cent. when the promoter of the Bill has just agred mto easrylii h e8per agredtt and can explain their vote at the end of that time easier
limit the to 8 per cent.than tey could atr two or tree month. I want on.

Mr. AUGER. I repel the accusation that I oppose this gentlemen to understand that I am not here as a French-
Bibi on party grounds. I am not here, Sir, as a Liberai. man, but as a Canadian in the tue sense of the word, and

Some hon. MEMBERS. flle,ôr, hetr. 'il not support anytling French hisply becau e it ge
Mr. AUGER. I arn not, also, bere as a Conservative. 1Frncich., will support unything jut, and oppose anything

it isnotso. They e ep es on ey, an feèroperty.

wantpon, gentlemen to understand that Iwas.electedsan ne n a a e
Independent member to support good measares, and 1 arn think these hop. gentlemen are w ong i craisng the FI-the
ready and willing at any time to support any measure that dry. If these mon want to be piaeed on the isame footing
comes from the other side if c is a good measure in my as others, let them withdraw thoir Quebec Act, and wi l
judgment. I arn here as an Independont member, and vote to give them the same privieges as the trust and lan
wenever either side of the flouse brings forward a measure and other companies. This fouse taken by surprise.
that e for the benefit of my country and deservos my s There are about ninety new members herewhor now
port, you will always find me there if I arn abive and well. nothing about this case, and they come beforýe us witli this
You will always find me ready to do my duty, and 1 will little Bii.l LIar not a lPgisiator, and nver supposed a man
not be deterrd from doing it because this je a French could core before this flouse with such a Billand have it

tsed. Did thoy bring before thi flouse their rights in

crowed it toapay 2 per cent.tmore. Whyowas it, lastboession,

whose father usel to horsewhip him almost evcry day. Quebec? Did lhey say we wvant the Dominion Act rcpealed ?
Soe of bis companions asked hirn: "Why don't you 1thave to show up this question frioenmeal, and it Jehonly
behaveyourself and save the horsewhipping ? B The boy when forced by the sentiment of the flouse that they are
anewered: I" It doesn't hurt;- it is the saine whip." Su willin ?to amend thir Act. That isnot the way tolegisate.
doos not matter if this cornpany is a Frencli ompan t o They have no money coming in now, and wilinot bave any
muet be put on the same footing as other compatiies. If for a year. ThOir mon e tloane for a long lime. Lot
these hon. gentlemen are not able to frame their own Bills them wait for another year if they cannot withdraw the
why did they not corne to me, and aithougl Iiarnaonaymagn Quebec Act this yer, and thon leot them ask to be placed on
I miglt have been able to put themrigit ? But 1 have to the sanm e footing as other companies. They wil thon find
get them rigl incliabyndcca. The other day, when me ready to support them.
the hton. member for West Durham proposed this Mr. GIROUARD (acques Carter). Last year, when I
amendment, it was ot accepted, because tbeyliend the bonor of presenting to this flouse a ai onbohaf
thougt they could force the Bil through the Houe of th Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadian, asking for certain
withomut it; and it is only toaday, when they find the senti- special priviloges, the objections raised by hon. gentlemen
ment of the house againSt them, that they are willing to opposite, and by some hon, gentlemen on this side, were, in
accept it. But thore are other objections te this Bi . the firet place, that thies orpanyenjoyed a gret monopoly
There ge a clause whieh gives the company the i ight te for fifty yoare, and, in the second place, that they ked the
force a borrower to msure hi o building and deposit hie unlinited power to charge what rate the pleascd. The
poicy with the conpany. If the man y burentout they Crédit Foncier took stops to meet those objections by

may rw the roney and keep it, and ifmae property as renouneing the monopoly and by aeking for the limited
diminished in value they can Haim the whole amount of the potver of charging interest at a rate net teexueed 8 per
tan. Tiey wibetay yof munt pay the whole money or we cent. We thouglt wetyad thus met therview of hono.

wio rue you. The farmer wil teay I cannot do it. Thon membors. The only objection raised by the lion. mmber
they will aay: IdGive us 8 per cent. and we willlt you off." for Bastil.asting was that thocompany was instituted for
Have the other companies the same privilege? No. The the purpose of lending money at 6 per cent., and the
Credit Foncier du Canada ias not that priviloge. This queston of rnonopoy was raised on the other side. Why
company have the insurance in their handa. They draw seany new objections now after we have met ree only
the noney; but thoresje eur clause that says if the debtor two raised. The monooly las been abandoned and a
buildes within the year the company is bound topay the limitedhrate of ingterene nfor , that an extraordinary
toney back t hm. Suppose man burn hie eusoe, the priviege t ogranth eow many banomwietdhate

whydidthe no coe t me ad athogh ama lyma' uebc At tis ear an thn et hemaskto e pace1 o
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been incorporated by this Parliament with the power of
lending money, not at 6, 7, 8 or 9 per cent., but at any
rate which may be stipulated between the parties ?
I believe an hon. member quoted not les than
fifteen or twenty charters granted by this Parlia-
ment giving unlimited power to companies to charge
interest at any rate. This institution has rendered
great services not only to the Province of Quebec,
but to the whole Dominion. From the moment it came
into operation, the rate of interest all over the Dominion
became reduced from 10 to 6 per cent. We do not want
to go as high as 10 per cent, We lend moncy at 6 per cent.
as long as we can get it in France for 5 per cent., and want to
be in a position to lend at 7 or 8 per cent. when money in
France cannot be obtained under 6 or 7 per cent., and every
one familiar with theFrench money market.knowsthat a year
ago it was impossible to get money there under those rates.
How can you expect French capitalists to lend money
here at 6 or 7 per cent. when lhey can-get that much for
it at bome. The objection has been made that if this
amendment is granted, the Crédit Foncier will, before a year,
request all their debtors to refund their mortgages. I am
surprised that an objection of that kind should be made.
The hon. member should know that in the mortgages of the
Crédit Foncier tliere is a clause, as there is in all deeds or
mortgages beween loan societies and their borrowers,
which says that the money so borrowed shall be repaid in
certain instalments, and as long as those instalments are
met the debtor is entirely independent and free from the
Crédit Foncier.

Mr. FISHER. As long as tbey are met.
Mr. GIROUARD. But you find tha' privilege in the

special charter of the Crédit Foncier, and I would ask the
hon. member who, if he is a lawyer, is a man of common
sense, whether it is not permitted to himself, when he
lends money-I would not say to one of his constituents, I
suppose that would not be politic-but when he lends money
to any man, whether he has not a right to say: If you do
not pay your instalments, principal and interest within the
time fixed, I shall have to request you to pay the whole
amount ? That is quite regular, and that is the privilege
that is asked for by the Crédit Foncier. It is a privilege
that exists in common law, and there is no necessity to jut
it in the charter. It is the same thing with the insurance
license: there is a clause which permits the Crédit Foncier
to take the amount of insurance which has been effected on
the property, as security for the loan. if this is an exor-
bitant thing it is a thing which has been done in every deod
of mortgage, and I wonId ask every hon. gentleman whether
that is not the case. What is there extraordinary in that?
Really, I am surprised to hear the objections that have been
made to 6 per cent. I think the hon. member for Laval
(Mr. Ouimet) has met any objection which lias been made
by his amendment to the effect that only 8 per cent.
would be required including the cost of administration.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Not exactly so. The amendment says
that 1 per cent. shall cover the cost of administration, but
the Bill says that in no case shall the whole exceed 8 per
cent.

Mr. GIROUARD. I hope the Bill will be allowed to go
to its third reading, subject to the amendment which bas
been accepted by the promoter of the Bill. I cannot uner-
stand wby, after all the discussion that tock place last year
on this Bil, it shoald not be allowed to go through without
opposition. One of the great advantages offered by the
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien, is not an advantage to
be derived from its charter, although it is mentioned in the
charter-which is, that nearly all the moneys which are
borrowed are payable by single instalments. That poweri
is given by the charter. Ordinary loan companies may
oan their money in that way if they like. In this countryj

Mr. Gaouàa (Jacques Cartier).

the system prevailing is te loan money for a certain fixed
period, the interest being payable every year, but in the
Crédit Foncier it is payable to the capital account, and the
interest is payable by a sinking fund of 7 per cent. per
annum, and when the interest is 6 per cent. it takes thirty-
five years to pay the whole capital and interest. The com-
pany has loaned in this country " about one million and a
quarter, most of it loaned in that way. The loans are all
on long terms, and I have known many of them extending
to even fifty years. The promoters of the Crédit Foncier
are exceedingly anxious to continue their operations, pro-
vided they are placed in a position to get the necessary
funds from the French market. To show their anxiety, I
may mention here as a fact, because it is within my personal
knowledge, that they refused an offer to buy ail their mort-
gages after the Bill was defeated last year. I may say that
I made the offer myself te pay them half a million within
six months and the balance within a year, but the offer was
refused. They are very anxious to continue their opera-
tions, and surely no man in the liouse can say that the
terms of the Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien are ruinous to
the country. They ask 8 per cent., and I can quote you
fifty loan companies in the country who loan at 9, 10, 11
and 12 per cent.-in fact they can charge any rate they
please.

Mr. FISHER. The hon. member for Jacques Cartier cer-
tainly did not quite understand the points I wished to make
in regard to the loan being drawn. Although I am not a
lawyer, and not a money lender, I am quite well aware that
in the majority of cases when the conditions of the loan are
not fulfilled, the lender has a perfect right te close the
mortgage. This company is now loaning money at six per
cent., and with certain conditions which I know perfectly
well the rural population very often find it difficult to fl-
fil; and when we allow that company to charge an extra
2 per cent., it is a temptation te them to foreclose those
mortgages, which I do not believe the majority of money
lenders can resist. I do not believe the Crédit Foncier will
resist that temptation, and I believe the result I pointed out
a few minutes ago wilt be really brought about.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Last Session I objected to a
change in the law, for the reason that, if we allow the C:'édit
Foncier te loan money at 8 pcr cent., we would cause
all other companies, now loaning at 6 and 7 per cent., te rn
them up to 8 per cent. Parties who borrow money have to
pay for registration and valuation. If we allow this company
to charge 8 per cent., then all the parties who borrowed that
million and a quarter dollars at 6 per cent. will have te
pay 2 per cent. extra, and will therefore suffer an injus.
tice. We make the borrowers pay the solicitors' fees, the
valuati>n fees, and the registration. The hon. gentleman is
a rich lawyer and thinks that is all right, but if he was a
borrower he would think differently. I would like te ask any
hon. gentleman in this House, where is the farmei that can
afford te pay more than 6 per cent. interest on his loans ?
Ail other companies in this Dominion are kept down to 6
per cent., because the Crédit Foncier have their charter
limiting their rate of interest to 6 per cent. Previous to
their obtaining the charter, money could not be procured
from any company at less than 8 per cent. The hon.gentle-
man says himself that he offered to buy out the company;
he wanted te get clear of the Crédit Foncier, but we want
to keep therm here. The best evidence we want that
the company has sufficient privileges already, is that
they do not withdraw their loans. They borrowed 'this
money in France, as it is admitted by the promoter of this
Bill, at 4 per cent., and is not 2 per cent. enough for
bringing it out to this country, after paying all expenses
connected with it ? But that will not satisfy them.
The countrymen of the hon. gentleman, and the parties
in the other Provinces, were told they could have this
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money as long as they required it; that the loan would
be renewed whenever it was due, and that they could
havethe money for 6 per cent. as long as they wished to
koep it. But now their money is gone; money in France
is not so plentiful, and they want to make up their losses
by charging the people higher rates. This company has
been made to do more than one kind of service, and I con-
tend that this House will do a great injury to
those parties who have borrowed money for 6
per cent. if they grant this request. It will be
deceiving the borrowers; nobody can deny that statement.
If we keep the company limited to 6 per cent. we shall
keep this $1,250,000 in the country. Other companies will
have to keep the interest where it is. I admit this is a
serious question; it is a difficnlt thing to keep interest
within bounds, but the very moment ve open the door when
will it be closed again ? Will another company comae to
this country and ask charters from the Dominion Parlia-
ment and the Provincial Legislatures to enable them to loan
money at 6 per cent. Never during the time we shall
occupy seats in this louse. Hon. members, representing
rural and agricultural districts, will do a great injustice
if they vote to increase the rate of interest from 6 to 8
per cent., to withdraw a million and a quarter of dollars
bearing 6 per cent. to be re-loaned at 8 per cent., and their
votes will come up again in judgment against them. Why?
It would amount to taking the very heart's blood out of the
industrious people of the country,the agricultural class. I say
positively that I regret there are not more members in this
Hlouse scnt bere to support them and advocate their
interests. Some say this is a political matter. I think
polities have nothing to do with it, because it is a question
affecting the people in every section of the country. The
Lon. member for Jacques Cartier, a gentleman belonging to
the French population, was one of the strongest advocates
of this company, who endorsed its claims with all the
cloquence in bis power, pointing out what they were doing
for this country and for the interests of agriculturists in
offering to loan money at 6 per cent. ; yet he now comes
here, two years afterwards, and declares the company
cannot afford to do business at 6 per cent., but must have 8
per cent., and he beseeched and threatened the House with a
view to effect this change. This is a bad system to intro,
duce, and I hope this Bil[ will not be given the third read-
ing, and that the rate of interest, 6 per cent., will not be
changed.

Mr. AUGER called attention to the fact thal the hour
assigned to Private Bills had passed.

Mr. SPEAKER. My attention having been called to
this fact, I must now call Public Bills in order.

PUNISHMENT OF ADULTERY, SEDUCTION, &c.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Cameron (Victoria), that tho Bill (No. 13)
to provide for the punishment of Adultery, Seduction,
and like offences be not now considered, but that it be
referred back to the Committee of the Whole with instfue-
tions to amend the same.

Motion agreed to; and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. MoCARTHY, for Mr. CAMERoN (Victoria), moved
that the following words be added at the end of clause 4:
" Proving the offence to have been committed."
ý Mr. CHARLTON. The wish and temper of the House
have been narticularly manifested on this matier, and I
have no desire to attempt to accomplish what is impossible
under the circumstances. The charge made against this
clause was that this clause was altogether too vague in the
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matter of corroborative testimaony. I had some conversa-
tion with the hon. gentleman who moved this amendment,
after the Speaker left the Chair-I regret he is not bore
to-night-and I understod ho would bo satisfied with the
clause which I am about to submit as a substitute for clause
four. The clause which I propose is as follows:-

" Provided that the evidence of the female in respect of whom the
alleged offence is allowed to have been committfed shallh be corroborated
by some other material evidence in support of the alleged promise of
marriage, seduction, inveiglement, or enticement."

It removes the objection that corroborative evidence on
some immaterial point would be held to be corroborative
evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it is almost impos-
sible for the House to decide hurriedly on the amendment.
We cannot at the moment sce what will be the bearing and
effect of it. I arn very strongly in favor of the amendment
moved by the hon. member for North Victoria, which, I
believe, will meet the justice of the case.

Mr. WELDON. The same objection which the hon.
member for North Victoria took, applies to the amendment
just moved: it might extend so far as to destroy the evidence
of the female. When the law respecting actions for breach
of promise of marriage in England was changed so as to
allow the plaintiff te ho calle as a witness, similar language
was introduced to that now suggested. Now, I think that
is the language of the English Act; and in this Act it would
scem also to eho conveyed in the words "promise of marriage
and seduction," in the first section ; in the second section the
seduction in the case of the tutor, or teacher;
and in the third clause, in the enticement of a female. It
seems to me, that these words convey the exact idea of the
hon. member for North Victoria, as to finding corroborative
evidence regarding the material facts necessary to prove
cases brought; and it is the language of the English Act as
I have pointed out.

Mr. MoCARTIY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me exceed-
ingly dangerous for us now to meddle with this matter. The
Committee will remember that the hon. member for Victoria
(Mr. Camoron) gave notice of this amendment, so that the
fouse might consider thefacts; and for that purpose, the de-
bate was adjourned. But now, after notice has been given, and
the matter is to come up again, the House is asked deliber-
ately to vote for an amendment which ought to ho made in
the sense which the hon. member for North Victoria pro-
posed; and to make this alteration now, it seems to me,
would be in violence of what we voted necessary the other
day-that we should have opportunity to consider the
whole subject. In the hasty glance which I have been able
to give to the matter, it strikes me that the amendment sug-
gested is not at all such as this House desires should be
made. The amendment says:

"Provided that the evidence of the female, in respect of whom the
alleged offence is allowed to have been committed, shall be corrobor-
ated by some other material evidence in support of the alleged promise
of marriage, seduction, inveiglement or enticement."

That is exactly what we thought as to the other evidence;
but that is not what we thought ought to be corroborated.
It relates to an immaterial part of the offence, and is not
what ought to be corroborated ; and yet the hon. gentleman
now suggests that this is a matter which is material, and
which atone should be corroborated. Other words follow;
but still they do not follow, as I understand they should
follo w, in this clause, but are made applicable to the diffe-
rent sections. There are three or four sections-one, two,
and three of the Bill-and these three sections were al[
intended to be met.

Mr. CHARLTON. Seduction and promise of marriage
are the offences provided against in section 1, seduction
in section 2, and enticement in section 3; and all these
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separate and several offences are to be supported by corrob-
orative evidence as to each one of them, so that the charge
of indefiniteness cannot be raised against the measure; for
the nature of the corroborative evidence is clearly defined
and specified as to the several charges, which form the
charges of misdemeanor in thii Bill.

Mr. McCARTHY. If the hon. member is right-and I
do not pretend to say ho is wrong from the hasty glance
which I have hadc the opportunity of giving to the measure
-what difference exists between his amendment and the
amendment of the hon. member for North Victoria?

Mr. CHARLTON. The latter amendment states that the
corroborative evidence should be positive, and that the
offence shall be proven by this corroborative evidence,
leaving the evidence of the woman out of the question. It
goes on to provide that this corroborative shall be positive
evidence.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. And corroborative ought
to be positive evidence.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the difficulty raised by my hon.
friend from Simeoe, might be met by a slight change in the
construction of the proposed clause; all that is necessary, is
to provide in the first clause of the Bill, that the evidence
shall be corroborated as to either promise or seduction,
instead of which, my hon. fiiend from Victoria wishes-and
I understood that this was the sense of the House this
afternoon-that the evidence of the woman should be
materially corroborated-both two things without which,
there would be no special offence. Well, that verbal criti-
cism may perhaps be correct; but, it may be entirely got
rid of by this slight alteration: That the corroborative
evidence shall be in support of the promise and seduction,
in reference to the offence specified in the first clause; the
seduction, in reference to the offence specified in the second
clause; and to enticement, specified in the third clause; thus
requiring for both, material corroborative evidence for
the offence mentioned in the first clause; and
corroborative evidence for the other two offences. This
will meet the diflcuhty, in reference to the motion of the
hon. member for North Victoria, and I think that my hon.
friend will see the force of ii. He says that the corrobora-
tive evidence should be adequate to the offence, and puts it
whether the evidence of the female primarily, should ho
accepted altogether in proof of the offence. This would
seem to me entirely inconsistent with the motion of cor-
roborative evidence, and I agree that the corroborative
evidence should be material, and materially support the two
conclusions, namely, the promise and the seduction.

Mr. McCARTHY. The suggestion made by the hon.
member meets certainly the views I had on the subject. I
thought and think stili, that both matters ought to be cor-
roborated, and if this were made as precise as the hon.
member suggests, it would meet the views I had, but
whether it will meet the views of the House is another
thing. I do not know what in this respect are the views of
the hou. member for Victoria, or what the House thought
ought to be corroborated independent of the evidence of the
female; but as far as I am concerned, I will be satisfied
with the suggestion just made. I think that the proposition
of the hon. member who has charge of the Bill is rather
indefinite.

Mr. BLAKE. I agree with the hon. gentleman ; but that
would be placed beyond cavil with that slight alteration.

Mr. CHARLTON. I will be very happy to meet the
suggestion.

Mr. WELDON. The object is to obtain material evidence
in support of the original offence; and I think that the sug-i
gestion. made will cover the grounds intended.

Mr. CHARLTON.

Mr. MoCABTHY moved the following amendment:-
Provided that the evidence of the female in respect of whom the offence

is alleged to have been committed shall be corroborated as to the firat
section to both the promise of marriage and to seluction, and as to the
second section hereof as to the seduction, and as to the third section
hereof as to the inveiglement or enticement, by some material evidence.

Bill reported.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved that the louse a.ain resolve
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 14) respecting carriers
by land.

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

(In the Committee.)

On the eleventh clause,
Mr. COUGULIN moved the insertion of the following

proviso, in place of all the words "after parcels or not :"
" And no special contract shall be valid which exempts the carrier

from iliability in the receiving, forwarding or delivering of any such
articles, animals, goods or chattels as are hereinbefore mentioned, fée
any loss or damage occasioned thereto by the neglect or default of any
such carrier or his or its servants.

He said : The clause at present reads thus:
" Except as hereinbefore provided, no carrier shall limit the Common

Law liability of such carrier, for the loss of or any injury done to any
horses, cattle or other animals, or to any articles, goods or things,
whether contained in packages or parcels, or not, in the receiving, for-
warding or delivering thereof occasioned by the neglect or default of
such carrier, or his or its servants, by any special contract, unless thé
same shall be signed by the owner or by the person delivering suph
animals, articles, goods or things respecting for carriage."

The special contracts, as you are aware, arecontained in bills
of lading, which all railways use. In one of these docu-
ments the following clause, regarding live stock, occurs

"The owner of animals undertakes all risk of los8a iry, dame
and other contingepcies in loading, unloading, transpr on, ceve-
ance or otherwise, liowsoever, no matter io* etauáed.>'

If loss is occasioned by the fault of therailwy cgmpany by
the cars gettipg off thei raek, by collisioi, bythe doqrs, of
a car getting loose, or by anything for which the railway
company is rosponsible, the shipper has no defence
'after he signs this bill, and the railway erqmpanies will not
accept any freight from any shipper unless he sigs t his
bill. I want to hold railway companies responsible for all
the goods they carry, and for all loss or damage wbich is
occasioned by their fault or neglect, and I hope the Huse
will sustain me in this amendment.

Mr. McCARTHY. I think the object my hon. friend has
in view is not to be attained by the method he proposes; if
his amendment is adopted it will only make the clause
absurd. The way to obtain his object would be to strike
ont all the words after the words " parcels or not;" but I
do not think the sense of the Commnittee is in favor of that.
My notion is that the railway company should have power
to make a reasonable and a just contract, but that no such
contract should be binding unless it is signed by the con-
signor. I acknowledge that the railway companies may
say, "If you do not agree to our ternis, we will not carry
for yon at all ;" but the next clause says that no such con-
tract shall be binding unless it is just and reasonable.

Mr. COUGHLIN. I cannot accept my Ion. friend's
proposition. He would leave it to a Judge to say what is
just and reasonable; but I want Pariament to say that the
railway companies shallnot have power to make these con-
tracts.

Mr. BL RKE. A little difficulty might arise from-the
suggestion of the hon. geptleman, apart from that statel by.
the hon. memuber for, North Simcoe. Companies sQmetimes

314



0OMMONS DEBATES.

hà,vé tçNo èyàteis for bui-rying live stock-one under which
t1ey take the ordirary risk and charge ordinary rates; the
other uder which they carry at a very much lower rate
and the shippeit takes all the risk. If this clause were
anendéd, the company might be deprived of this right to
make special contraéts.

Mr. WELDON. We ought not to deprive the company
of this right to make a special contract altogether. In the
next section We fud thàt the Court has power to declare
what is just and reasonable, and if the party were forced into
a special contract that was unjust or unreasonable, the
Court would not sustain it.

Mr. McCALLJM. In many parts of this country the
coinpanies will refuse to carry cattle unless the shipper
signa a clean bill of lading, so that he has no recourse.

Mr, PATTIËRSON (Essex). This clause 11 does not pro-
vide Any protéction.

Mr. MoCARTHY. The twelfth clause gives protection.
Mr. PATTERSON. Many parties sign the bills of lading

as they sign insurance policies, without reading all the
clauses. In the bill of lading I hold in my hand there are 21
clauses, and the seventeenth clause has three sub-sections, one
of whidh throws all responsibility for damages and accident,
loading or unloading, and during carriage on the shipper,
even though these accidents may be caused by the negli-
gence or default of the company's servant, and the shipper
must sign this bill of lading or the company will not take
his stock. Theie should be some remedy. It would not
be reasonable to prevent companies making special con-
tracts, but they should be compelled to have their bills of
lading printed in such a way as to direct attention to all the
clauses.

Mr. McCARTHY. The eleventh section is simply intended
to provide that no special contract shall have any effect, or
be binding unless the shipper signs it. The next section
establishes that even if he does sign it, and it is not just or
reasonable, it is not binding. This is taken from the Act
enforced in England since 1854 and which seems to have
worked wll there, and would not affect the case mentioned
by the hon. member for West Durham, because the condi-
tions in it would be just and reasonable.

Mr. ORTON. We all know that railways almost force
shippers to sign certain bills of lading if they wish to have
their goods carried. My hon. friend from North Middlesex
desires simply to do away with special rates. We have
always looked upon the hon. member for Simcoe as the
champion against any discrimination in rates and I regret
he opposes thisclause.

On the thirteenth clause,
Mr. McCARTHY moved to add the words "or as to tolls.,
Bill reported.

PROMISSORY NOTES AND BILLS OF EXCIIANGE.

Mr. WELDON moved the second reading of Bill (No. 78)
to amend the Act passed in the fifth year of the reign of
her present Majesty, intituled: "An Act to repeal the duty
on promissory notes and bills of exchange," and to declare
the law relating to stamps on promissory notes and bills of
exchange.

Bill read the second time; and referred to a Select Com-
mittee composed of Messrs. McCarthy, Girouard (Jacques
Cartier), Jamieson, Weldon and Wells.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 10:10 o'clock p.m.) the louse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONSY
THURsDAY, 29th March, 183.

The SPERB took the Chair at Three o'clock.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

The following Bills were severally introduced, and read
the first time:-

Bill (No. 96) respecting booms and other works con-
structed in navigable waters, whether under the authority
of Provincial Acts, or otherwise. (From the Senate.-
(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Bill (No. 98) for the better prevention of fraud in
connection with the sale of Patent Rights.-(Mr. Mulock.)

RED POINT (P.E.I.) BREAKWATER.

Mr. McINTYRE enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to construct a breakwater at Red Point,
Lot 46, King's County, Prince Edward Island, next summer,
or at any future time ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, in answer to
the hon. gentleman, I may say that the Department has not
the information necessary te direct the building of a break.
water at this place.

SELKIRK PORT OF ENTRY.

Mr. ROSS (Lisgar) enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Govern ment to make Selkirk a port of entry ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not the intention of the Government,
at present, to establish Selkirk as a port of entry for Cus-
toms purposes.

COTTON WOOD CANON, B. C.

Mr. REID enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to improve the navigation of Cottou Wood Canon on
the Upper Fraser River, British Columbia, and if so,
when ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. This matter, Mr. Speaker,
is still under the consideration of the Government.

ST. JEAN PORT JOLI PIER.

Mr. CASGRAIN enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment te ask for a revote, the same as last year, for the
addition to the Pier of St. Jean Port Joli, county of
L'Islet ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, the intention
is not to drop this vote, but to go on with the work.

PUNISHMENT OF SEDUCTION, ADULTERY, &c.

Mr. CHARLTON moved the consideration and third
reading of Bill (No. 13) to provide fbr the punishment of
adultery, seduction and like offences, as amended in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

Bill considered, read the third time, title amended, and
passed.

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENTS.

Mr.CAMERON (Huron), in moving that the House resolve
itself into Committee on Bill (No. 6) to provide that per-
sons charged with misdemeanor shall be eompetent as
witnesses; with which are consolidted Bill (No. 2) to
amend an Act respecting procedure in criminal cases, and
other matters relating to Criminal Law; Bill (No. 4) to
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amend the law of evidence in criminal cases, and Bill (No.
30) to amend the Criminal Law, and to declare it a misdo-
meanor to leave unguarded and exposed holes cut in the
ice on any navigable or frequented water, said: I may,
perhaps, explain, before you leave the Chair, Mr.
Speaker, the provisions of the Bill, as amended by the
Select Committee, to which this Bill and three other
Bills were referred. You will find, in reference to the
first section of the Bill, it provides that in all cases of
misdemeanor, the defendant, a prisoner,and his wife, are made
competent witnesses to gi ve evidence on the investigation
and trial. Now, this is not an unusual provision in our law,
as you well know. The law now provides that, in cases of
assault and battery, a defendant is a competent witness
in his own behalf, and the Bill of the hon. member for
Norfolk, which creates a new class of crime, just passed
provides that a defendant shall be a competent witness in
such cases. The principle is not a new principle, either in
Canada or England. The right of defendants to give
evidence in their own behalf is recognized in England in
some cases of misdemeanors, and you will recollect that by
the Plimsol Act of 1871, which made it a misdemeanor to
send an unseaworthy ship to sea, thereby endangering the
lives of seamen, defendants were made competent witnesses.
The same principle has been recognized in Canada, in cases
of assault and battery, and this Bill proposes to extend the
privilege m ith one step farther. The position of a defendant
is guarded and protected in the second clause of the
Bill, which provides that, where a defendant does not see
fit to go into the witness box in bis own behalf, neither the
counsel nor the Judge shall make comments on this fact.
The third clause provides that if a person is charged in the
indictment with a higher offence than misdemeanor, and it
turns out on the part of the prosecution, that nothing
more than a misdemeanor is established, the defbndant shall
then also be a competent witness in his own behalf. There
is another clause or two which have relation to evidence in
criminal cases, but of a different character to the evidence
I have just commented on. It is known, Sir, in the
Province of Ontario and elsewhere, that there are certain
individuals who, although they do not decline to take an oath,
yet upon whose consciences an oath administered in the usual
way is not binding. We know that, in Toronto, and I beliove
elsewhere, the evidence of persons of this class has been
rejected upon the ground that they had no faith in the
solemnity of an oath upon the Bible as administcred in
courts of justice. Now, it is not desirable that evidence
of this character should be excluded altogether, although
such persons may have some peculiar notions with respect
to a future state of rewards and punishments, yet in other
respects they are intelligent and respectable, whose solemn
affirmations may be as roliable as the oath of most men.
At all events, we are in this position : that if they do not
declare the truth on their affirmation, they are liable to be
punished by fine and imprisonment in this world at any
rate. We provide, by section four of the Bill, that
the class of persons called Agnostics shall be com-
petent as witnesses upon their making a solemn affirm-
ation and declaration that the evidence they are to give
in court shall be the truth, the whole truth, and
nothing but the truth ; and that, in case they do
not tell the truth, they are liable to be prose-
caei to the same extent, and in the samo manner,
as if they had taken the oath in the ordinary way'
This principlo has been recognized in Ontario, and it is the
law in England at the present time. The Legislature of the
Province of Ontario, the Session before last, passed an Act
making these persons competent witnessesupon their taking
a declaration such as I have mentioned; and, in England,
these persons are competent to give evidence in the same
way, both in civil and criminal cases. Now, there is no
reason why the law which prevails in the Province of On-1

Mr. CAMON (Huron).

tario, and in the Empire, should not prevail in the Dominion.
Another clause was added by the Committee at the sug-
gestion of the hon. member for Queen's, (P.IE..) It
makes provision that the Statutes of any of the Provinces
of the Dominion be evidence upon their more produc-
tion. Now these Statutes require to be proved in order
that they may be accepted as evidence ; and this clause
provides that the production of these Statutes shalt be
evidence of their having been properly passed, just
as our own Statutes are recognized, upon their produc-
tion, by the Judges in the courts. Clause eight embraces
the Bill introduced by the hon. member for Hamilton (Mr.
Robertson). It provides that cutting holes in the ice in
certain public places, and leaving the apertures unguarded,
or unprotected, shall be a misdemeanor, subjecting the
person commnitting the offence to inprisonment. It is an
important clause, and one which, I think, should be passed
by the House. We know that in many public places holes
are made in the ice, and lives are lost by the carelessness or
recklessness of the persons making these openings. It was
thought advisable by the Committee that such carelessness
should b made a criminal offence, and they have so pi o-
vided in this Bill. There is another clause in the Bill
which the Committee, after a good deal of deliberation,
saw fit to introduce. You, Sir, no doubt know that, in
our Province, at all events, there las been a doubt in cases
of capital felony, whether or not when the jury retire they
are entitled, as a matter of right, to have light, bat, and
nourishment. I know that some of the Judges on the trial
of felonies decline, after the charge of the Judge bas been
made, and the jury have retired to consider their verdict, to
allow them either food, heat, or light, and, in some instan-
ces, they have been kept in their rooms for a whole night
without either. It was thought that there should be no doubt
left upon the subject ; and that Judges should henceforth be
at liberty to provide these comforts and conveniences for
juries if necessary. I believe the law of England is such
that juries have a right to be provided with these comforts;
but in Canada, as I have pointed out, the Judges hold differ-
ent views on the subject. The Committee thought that
that point should be put beyond doubt, and that juries who
are discharging important duties in the interests of the
country and the Crown, should not be subjected to all kinds
of inconveniences and deprivations, simply because they
happened to be empanelled on the trial of a capital felony.
These are the principal clauses of the Bill submitted by the
Committee, after a good deal of care aid deliberation, and I
trust they will meet the approval of the Ilouse. I move
that you now leave the Chair.

Mr. BLAKE. I wish to make one observation. I did not
understand, when we referred a number ofÈ the Bills to the
same gentleman, that it was the intention thereby to mdi-
cate that the opinion of the House was, that they should all
be consolidated. It seems to me that it would Le incon-
venient that measures with reference to the Criminal Law
-the different categories of the Criminal Law-should be
consolidated. Of course, ithe great bulk of the provisions of
this Bill deal with matters of procedure, and it might be
very well that they should be brought together, but there is
also a clause making a new offence-I mean the clause with
reference of Ieaving unguarded holes in the ice-and it
seems to me thal it would be more convenient when a new
offence is created that it should be kept separate from.clauses
which deal merely with questions of evidence and procedure.
I throw out the suggestion as one which seems of some con-
sequence in th framing of our Statutes, and perhaps the
Ion. gentleman wil consider whether or not the particular
clause to which I have referred should be made a separate
Bill.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that cognate subjects should, as far as pos-
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sible, be dealt with. by one Bill, and that they should nol
be mixed up as they are in this Bill with heterogeneous
matter. Though this Bill applies to the Criminal Law gen-
erally, still, as the hon. gentleman has pointed out, the eighth
clause has nothi rg to do with procedure or evidence, but
creates a new offence. I do not think, however, that it
would be well to strike it out at present, from the fact I hope
by next Session there will be a consolidation of the Criminal
Law, which will include, of course, the proper sub-division of
the various branches of the Criminal Law under appropriate
heads; otherwise, I should object to this clause being put in
the Bill, as it might better be made a separate Bill.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I may state that on this
subject there was a difference of opinion in the Comrnittee,
and the ground on which the clause in question was inserted
in the Bill was the understanding that there would shortly
be a consolidation of the Criminal Law.

Mr. BOSSÉ. This Bill, although apparently inoffensive,
is really an exceedingly comprehensive measure. It touches
the very root and foundation of our laws. The first clause
contains a distinction which I for one have not been able to
make. I am at a loss to understand why a man would be
a competent witness for himself upon his indictment for a
misdemeanor, and not be competent for himself upon an
indictment for felony. Where the line should be drawn I
am at a loss to conceive. Is it thought that his slight in-
terest at stake in an indictment for a misdemeanor would
not induce him to perjure himself, whereas his larger in-
terest at stake in an indictment for a felony might induce
him to do so ? If we admit that distinction, we must
see that the clause is a bad one, becauso it acknowledges
the principle that a man might or might not perjure him-
self, according to the nature of the offence with which lie is
charged, and accordiing to the gravity of the condemnation
to which he mright be subjected. In other words, we might
say that what might be believed coming from the accused
on one occasion, might not be believed coming from him
on another occasion, and therefore his evidence would very
nearly go for naught. But that clause contains another
provision whieb, I believe, would be subversive of all the
rules of morality. It is here provided that the wife can be
a wtness for ber husband, and the husband for the wife.
Now, we ail know that, as a rule, accusations of misdemeanors
fdll upon p;ersons belonging to the laboring class. In most
cases a conviction for such an offence means poverty for the
accused. The wife, standing in the witness box to be heard
as a witness for her husband, knows very well that, if a con-
viction follows, as a result of that conviction some weeks,
perbaps some months, of imprisonment will be the lot
of ber husband, and she sees poverty and starvation
staring her in the face. She will, therefoie, be
placed between her love for ber husband, and
added to that, poverty and starvation for both ber-
self and her children, on the one hand, and her oath on
the other. What will be the result ? Does anybody believe
that the wife will fairly state the facts with her knowledge
witli these three evils-to her husband, to berself and to
her children -staring her in the face ? I say that the
evidence of a person placed in such depressing circum-
stances could not be relied upon, and, in order
to obtain it we have the spectacle of that
woman placed in that position, contrary to public morals
and public decency. 'he evil is more than that, an acquit-
tal might follow as the result of the perjury of the wife,
or a conviction might follow as the result of her telling the
truth. In the latter case, what would be the feelings of
that man on regaining his liberty and returning to his
home. The result of bis wife's conduct would be for him
ignominy and shame, and rest, peace and love would be dis-
troyed in the household. But if we look at this clause, we
shahl find it contradictory in its views. On the other hand,

t it says that the wife may give evidence for the husband,
s or the husband for the wife, but that they cannot give

evidence against each other ; then we read :
"But every such witness cilled and giving evidence on behalf of

the accused shall be liable to be cross-examined like any other witness
on any matter though not arising out of bis examination-in-chief:
Provided, that so far as the cross-examination relates to the credit
of the accused, the Justice or Justices, or the court, may limit such
cross-examinations to such extent as it thinks proper, although the
proposed cross-examination might be permissible in the case of any
other witness."

iWhat would the evidence in cross-examination ho but evi-
dence against the accused? What would be the duty of the
Judge under such circumstances ? It is easy to see that
this portion of the clause could not be put into effect, and
this fact shows how impossible it is, with any propriety, to
allow a husband or wife to give evidence for the other.
Objectionable as this clause is, there are other clauses in the
Bill which appears to me to be still more objectionable. I
call attention to clauses four and five. I may as well state,
at the outset, that I believe them to be, in some respects,
unconstitutional. It bas been ruled that, in all mat-
ters over which this Parliament has jurisdistion, it
has power to legislate on questions of proof ; but
I do not think that we can treat questions of
proof as principal matter, and make laws as we do bore,
and I take it that these clauses are ultra vires. You will
also find that articles 255, 256 and 257 of the Quebec Code
of Procedure contains special provisions which would be
entirely done away with if this law were adopted. I take it
also that this section five is useless, because all the ground
covered by it is covered by the general Common Law as well
as the Statutorýy Law of the Dominion. ln the twentieth
volume of the Upper Canada Queen's Bench Reports, I find
reported on page 95, the case of the Queen vs. Wah
Pah Mag, in which I was told that, without the necessity of
any other law, the laws now in force admit of the oath of
an Indian being taken in the form prescribed by whatever
religion he professeý, or by his own conscience, if he believes
in God, without having recourse to any particular form of
oath. These two sections, therefore, would interfere with
our special lav in the Province of Quebec, and would be, as
far as section five is concerned, useless in the Province of
Onturio. Even concurring in the merits of the two clauses,
I consider them subversive of law, subversive of respect for
the Constitution and respect for the deity. Every-
where, and up to very lately in England, it has
been found that whenever men had to decide
questions connected wit'h money, honor, or life, it
was impossible to leave the decision of those questions em-
barrassed or biassed by predictions, or by the love, hatred,
and ail the passions of man. It was found that a greater
and higher control was necessary, that man, as man, without
referring to the Almighty, was too feeble a creature to be
trusted in cases where his good or evil passions were brought
into play, and something more than his mere affirmation
was required in questions of honor, life, or death. At all
times, all nations have had recourse to the same guarantee
whenever any charge, or duty, or public office of any kind
had to be entered upon by any man. Everywhere the oath
was administered in order to secure, as much as possible,
the honesty and purity of the office. We must bear in mind
that the BiH, as it is brougLht in, may induce us into error.
The clause of which I am speaking, clause four, does not re-
fer to particular fbrms of oath, but goes to the negation of
the oath. Except of late years, that negation, never entered
into the mind of legislators. In some countries one form
was adopted, in others, other forms, according to creed,
manners, customs ; and though some of those forms might
appear ridiculous to us they were far from being so among
those who used them. For instance, a Chinaman would
take an oath by breaking a saucer, and saying he wishes his
soul would be broken in the same way if he should speak
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falsely. In India, a native takes an oath by touching the
foot of a Brahmin, and in some parts by placing his hande
on the water of the sacred Qanges. A Jew will take an
oath on the Pentatench with bis head covered; in Alsace, he
takes it by placing bis hand in that of the Judge. Every-
where you will find the same idea of the interposition of
the deity, either expressed or implied-theDeus testis and
the Deus vindex: in the former, calling God to witness to
the truth ; and, in the latter case, expressing readiness
to submit to all the punishments, in this and inthe future
life, inflicted for perjury. Are we to abandon now this safe-
guard which has been everywhere found necessary? Let
us reflect coolly before doing so. Let us not, for the more
sake of the word progress, adopt a clause for which we may
soon have cause to repent. Inl 839, a Bill of 'similar pur-
port was adopted in England. Had the experience of that
Bill been a good one, I would not be prepÙred to oppose
the clause, but we find such bas not been the case. Taylor
on Evidence, alluding to this matter, says:

" The policy of thus relaxing, in favor of atheists, one of the funda-
mental safeguards of truth, and of encouraging the public avowal, if
not the collusive assumption, of infidelity and irreligion, may admit of
a serions doubt; and the more so, as the cases in which any inconve-
nience could arise from the old law, are unquestionably of very rare
occurrence."

In a foot-note, he says:
" The author, during the twenty-five years he has been a Judge of

County Courts, has heard the oath administered to at least 250,000 wit-
nesses, yet he cannot recall to mind a single instance where any atheis-
tical objection to being sworn has been raised before him."

This -bas been the experience of one of the most expori-
enced men of England on the state of things which then
was found sufficient to induce the House of Parliament to
adopt this law. In this country we have not even the same
reason. I am proud to say that, in the course of twenty-
four years' practice at the Bar, I have not once found it
necessary to have recourse to a law of this character. Not
once in my district has there been found any necessity foi
it. I say, Sir, that there is no reason for such a Bill. It is
not right to say in matters of this kind, as I heard it
stated in this House the other day, that we ought to be
proud to be in advance of other nations in these respects.
I say that only extreme, only the direct, necessity ought to
bring us to this. We have not yet a Bradlaugh in this
House, and I hope we never will have one. But, Mr.
Speaker, there is an additional and much more powerful
reason than those I have mentioned, which ought to induce
us to reject this clause of the Bill. We have all learned
at school, we all know, that there can exist no atheist
in good faith. There is no man, with the ordinary gift
of common sense and reason, who will refuse, who
can refuse, to believe in the existence of the
Almighty. If ho does profess to disbelieve in the
Almighty, there is only one conclusion to come to-he is
either a crank, or a hypocrite. No man, I repeat, gifted
with the ordinary quantum of common sense, eau honestly
say that there is no God. Therefore, if such a man is put
into the witness box in a court of justice, what have we got
to think of him? Either that his judgment will be biassed
by some defect of his mind, or that he is so much governed
by his passions as to be a hypocrite. What credence can
we put in his evidence ? Can we take the evidence of such
a man in questions of life or death ? Dare we put the honor
and fortune of eur fellow mon in the hands of such an indi-
vidual? I say that no juryman will believe him. Every
juryman in the box will say that-he is either a crank or a
hypocrite, and will refuse to accept his evidence. If such
wili be the resul t,why should we place on the Statute-book the
declaratioL. that in thie, our Dominion, we recognize athe-
ism as existing among us ? If we must recognize atheism
as existing in this country, why should we give it special
privileges, and slow a man who las the audaoity to say

Mr. BOU&

that there is no God, a privilege that no other man in this
,country"can enjoy ? Why should we put upon our Statute.
book an invitation to the poor, miserable creatures who
make such a profession of faith, to come here and receive
from our Logislature that welcome which other nations re-
fuse them? Are we going to say that those who'are
spurned by all reasonable men, shall be recognized in our
laws as having the right to testify in courts on an equal-
aye, and on a more than equal-footing with their fellow-
men? Mr. Speaker, I cannot refrain from calling your
attention to the fact that we are asked to legislate in direct
contradiction to the prayer which we offer at the begitning
of each sitting. We pray that religion and piety may
exist in the Dominion of Canada, and in all Ber
Majesty's possessions. Is it in the name of that prayer; is
it in accordance with that prayer, that we are going to
declare that atheism must be recognized in our laws ? We
have repeited that divine prayer: "Our Father who art in
Heaven, hallowed be Thy name." Is this the way in which
we are going to hallow that name? Is it by consecrating
impiety and atheism, and recognizing them as standing
institutions of our country, that we are going to testify, as
legislators, that we do hallow the name of God, and respect
and revere it ? I hope that I have said enough to show that
we ought not to adopt the clause to which i have referred.
Wherever a similar law has been adopted it has donc no
good, and has been shown not to have been necessary. As
to section five, I consider it not only harmful, but useless,
because it adds nothing to the law we now have, and is bad
for another reason. It is there stated that :

"5. If any person, called as a witness in any court of criminal jurisdic-
tion or in any civil proceedings, in respect of which the Parliament of
Canada has jurisdiction in this behalf, or required or desiring to make
an afidavit or deposition in the course of any such proceedings, shall
refuse or be unwilling, from alleged conscientions motives, to be worn,
or shall declare that an oath is not binding on his conscience, it shall
be lawful for the court, or Judge, or other presiding officer or person
qualified to take affidavits or depositions, upon being satisfied of the
sincerity of such objection, to permit such person, instead of being
sworn, to make his or her solemn affirmation or declaration in the words
following, that is to say:-

"', A. B., do solemnly sincerely, and truly affirm and declare, that
the taking ot an oath is' accordi to my religioua belief, or not binding
on my conscience, as the cease may b' , 1and I do also solemnly, sincerely,
and truly affirm and declare that, c. ' "

This clause is not only bad for the reason I have stated, but
it is too general. If we are to pass any clause of that kind,
we ought to say that every person brought up as a witness,
if ho professes to believe in God-bocause the presumption
is that every man brought up in a Christian country does
believe in God-if he has any scruple in taking the oath, if
the form which is offered to him is not the form prescribed by
his own religion or creed, then lie will be allowed to take
the oath according to his own particular religion or creed.
I believe that would add nothing to our present jurispru-
dence ; but if it is desired to pass it, let us pass it in that
way, that each man shall ho allowed to take the oath ac-
cording to the form of his own religion and creed. No
legislation can interfere in matters of religion. Every form
of religion is recognized by our law, and no Government
and Legislature cau interfere between God and a man's
conscience. If a man's conscience tells him that lie cannot
take the form of oath which is tendered to him, or cannot
make the affirmation which is tendered to him, let him take
one which his conscience will approve. Let him follow his
own conscience according to his own creed, and then we
wili have a sufficient guaraintee, a guarantee reoognized by
every nation, that the man is a fit and proper witness.

Mr. LAURIER. If I have any fault to find with the
first section of this Bill, it will be for reasons totally differ-
ont from those which have just been urged by my hon. friend
from Quebec Centre. He objecta to the aocused in all cases
of misdemeanor being allowed to testify in his own favor.
In my judgment, the clause is not only a good one, but I
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see no reason at all why the same provision should not be
extended te cases of felony. I see no reason why a person
accused o? felony should net be allowed te testify in his
own behalf. as well as a person accused of simple mis-
demeanor. It has been proposed te make it a principle of
our law-to give all parties accused of misdemeanor
the option of testifying in their own behalf, and of
giving their version of the facts Net only is clause
eight a good one, net only is the principle a good one,
but I think it is within the knowledge of almost every
one, that our courts of justice, on many occasions, will,
te some extent, connive at what is not in the law of the
present day, and allow the prisoner to testify in his
own behalf. We have all heard of a case tried recently in
Ottawa ¯where the Judge, te some extent, allowed the
prisoner te testify in lis own favor. It was a case of mur-
der. The hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) was
defending the prisoner-I am sorry he is net now in lis
seat, se that if I misrepresent the case he could correct me
-and according te the report of the case which I read, that
gentleman, while addressing thejury, was allowed te read a
letter or statement in writing, wherein the prisoner gave
his version of the facts, and the Judge said it was for the
jury to believe those facts, or not te believe them. If this
be true, that was, in my opinion, admitting the prisoner
te testify inb is own favor, and te admit the prisoner
.to testify in the very worst sense, because the Crown had
no opportunity to cross-examine the prisoner on his eown
statement. If the proviso embodied in this Bill had been
law the prisoner might have taken bis choice of walking
into the box and giving bis own version of the facts, and
the Crown would have had the privilege of cross-examining
him, with a view te eliciting the truth, as the Crown be-
lieved it te be. So I do net agree with the Ion. member
for Quebec Centre, who urges that this section should
be struck out of the Bill. If it be defective in some
manner it is because it does net go far enough. Of course,
this is a new feature, and as a new feature it is liable to be
misconstrued; but theb on. gentleman will remember--and
I am sure the hon. Premier will remember-the storm of
opposition raised, in the Province of Quebec, when Sir
George Cartier, twenty years ago, introduced a new principle
in our Civil Law, that a party could be compelled, by the
adverse party, te enter the box and be examined as a
witness. I remember distinctly at that time somue of
the most eminent Judges on the Bench said it was an invi-
tation te parties te commit perjury.-Our experience, however,
bas been such, that at this moment scarcely a case las been
tried in that Province where both parties are net examined
by the adverse parties. A case always commences with
the examina ion of the party who is put in the box by the
adverse party. The law has worked well, and that the
same provision applied generally will work well, is clear.
The only point in which I take objection is the last pro-
viso in the first section, which runs as follows:-

" Provided, that so far as the cross-examination relates to the credit
of the accused, the Justice or Justices of the court may limit such
cross-examnation to such extent as it thinks proper, although the pro-
posed cro:s-examination might be permissib'e in the case of any other
witness."

I do net see any reason why more favors should be extended
to the accused than te another witness. If a witness i
placed in the box, net of bis own motion, but by process o
court and against bis will, he can be examined aud forced
to answer any questions put te him, however objectionable
they may be. The operation of the law may be a bard one,
and perhaps it is; but, if the principle is too bard in its
operation, it must be struck out of the general law as it now
is. On the other hand, if it is reasonable that, under the
law of the land, witnesses can be cross-examined on any
subject, I see no reason why the same rule should net apply
te a4 accusel, There is a further reason. In this case the

accused is a voluntary witness and entera the box of his
own motion, and there is no reason that I can see, why
more favors should be shown to him than to any witness
compelled by process of court to enter the box. As to the
other clauses of which the hon. member for Quebec Centre
bas spoken, I have nothing to say. If they are objection-
able, they can be eliminated in Committee of the Whole;
but the Bill is a good one, and the principle should be
affirmed.

Mr. TUPPER. I do not agree with the hon. member
for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) in his reply to the hon.
member for Quebec Centre (Mr. Bossé) when he states that
the very able argument made by the latter hon. member
against the first two or three clauses of this Bill, simply goes
to show that the Bill does not go far enough. The point in
which this Bill differs from the legislation of a similar
nature attempted in England, is that the Bill which was
criticised there as being a eompromise of the original ques-
tion involved, applied to all indictable offences. This
original bas for some years occupied much attention in
Great Britain and other countries; it has been discussed
at great length, and the arguments, pro and con,
have been fully placed before the people. But when the
question first came before the people of England, it was in
a totally different shape to that which it has assumed
here. At first it was proposed that the prisoner should
be permitted to make his statement, and, finally, the
Committee which was appointed by the House of Commons
to consider the Criminal Code Bill, reported to the effect
that the prisoner should have the option of testifying in
his own favor on oath. Tiat was regarded as an unsatis-
factory compromise of the question there. The Right Hon.
John McLaren, Lord Advocate, in a very able addrcss, deliv.
ered in Scotland on the work of that Committee, so criticised
that part of the report; and I think, when we find in Canada
a Bill introduced in this shape, differing from the Bill discuss-
ed in England which applies to all indictable offences, that in-
,stead of weakening the argument of the hon. member for
Quebec Centre, it goes to prove that the principle taken all-
in-all is a dangerous one. Feeling, as I do, that the principle
of the first three clauses of the Bill is a dangerous one, and as
it concerns a most important question connected with the Gov-
ernment of the country, the administration of the Criminal
Law, I cosider it necessary to point out what I have ascer-
tained as regards this Bill, and the history of the advocation
which a short time ago prevailed in England on this subject.
A very eminent man, whose name is quite familiar to hon.
members of this House, now a Judge of one of the English
Courts, Sir Fitzjames Stephens, when he began the work of
codifying the Criminal Laws of England, introduced, in
1879, in the Housc of Commons, a Bill for that purpose.
That Bill was then referred to a Committee of the House of
Commons, and finally a Commission, towards the end of the
Session, I think, was appointe i, consisting of very eminent
men, Sir Fitzjames Stephens was one of them, and the
others Judges, who went over an immense amount of
material, and over this question from beginning to end. A
draft Bl was submitted by that Cfommit,,e, containing no less
than 500 different sections, though the Bill originally consisted
of a much lo?-s number. Now, it ha been stated, and I think
verly fairly, in connection with this Bill, that it was proved to
the country at large, from tbe researches of these gentlemen,
that the last part of this Bill, relating to procedure in
criminal cases, had been hurried through an l ili considered.
The Lord Chief Justice of England, in June, 1879,
in eritici-ing the measure, began, and continued in subse-
quent letters, remarks in this connection, stating that
the immense amoint of' the duties of the gentle-
men engaged on the work, and the short time bestowed
upon it, was apparent fron defects in many parts of
the Bill, and more particularly in the latter part of it, re-
lating to procedure. The Commission itself was divided.
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The question in England at that time, discussed as it had which I am aware has been most ably discussed on both
been by the magazines of the day, and on the fi or of Par- sides, and it is a question which has necessarily occasioned
liament, was not in such a shape that this Committee dared able arguments on both sides. We know thatvery important
to undertake to state, as thoir opinion, being the resuit of States in the Ameri2an Union have adopted this change,
their labors-like other men of other countries, and in the this reform, years -igo; but I think that they were in a
country to which they belonged-that this reform should different situation, as regards ideas of law, though they still
take place, If it will not trouble the House, I would like retain the Common Law of England, than we are, or the
to read from that report, because it is, at the very basis of people of England are, for, if both before and since. Con-
the discussion to-day, the remarks that the Commission federation these British Colonies have most zealously ad-
which was appointed for that purpose made in reference to hered to anything in connection with Great Britain, it is
this feature of the Criminal Code of the Bill-and the fea- in reference to criminal legislation ; and I think we fre-
ture of the Bill which is now before this louse: quently hear the strongest arguments that can fortify any

" We have passed over section 523, which enables the accused to offer proposal in this House, and notably in regard to the reform
himself as a witness. The Bill contained a clause (section 368)enabling proposed in this Bill, with respect to people who cannot
the accused to make an unsworn statement on his own behalf, subject- conscientiously take an ordinary oath, are based upon some
ing him to cross-examination of a restricted character. For this we Bill introduced in the Imperial House of Commons-and
have substituted "- rightly, too; because the whole world can regard with
I may here say that the substituted section corresponds pride, not only the criminal legislation of that kingdom, but
with the principle of the seetion before us, excepting that also the effective and efficient manner in which it is carried
it applied, as I stated befbre, to all indictable offences, and out, not only in ordinary times, but also in the different
was not confined to misdemeanors. crises which there occur-such, for instance, as the manner
"Section 523, which renders the accused, and the husband or wife of in which the laws are administered in England to day-and
the accused, competent witnesses for the defence. As regards the the extraordinary manner in which crime is not only
policy of a change in the law, so important, we are divided in opinion. investigated, but the fair and impartial manner in which
The considerations in favor of and against the change have been fre- criminals are tried, and the speedv justice which is admin-
quently discussed, and are well known. On the whole, we are of opin- . ... .'

ion that if the accused is to be admitted to give evidence on his own 1stered in every criminal court of that kingdom. It is a
behalf, he sbould do so on the same conditions as other witnesses, sub- matter of just pride, not only to the Englishmen at home,
ject to some special protection in regard to cross-examination." but to the Britishers here, tiat the Criminal Laws of that
Now, as I stated befoi e, the Lord Advocate of Scotland, country stand se welI in comparison with the laws cf ofher
shortly after this report was made, published a review cf courtries. We wi comparo tbcm in cunction wîth the
the subject, and thus criticisel this part of that report: general view cf this question. Takng th experience cf

" The code prepared by the Criminal Law Commissioners offers whattmAnhoiStesedcethe a agee sho suasre
to my thinking is an unsatisfactory compromise of the question. The
proposai is that the accused person should be entitled to tender him- as thiswho wouid compare for one moment the experience cf
self for examinaio , and should be subject to cross-examination by the criminal courts cf the American States, whih have
the prosecution, t.ut that the prosecution should not be entitled to
examine the accused in the first iustance. This was, in effect, giving
an option to the prisoner-not only as to whether he should answer Laws are administered at home? I venture te say that n
the questions, but as to whether any question shall be put to him. I man standing here would point with any confidence te the
see no reason why the feelings of an accused person should be con-io
sulted to this extent.'

challenge cemparison with that cf Great Britain; and in
Well, after that, when the matter came before the public, those respects, the iaws, as I Say, are widely different. At
it met with very hostile criticism. Lord Justice Brettvery the root of it ail comes the difference betwcen the criminal
virulently opposed any change of the kind as a most legisiation cf the continent nd that cf Great Britain.
dangerous innovation. In a charge to a grand jury at one Years age, the system of torture in Great Britain in criminai
of the Assizes, le came out very strongly indeed against the utaers, whicl for a long time disgraced the European con-
principle of that portion of the Bill in toto; and other tinent, existed; it consisted in terturing prisoners, and
eminent men have also discussed this subject at great under it innocent people were often compelled te convict
length; and, finally, what was the result ? In June, 1880, themselves by a long and persistent procedure. If one
as the result of the labors of these eminent men, Attorney- wanted te go very fully into this matter, heould mention
General Sir John Holker introduced a Bil, and if this is cases such as where a prison er-in France-net many years
examined, it will be seen that the Attorney-General omitted ago, under that barbarous system, was, day after day, and
entirely this clause, which evoked such ,an interesting and niglt after niglt, questioned and cross-questioned, and
hostile discussion in the country. Well, as we are al told time and time again, in the mst emphatic manner,-
aware, the labors of the flouse of Commons were then very it was stated, and repeated, and persisted in, that she was
onerous with regard to other important matters, and the guilty ofthe cfence; they were simply workiag upon ber
whole subject of the Criminal Code was necessarily dropped feeings-mesmerising if yen ike-p-i-sistently arguing witl
at that Session. Later on, as late as 1882, a Bill was intro-lier, and charging lier witl the crime, and te get rid of the
duced by the Attorney-General cf the day, who, in dis- worry and the trouble te whichaie was subjected she con-
Essing the question, and in going gver the whole matter fessed that she had committed the crime. After thi w
provies te the introduction cf the Bill, omitted atl reference had been carried inte execution it aas discovered that she
lc the question whici we aire now considering, and lie was entiroly innocnt f th e crime and unconnected with i t
neither explains wliylie did net include it in tlie Bill, in any respect wliatever. Thie, it wil be said, is an ex-
ner did lie take up the question and cfer it for discussion treme case, but the prineiple is tle same-the principle of
on the floor cf the flouse then; but he breuglit in a large putting a man, etten a weak, ignor-ant, and illiterate man, in
Bill on crininal procedure, which, he said, was based upon the box, and allowirg an able AttornSey- tenera, experienced
the report tewh iliI have efrred, and from wh ilihoead in cross-examination, who, ne matter hw impartial he may
Largely drawn inet cf its clauses. But it will be fouad as ho and saow properlyled may administer is duties, is nearly
[hbave tatedlie said the thon 'feeling in Engand was ht always to the opinion, froni constant practice Uin Pro-
rip'0 for suclan extraordinary change in tlie Criminal Laws secuting, that any man who is put in hea criminal doket
opthe realm. Now, I do net wisl te occupy the tinte cf is a guilty man. I say tsnt I de y an innocent pere n,

lie lieusela discussing the pros and the cons cf this qules- and particularly an ignerant or iliterate persea, tB undergo
Lion. As I have aiready stated te the buse, it iY a question sucl ang rdeal for several hours witlieut breaking down in

mates wih o alngtmedsgaedte-uopa-cn

Mir. Tumaic.
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swme parts of his story. The very failure to tell a narra
tive corrcitly from beginning to end several times over, i
lialble, in the opinion of certain people, and according t<
the trîticisms 'of able counsel, to put such a prisoner in an
improper and sometimes unfortunate position before a jury
it has often been a matter of comment in papers and maga
zinos, which have discussed this subjeet, that it is a mosi
diffie*lt thing for an honest and innocent man, with the
fallest intention of telling the truth, to relate a narrative
two or throe limes over, and make it exactly the same each
time. Efibelbshments are often made; matters which the
person teliing the story considers of small importance, are
frequently changed, and finally, if the story is told four
or five times over, many important differences will
occur. Any person who is at all familiar with the
practices of the courts of law, will sec that the
weakness of human nature is taken great advantage
of in these courts; the witness is compelled time and again,
and no natter how long the interval which may have
elapsed between the different examinations, to tell the story
over and over again for the purpose of seeing how his dif-
ferent accounts of the same incident compare. Are we to
place prisoners under this law- prisoners around whom so
many protections are thrown by tho laws of our country.
and the laws of the Mother Country-in such a position as
that? The hon. gentleman who bas charge of this Bill
will, perhaps, tel[ me that h bha made provision for that by
the clause to which reference has already been made, and
which gives the prisoner an option-he wilt say that this
clause will protect an innocent man whose counsel thinks
him too weak, or too illiterate, to stand a cross-exarmination,
innocent though he be. In answer to that argument, I
would point to the experience which was had under this
very law in the State of Maine, where this clause was held
and proved to amount to nothing. Judge Appleton, in
giving his opinion on the question when it was brought
before the Supreme Court on a writ of error, statod, ithat
whether the Legislature had enacted that vause or not,
made little difference, as it amounted to nothing in effect;
and he held that it was no misdirection on the part of a.
Judge inK.Nisi Prius, toinstruct the jury that the fact that the
prisoner did not go into court and tell the whole story, was
a sti ong featuro in proving bis guilt. Whether the law
was so or not, or whether he was right or not, I say that
ton mon out of twelve on a jury, who see a prisoner who is
charged with a crime, stand in the dock day after day dur-
ing his trial without opening his lips in reference to the
testimony, would infer that his silence was an admission of
guilt-they would infer that there was somethi"ng wrong;
and yet that prisoner might simply be obeying the instruc-
tions of his counsel, who, not with a ear of any admissions
of guilt, but believing that it would bo injudicious and
unadvisable to put a man of his temperament or education
in such a position of peril, advised him nîot to
give his evidence. The result would be a mi-carriago of
justice. I say, further, that the old thoory or mnaximn, that
no one is bound to criminate himsolf, is a healthy one, and*
the moment thisequestion is brought up these legal reformors
will have to step into another dopartment. They will have
to pay attention to civil matters, whore no effort has been
made in:the direction of change in this respect; for if this
new- principle is right, then the old maxim to which I have
referred, sud under which our laws are administered in the,
courts every day, is wrong. I contend that the very facti
that able men such as Stophens himself-a man of high and
admitted influence in England. to day'-have failed ini
all their attempts to induce the British iouse of Commons
at this period of their history to make a reform of this kind,
augura very badly for the principle of this Bill, and thatj
such a resait must have been attained from the experience
of countries whioh ure now working undor measures similar 1
to this. I think I have alroady stated, that a very strong i
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- argument against this Bill is the one in connection with the
s encouragement of the crime of perjury. It is well to
o bear this in mind, for there will no doubt be great induce-
a ments, especially to the hardened and clever villain, to take
, advantage of this Bill. It is often said that it is a difficult
- thing to tell what is net truc in such a way as'to bring con-
t viction to the minds of a jury. But, under such a measure as

this, there will be given an opportunity for the clever, cunning,
and experienced criminal to take the stand and by making one
simple statement avoid the danger which he would incur by
telling a long narrative. Thus, instructed by his counsel,
giving the finishing touch to the fiery eloquence of that

r counsel-sometimes not much better than himself-and
giving him- the opportunity of making a simple contradiction
of the most important evidence adduced by the prosecution.
Any gentleman who is at all conversant with the adminis.
tration of criminal justice even in Massachusetts will admit
that such things frequently occur. This was notably the
case in the Piper teial, in which the prisoner was proven
guilty of a shocking murder by evidence which I consider
was clear and unmistakable. The press of the city.of Boston,
in which the trial took place, commented very strongly on
the subject and contended that there was not the slightest
room for doubt as to the guilt of the prisoner. But
this man Piper was so astute and conducted himself
with such a degrce of canning that the first jury
hefore whom ho was tried disagreed upon their verdict.
That was the argument of the prisoner's counsel, and so well
did he succeed that, as was afterwards shown, the
prisoner almost escapod. If we can mention cases of that
kind it is not bard to believe that there would be many
other far more alarming cases happen in our midst. For
my part, i cannot bring to bear on this subject the great
experience of the hon. member for Quebec Centre; but the
short experienceo I have had in another Province has induced
me, perhaps at too great length, to occupy the attention
of the Houseiin defending the maintenanceofthe present law
in this respect, and in opposing this clause of the Bill. In
conclIus;io)n i nay explain that 1 formed one of the Special
Committee te which was referred the Bill (No. 6) which con-
tained this clause. I was net thon aware that it was
irregular to serve upon a Committee on a Bill te the princi-
ple of which one was opposed. In regard to the other clauses
of the Bill I am highly in favor of every one of them.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I desire te say a few
words in reference to that part of this Bill which formed
the Bill which I introduced into the House. I refer te
clauses four, five and six. With regard te the first thrce
clauses of this Bill, I agree with almost everything that'
has been sait, and said so well, by my hon. friend from
Pictou (Mr'. Tupper). I also was a member of that Com-
mittee, lhaving been appointed te it in my absence, and my
own Bill was referred te the same Committee. I have very
great doubt as to the advisability of enacting the first
three sections of this Bill. The remarks of the hon. mem-
ber for Quebec Centre are te my mind very forcible. I
cannot understand, if a person is qualified to give evidence
on his own behalf in a case of misdemeanor, why
ho should not b4e equally qualified te give evidence in a case
of felony. I know that some of the County Judges of On-
tario ai e in favor of a law of this kind; but after a good
many years experience at the bar, I cannot say that I have
come te the conclusion that it would be desirable te amend
the law in the direction of the first three clauses of this Bill.
With regard te the other clauses, which have been so
strongly opposed by the hon. member for Quebec Centre, I
wish te state, first of all, that although the Bill originally
containing them was introduced by me last Session,
and again this Session, I did net do se because I bave
the slightest sympathy with those people who pro-
fess not to believe in the existence of a God. I wish
it te be distinctly understood that I have no sym.
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pathy whatever with these people. I think they are to bo
commiserated with because they cannot make up their
minds, as the great body of Christian people do, that there is a
personal God. But it appears to me that that is not the
question before the House, and that it is not involved in the
principle of this Bill. This Bill is not in the interest of
agnostics, so called; it is in the interest of publicjustice. It
is of the firat important that overy person who is charged
with a crime should bave the benefit of all the evidence that
can be brought in his favor, while on the other band the pro.
secution should have the same advantage. It is fortunate
for the hon. member for Quebec Contre that he lives in a part
of the country where, in the course of twenty five years ex-
perienee at the bar, ho bas not met with more than one or two
cases of witnesses being disqualified because they could not
take the oath. My experience, I regret to say, has not been
of that character. My experience is that many menare dis-
qualified from giving ovidence bocause they have conscien-
tions scruples against taking the oath, and are unable to say
that they are satisfied of the existence of a Supreme Being.
There are many men, too, who are not so unscrupulous that,
whether they believe in tho existence of a God or not, they
will declare that they have doubts, in order to avoid
giving evidence. But the conscientions, truthful man,
who occupies a iespectablo position in society, who proves
himself, in all his actions in life, to bo an honest, straight-
forward man-and who goes into the box, and bays that
he has doubts or scruplep, and cannot take the oath-I say
that man acts as praiseworthy a part as any man can. IL
requires a good deal of moral courage for a man of such a
character to go into the witncss box, and openly in Court
declare that ho has doubts about the existence of a Supreme
Being. The statement of such a man is as likoly to
be truthfut as that of any other witness. Now
we know in the course of civil and criminal cases
that often a person happens to be the only witness to a
transaction. The counsel opposed to the side on which
that witness is called, may know ho has doubts as to
the existence of a Supreme Boing, and for the purpose of
getting rid of his evidence will make the objection. The
evidence is ruled out under the law as it now stands. In
the Province of Ontario, on the civil aide, a man of that
kind is competent to be a witness. He is also competeutto
be a witness in England, since 1869, when a law was passed
to allow of bis evidence being taken. Although the learned
authority-Taylor on Evidence-from which my hon. friend
from Quebec Centre has quoted, may, with scores of lawyers,
and a few Judges, be opposed to the principle, yet we do
not find there has been, on that account, any effort what-
ever on the part of the Parliament or people of England, to
ropeal or modify that law. On the contrary, it has been
found to b a beneficial law. Now, this Act merely declares
that:

"4. If any person called to give evidence in any criminal proceeding,
or in any civil proceeding, in respect of which the Parliament of Canada
bas jurisdiction in this behalf, objects to take an oath or is objected to
as etent to takeian oath, such person shal, if thepresiding Juige

is gatisfled thte taking of an oath would have no binding effet on
bis conscience, make the following solema promise, affirmation andî
declaration ;9

" 'I solemnly promise, affirm and declare that the evidence to be giveni
Ly me shall be the truth, the whole truth,>and nothing but the truth.'"

Mr. BOSSÉ. "So help me God."
Mr. ROBERTSON. My hon. friond on my left says: "So

help me God." It is not necessary, to make a man tell the1
truth, to say that at al. Any man who is qualified to be oa
witness eau tell the truth just as well by making that declara-1
tion as if he called God to witness at the end of every sent-i
once. Therefore, while I symp>thize with the sentiments1
uttered by my hon. friend from Quebec Centre, yet this lawi
goes far in this way: that although a man may not believe, ho
ean swear by God, yet ho has the fact placed before him that
if, under a solemn declaration to tell the truth, ho tells whati

Mr. RoBERTsoN (Hamilton).

is not true, he is liable to the pains and penalties of perjury.
And I believe that in many cases such considerrtionsas those
govern a man more than the consideration of a hereafter.
That is my exporience as a counsel of somo thirty years
standing. I do not see why persons qualified, as they must be,
before they can take this oath or affirmation, should be ex-
cluded from giving evidene. This matter has net been
brought before the Iouse unadvisedly. In many cases in our
courts in Ontario, the Judges themselves have regretted that
there was not such a law upon the Statute-book-that persons
were excluded from giving evidence because they had those
doubts. I cannot understand why they should be excluded.
It is not very long ago since the Mennonists, a Christian
people, were not allowed to give evidence because they
could not corcientiously take an oath; but in 1809 the law
was amended so as to allow them to affirm. ln 1829
the law was extended to the Moravians, who up
to [that time, were not qualified on the same ground te be
witnosses. It is not very long ago since the parties in civil
cases could not be witnesses if they had any interest in the
result, but that has all been done away with. It wase ex-
tended by degrees in this way : First the plaintiff had the
rigbt to call the defendant or the defendant the plaintiff, but
neither could call himseolf. Now, however, ei.hor party can
be a witness for or against himself, and is compelled to givo
evidence. Even thon the law was not extended te all cases,
bocause in some cases, which it is not necessary here to
mention, a plaintiff or defendant could not be a witness on
his or her own behalf. In the last year or two that law
bas been extended, and new all persons in civil proceed-
ings are compelled to give evidence for or against himse.f.
This being the case 1 came to the conclusion that this
was a proper law to introduce. When I first intre-
duced the Bill Ihad an idea that perhaps-asthe Billpassed
in England it did not apply to Scotland-it would b woll
not to apply ihis law to the Province of Quebec, but after
consideration I proposed to extend the law to the whole
Dominion as it was deirable we should have throughout one
Code of Criminal Law. I am satisfied my hon. friend fron
Quebec Centre is wrong in the conclusion ho bas come to
as to the impropriety ofa law of this kind. Ilowever be
bas a right to his opinions which he bas expressed ho
eloquently, but I see no reason whatever, so far as that part
of the Bill is concerned, why it should not become law.

Motion agreed to; and the House resoivcd itself into
Committece.

(In the Committee.)

On tho first clause,
Mr. CURRAN moved that the Committco do now rise.
Motion agreed to, on a division.

SPEEDY TRIAL OF INDICTMENTS A(TAINST COR-
PORATIONS.

Mr. WELDON, in moving the second reading of Bill (No.
83) to amend the Acts respecting procedure in criminal
cases, and other matters relating te Criminal Law, said :
The object of the Bill is to provide a speedy mode of trying
indietments against corporations. At present the system
is such that we have to proceed by certiorari, in the Court of
Queen's Bench or the Supreme Court, and thon call upon
the accused to file thoir plea, when the case is sent
back to h tried at subsequent Assizes. The result is that
the delay frequently causes a failure of justice. By the
mode suggested in this Bill, parties can be compelled to
appear at the assizes, of course being subject to the same
rule as other deendants, where in the interests of justice,
or in order to enable them te make a proper defence, a
postponement can be had The Bill has been suggestei to
me by one of the Judges of the Supreme Court of N ew
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Brunswick, a case having occurred there where a great
failure of justice took place in consequence of delay. The
Bill has been submitted to the Minister of Justice for his
approval.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I cordially agree with
the hon. gentleman that this is a very good Bill. It will
prevent a failure of justice in many cases, and will prevent
vexations delay in proccedings by corporations who do not
choose to resiet, perhaps, well-founded claims.

Bill read the secon I time, considered in Committec, and
reported.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION IN IBRITISII COLUMBIA.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE moved that the IIouse resolve itself
into Committee to consider the following resolution:-

That in the opinion of this House it is expedient to enact a law
similar in principle to the law now in force in Australia, and entitled
the 'Influx of Chinese Restriction Act, 1881.'

He said: This subject which bas been before the Iouse on
several occasions, and to many-hon. membors it is not new,
and hence I think it will be useless for me to speak at any
length, feeling, at the same time, confident that a question
of this kind will be favorably recoived by members of this
House. In rising to move this resolution, I do so with a
feeling of great responsibility. I regret very much that the
circumstances and conditions existing in British Columbia,
render it necessary to enact a law making provision for the
protection of our people against the encroachment of
Chinese; but, Sir, the necessity for immediate legislation is
both pressing and imporative. In my humble endeavor to
place a few facts before the iouse, I ask the favor-
able indulgence of bon. members. The Legislative
Assembly of British Columbia, recognizing the evil conse-
quences resulting from the continued immigration of Chinose,
bas repeatedly pre4sed on the Government of Canada to
take some stops to mitigate the intolerablo muischief which
the Chinese have done, and are doir-g, to the people and
Province of British Columbia. Public meetings have been
he!d for th is purpose, and the people there are as one man
in their desir e to prevent any more Chinese entcring the
Province. So united are they upon the question that no
candidate, cither for this liouse or the Local iouse, would
have any chance of success if ho expressed dissent from that
desire. I have no doubt that sorne bon. membors wi!l ask,
" Why are you BritishColuimbians opposel to the Chinese
coming into your midst ? " I might be permitted to state
that we are opposed to those people coming there, in
the first place, because they come there ns slaves, and are
treated as such while there. The Chinese arc brought
there and sold in droves like sheep, and it is really
amusing, and ut the same time appalling to notice
the manœuvres of the Chinese bosses when these
immigrants arrive at our shores. When a ship reaches the
port of Victoria, for instance, with 500, 600 or 800 Chinose
on board, as was the case during last summer, and when
they are landel on the wharf, they are led away in groupa
by the different Chinese firms to whom they aie consigned,
and are laken to the Chinese Department, in Chinatown,
there, and the name of overy manis enrolled on the books of
those establishmonts. They are taken care of by the dif-
feront Chinese firme, and afterwards are sold to the highest
bidder. That is done in this way : white men, employers
of labor, knowing that a large number of Chinese have
arrived, proceed to those etablishments to ascertain
for what amount they caýn obtain 50, 100 or 150
Chinese. "How much will you give," asks John. Tho
white iman will offer so much. The Chinese firm
aay they eau get so-and-so ; and so the bargaining
goes on, the man offering the highest price socuring the
men. To make the matter worse, Chinese women are

t brought there and sold for base purposes. And this is ail
done in British Columbia, under the British flag. Slavery
of the most direful character is being carried on there to-
day, surrounded by a Christian community and Christian
institutions, and this slavery is demoralizing and contami.
nating the youth of our land. We are opposed to the
Chinese because we find it impossible to compote with them.
IL has been found to be impracticable in ail departments
of labor and industry involving manual labor for a white
man to compete with a Chinaman, especially in those light
situations which have hitherto been filled by women and
young people. Why, Sir, we have only to cast our eyes over
to the State ofOCalifornia, and we know, from what we have
heard-and possibly some of us know it from personal obser-
vation-that thousands of white men have had to leave that
State, many of them with their families; and they were com-
pelled to leave it because theyfound it impossible to compote
with the Chinese. What did Mr. Sergeant say in a speech
which he dolivered before the Senate of the United States in
1878:

IlA Chinaman will lire on wage3 7that wll fot support a white man
and his family, being wefl provided hiir on na handful of rice, and a
little refuse pork, and dessicated fish, costing only a few cents a dAy.
He becomes rich accordingly, to his own standard, on wages which
would beggar a white man's family."

Now, Sir, that statement is perfectly correct. In British
Columbia, to-day, a Chinaman can live like a prince on
twenty-five cents a day; and a white man cannot livo for
less than one dollar a day. A Chinaman has only himself
to support, but a white man bas himself and bis wife, .and
very often children. The grand object and move of the
Chinaman is always to offer bis services at a -lower rate
than white mon are getting, in order te drive the latter
from the field; but directly he succeeds in this, ho immedi-
ately demands a higher rate of wages. We have had a little
exporience, Mr. Speaker, in British Columbia, with regard
to competition between white men and the ChineSe. I know
of instances myself, where white men were engaged in cer-
tain callings, previons to such a large influxotbinese, who
were doing well, and making comfortable livings; but after
so many Chinese arrived, and went into the same kind of
businesses, these men found it impossible to produce the same
article which the Chinamon were producing, for one-half
of what they were willing to accept. The result
was that these white men were obliged to abandon
their callings, and leave the country. We have also had
experience, Mr. Speaker, as to what these people will do
when they are masters of the situation. Only a few years
ago, a diffierlty arose between the Chinese and their
employers; and on the sound of the gong in Chinatown,
every Chinaman who heard that sound, and who was at
work, dropped bis tools and ceased labor. Messengers wero
sent througbout the city to the hotels, private houses, and
boot'factorios, to state that the Chines. were wanted in
Chinatown; and every man employed in these places, as
well as in tbe barber shops, restaurants, &c., had te go at a
moment's notice, at the risk of his life, if h. delaycd doing
so. The reiult, Mr. Speaker, was that our boot factories
were closed, and those who employed these people in their
private bouses had to do the work themselves, for
which I was not sorry. The hotels, &c., were treated
in the same way ; and the Chinese did not
roturn to their situations until the matter was
settled in their favor. This shows what these people
will do, when they are masters of the situation; and to
encourage any number of them, Mr. Speaker, to come into
any community is simply to impoverish and demoralize iL.
Only a short time before I left for this city a ship left the
port of·Victoria for China with 500 Chinese on board; and
I ascertained on the best authority that they carried away
with them 8500,000. This has been carried on to such an
extent that we find that fully one-half of the total earnings
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made in the mines, and on the railway, and in private bouses
leaves the Province every year in the possessiGn of China-
men, there to remain for ever. Now, Sir, it would not matter
so much if the places of those who departed were not supplied
by other Chinamen ; but this is not the case, and these
500 Chinamen will live in China like princes ail the days
oftheir lives, on the amount of money which they have
thus saved,-while their places are filled by 500, 600 or 700
more slaves from China. They are coming and going ail the
time, drawing the life-blood out of the Province, and depriv-
ing our people of their just rights; and Isay it is no wonder
that our people there have raised their voices against this
invasion, and very justly so too, because they have too good
grounds for so doing with regard to this evil. Now, Sir,
apply this principle and condition of things to the Province
of Ontario, and the other Provinces, and 1 venture to assert
that a remedy for it would be demanded and found in less
than forty-eight hours. I fear, Sir, that unless some restric-
lions are placed upon the continued influx of Chinese into
that Province, the day is not far distant when they will mono-
polize the entireindustrial field. Wehavo already ii Britih
Columbia, some 13,000 or 14,000 Chinese. It is useless to dis.
guise the fact, that unless some measure is adopted immedi-
ately to prevent it, tbey will soon outnumber us; and I am
sure, that every hon. gentleman in this House will admit,
that such a state of affairs is not at all desirable. But, Sir, this
evil will not end in British Columbia. The other Provinces
will very soon smart under the demoralizing effects of slave
labor. When the Canadian Pacifie Railway is pushod
through to British Columbia, what will b the o0sult?
Why, these Chinese will find their way into Ontaio and
the other Provinces of the Dominion, and what will ho the
practical result of their presence in these Provinces?
Why, Sir, the white girls and boys, and the white men,
who are employed in our factories to-day, will be supplant-
ed by Chinese. I was in the little town of Gananoque a
short time ago, and I was delighted to find the numerous
factories there in full blast; and it struck me very foreibly
what a grand thing it was that ail those factories should be
carried on by white labor, and what a curse it would be.to
that little town if the Chinese were pormitted to take the
place of those operators. In Montreal, which I visited the

for the simple reason that they find that the Chines, age
able to produce many articles at a much cheaper rate than
the white manufacturers. As soon as the Pacifie Railway
is finished through to British Columbia, not only will the
Chinese come here themselves, but they will be in a position
to bring their manufactured goods into Ontario and the
other Provinces of the Dominion, becanse they can manu-
facture them at a cheaper rate than the loc:l manu1Ae-
iurers. We are told that it is economical to employ the
Chinese in preference to white men; but I am not one of
those who believe that doctrine. I believe that one white
man is as go)od as half-a-dozeu Chinese any time. I am.
sure that to-day the contractor for the Pacifie Railway in
British Columbia would not employ the Chinese to the
extent ho does if ho had white mon there to do his work.
I know we find mon in certain positions in soeiety, men
who do not come into contact with Chinese influence, or
Chinese labor, who repeatedly speak in favor of employing
them. But as a rule they are not practical men.
They are men who, in many insfances, occupy public
positions, and draw large salarios without doing much for
them. Now, Sir, I wish t> read a short extract, in refer
ence to this matter, from an interview which a newspaper
reporter had with a gentleman who bas built more rail-
roads than any other man in the same length of time.
His name is Mr. Clark. Ho says :

I It is stated, sir, that you are about to undertake the flial comple-
tion of the line (the Northern Pacifie) between the Eastern ad
Western ends.

" I may or may not. It is a question of time and labor. I can
engage to complete the road before the close of July next, but I must
introduce white in the place of Chinese labor.

" Then you will not use Chinese labor on the eastern end of the
?Northern Pacifie?
hav ; we havenot, and if we bad, I am of opiuion that there would
have been at least another year's delay in the completion of a through
line between Portland and chicago I have no faith in Chinese labor.
* * I have no hesitation in saying that Chinese day labor is a
failure."

After referring to a nurmber of ronds which ho bas built,
ho goes on :

"I have no hesitation in making the assertion that the work baa
been done much cheaper, much better, more quickly, and more substan-
tially, than it could have been done with Chinese labor."

other day, I was pleased to notice the number of large manu- That is the opinion of a practical man, who has employed
facturing establishments there giving employment to from both white labor and Chinese labor, and I prefer taking the
400 to 1,600 hands. Just imagine what a terrible curse it testimony of such a man to that of men who have had no
would be, and what poverty would result, in that city, if experience whatever in the busi osa. From a sanitary
these operatives were supplanted by Chinese labor. point of view, the Chinese are a great drawback to the

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair. community in whieh they live, especially where they are
found in large numbers as they are in the city of Victoria.

After Recess. I know it will be said that we ought to pass sanitary
measures compelling them to live properly. Well, I can

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. When the louse rose, I was refer- say that we have done so; but people who have had no
ring to the effects which would follow if the Chinese were dealings with the Chinese can form no conception of the
allowed to come into the varions Provinces of the Dominion, trouble and expense which they cause ta corporations that
and take the place of those who are employed in our try to make thom comply with the regulations. If they
factories. But not only would they replace those people, are prosecuted, sometimes lawyers will take up their cases-
but the persons who have helped to build up this country- and they are excellent clients for the lawyers. Theypaygnod
those who came into the Dominion when it was a wilder- fes; they have plenty of money, and they do not minc the
ness, and went into the bush and eut down trees, cleared money so long as they win the case. We have a by-law in
the forest, and levelled the bills, and made the wilderness Victoria ta regulate the sanitary condition of these people,
blossom as the rose-would have to follow the example of and extra men have been employed in order ta try and
the factory opes atore. I repeat, that it is impossible for compel them to live as they ought ta live. It is aleo found
white people to compote with the Chinese. There was a ta be very difficult ta get any taxes from them. I have no
time when tuLe question was one in which only the laboring hesitation in saying that out of the 13,000 or 14,000 Chinese
man was iriterested, but it is beginning ta take a different we have in British Columbia, not more than 9,000 pay
shape entirely. In British Columbia, the manufacturers, as their share of taxes. Not only de they not pay their taxes,
well as the laboring classeq, are beginning ta feel the evil but we have frequently ta employ extra men in order to
effects of the influx of the Chinese, as the latter can manufac- secure what we do got from them. During the construe-
ture their &wn goods more Qheaply than the white manufac- tion of the Pacifie Railroad in British Columbia, a year ago,turers. Many persons of that class, who, a short time ago, the Superintendent of Police and three or four deputies
were in favor of admitting the Chinese into British Columbia, were ordered to go up the railroad for the purpose. of
now express themselves decidedly opposed to their admission amsisting ta colleet the revenue taxes from the Chinese who

Mr. SHAKEsPEARE.
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were working on the road. Now, it is certainly very wrong in paasing a measure similar to that passed in New
unfair that the Government should be -obliged to go South Wales, Australia. I will just refer to one or two
to so much more trouble and expense to get their provisions of that measure for the purpose of showing its
taxes from that clas of people than - from any nature and extent. One provides that on the arrivai of
other portion of the population. I have no doubt hon. gentle- any ship at any port in this colony, the master shall deliver
men will wonder at this; but persons who have not resided to the collector the names of the passengers, and of the
among these people, and seen their tactics and their wily places whence they come. The Bill also provides that no
ways,cannot possibly understand this question thoroughly. vessel shall bring a greater number of Chineso than in
As an evidence of the unanimity of feeling that prevails in the proportion of one to 100 tons of tonnage. Should the
British Columbia upon this subject, I mnay mention that a captain fait to report, he is subject to a fine of £10; and a
fow days ago a resolution was unanimously passed in the penalty is also attiched should ho bring a greater number
Local Logislature, which. ii now aseembled, urging the of Chinese than allowed by law. Thore is also a provision
Dominion Government to take some steps towards restrict- that:
ing the immigration of Chineso to that Province. Some "lNotwithstanding anything in this Act cont ain<d, any Chinese
years ago, during the Walkom Administration, an Order arriving in the colony who produces evidence to the Collector of Ous-
was passed that no Chinese should ho employed in anyway toms, or other duly authorized officer, that he is a British subject,
by the Local Governments, and from thatday to the prosent shall be wholly exempt from the operation of this Act, and a certificate

of the Governor of any British Colony, or of a British Consul, shall
I do not believe that a solitary Chinaman bas drawn one be sufficient evidence of the claim of such Chinese to exemption under
dollar from that Government. In the Municipal Council of this section."
the city of Victoria, seven years ago, I think, I introduced Thus this docs not interfore wiLh BritiAh sutjects. This
a resolution that no Chinese should be employed in corpora. law also provides:
tion wo:ks. That resolution was carried, and not one
dollar has been paid by the corporation of Victoria to a The provisions of this Act shall not be applicable to any Chinese

duly accredited to this colony by the Government of China, or by orChinaman from that day to the present. So that we have under the authority ot the imperial Government on any special
done probably all that we can do towards remedying this evil. mission."
But there is a step further we want to go, and wbich it isItfurtherprovides:
impossible for the Local Govern ment, but is in the power ofIp
this House to take--that is, to place some restriction on "The penalties and restrictions imposel by this Act shall not, nor
the continued immigration of Chinese to our Province. bhall any of them, be held to be applicable in respect of any Chinese
The State of Califorinia, as you are aware, bas passed a Bill being one of the crew of any vessel arriving in any poit in New South

Wales, and who shall not be discharged therefrom, or land, except in
prohibiting Chinese from going in there during the next the performance of bis duties in connection with such vessel."
ton years. We ail know the difficulties and heartburnings I maintain that we have a duty to perforn in this matter,that the eoile of that State have had to contend witb' and which we owe to our country and our families, that isowing to the large influx of Chinese, before they finally to place some restriction to tese people comirg in. Aftersucceeded i passing the Bill. And no w, what is the result ? the assurance of the hon First Minister a few days ago, I feelWhy, Sir, that Bri-ih Columbia is to day the dumping place that this question will be favorably received by this Houseof the Pacific coast -the place where the Chinese are dumped. and I am sure by the country at large. Not only in BritishHence the grcat necessity for taking some step in the Columbia, but in Ontario and Quebee, I find that the peopledirection proposed in this Bill. It will be argued, I know, are in favor of a restrictive measure ; and hence pfel suchthat it will be time enough to place some restriction on the a measure would be in the interest of the whole of this vastChinese when the road will be finished; but that would be Dminion oic e are st o. thi e should
like shutting the stable door after the horse is gone. That Dominion epfwhich we are se proud. think we sheuld
would be working backwards. I maintain there is no tak e a stoe is night towards wiping out this incubus upon
necessity to wait for the completion of the road. There our Province, cad thus keep within our bordera a class of
are men coming to-day into that Province, and more will people who are calculatd te sympathize with us in our
come in, if an effort is not made to prevent a further influx of trial hrough life, who will c ilpo e p buli d up our country,
Chinese. There need not be any hesitation on that point, Who wile contribute I our publice institutions and te our
The Bill I propose to introduce does not propose to interfere churches; whilst the Asiaties never contribute a s]oitary
with those Chinese who are in the country to-day. We are dollar te those purposes-with a few exceptions. peow are
willing they should remain ther; but I think every hon. to prosper, how are wo tsucceed, if these peeple are
member will admit that 14,000 Chieiose in a Province se would kin and take our places? For thse reasonsI
limited in jopulation as ours, is quite sufficient for some and ask this honorable ieuse teadopt this resolution,
time to come. The idea that the Chinese are going to vote in favor cf restrictive niasures up'n ibeso people.
leave and wili become fewer in number, is a fallacy, Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) In rising to second this
because there are large numbors in China only waiting resolution, I do so with mingled feelings of pleasure and
.for an opportunity Io come over into Canada. Ilence regret-pleasure at having the opportunity of seconding a
thesepoople will not leave, and any that may ]eave will be resolution of this nature, which I know is in the interest of'
replaeed. During last summer, close upon 8,000 came into the whole of British Columbia, and with regret that this
the port of Victoria. Is it not, thon, high time some subject bas not been successfully approached in this House
restriction should be placed on their coming. Supposing, before. I would have been very nuch botter pleased if ail
whatis very likely, that 8,000 more should come in during the seats in this House had been filled on this occasion, so
the coming summer, what are we to do with them ? The that ali the hon. members might have heard the elaborate
question is a serious one, one that affects the vital interests argument of mi lin. colleague from Victoria. le bas the
of the whole Dominion. This is not a question which I advantage of a closer acquaintance with the Chinese than
bring before the House just for the sake of doing so, but I possess. At the same time, I must say that I do not on-
one in whieh I feel interested myseif ; and I think that tirely agree with my hon. friend in his stateinent about the
every man, especially one who has a family growing up, Chinese being sold like se many slaves in the market to the
must feel a deep interest in this question as to what is highest bidder, or that the women of that class are sold in
to bécome of the young people that are growing up Victoria for, as ho expresses it, base purposes. However,
in the country. in Australia, thiree colonies passed as I aid before, he knows more about the habits of these
measuros restricting the immigration of Chinese, and those people than I do. But, as regards Chinese labor, I can
laws are still in force. ence I think we cannot be far I safely asert that the greater number of my constituents are
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in favor of restricted measures being adopted in this House.
I am perfectly well aware of the fact that twoyears ago the
Local Government did introduce a measure for imposing a
tax of, I think, $50 a head upon every Chinaman
landed in British Columbia. This measure was disallowed
by the Dominion Government for reasons which we are all
well aware of; and I know very weil that it is difficult to
introduce a rneasure which will pass this IIouse in the first
place, and which will thon receive the sanction of the Im-
perial Government, as such a measure might affect, directly
or indirectly, matters connected with an Imperial Treaty.
My hon. colleague mentioned the fact that at the sound of
the gong the Chinamen all stopped work and rallied
round their chop-sticks. That is quite true. I happen to
have labored iider the disadvantage, according tob his viow,
of having had one or two of these individuals in my
house, and I must say I should have found it difficult to get
along without them. I find therm very useful in certain
positions, and we need some class of labor of that sort in
British Columbia, as it is somewhat disagreeable to have to
get up early in the niorning and light the firo and black
one's own boots. We are led to believe that during the
present Session of Parliament a large sum of money-large
in the opinion of persons in this part of the country, but not
considered large in the gold mining country from where I
come-will be voted for the purpose of promoting immi-
gration to our shores; and I hope the Government will be
successful in securing, not only agriculturists and mechanics,
but respectable young women, who will give themselves to
bouse work. In the meantime, 1 must say that I would
like to see restriction upon Chinese immigration limited so
as to admit a certain number for domestic purposoe. The
law which my hon. friend quotes as in force in Australia
certainly is one which would admit of a sufficient number
being imported from year to year for domestic purposes.
According to the Australian law, a vessel of a 1,0J0 tons
would ba entitled to bring ten Chinese passengers, and ten
Chinese passengers would be quite sufficient to corne out at
one time. But in British Columbia, last April and May, in
the course of six weeks, nine vessels arrived, averaging
from 450 to 750 Chinamen passengers, making a total of
7,772 for those two months, besides individual arrivals on
the mail steamers. Of course, these largely go on to the
railway. We are told that all efforts to secure to
white labor a reasonable compensation have failed, but I
think that is hardly correct. I think any number
of mon can be obtained at reasonable figures if proper
means were taken-if a proper and comprehensive scheme
of immigration was devised to get European immigrants to
go there. My hon. colleague bas adverted to the subject of
the immorality of the Chinese. I may say that I know
very little about that; what I do know is from hearsay,
and I trust my hon. friend has been speaking from hearsay
on that particular subject. There is no doubt that their
morals are very loose. That may b inferred from the fact
that out of, 450 Chinamen who arrived there at one time,
there were only two or three females with them. I would
leave the House to draw their own conclusions as to the
consequence of so great a disparity between the sexes. On
the whole, I agree with my hon. friend in bis demand for
restrictive measures upon the influx of Chinese into British
Columbia. Of course, in the eastern Provinces you do not
find the disability under which we labor in that respect. It
is also a well-known fact that a Chinaman in the eastern
Provinces of the Dominion is looked upon as a curiosity.
In our Province, more particularly in the district which I
have the honor to represent, there are as many Chinese as
there are Indians, and the two together exceed the number
of whites. The Chinese are increasing rapidly, ard there is
a necessity for the enactment of a measure such as we are
now hoping this House will favorably consider. My col-
league has almoet exhausted the subjeet, so that thore is very

Mr. BAK.R.

little left for me te say, except to state that I thoroughly
endorse the major part of his speech, and think a restriettive
Bill should be introduced, which will not only lessen the
number of Chinese coming into Victoria, but prevent their
coming into any part of British Columbia.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I wish to make an explanation.
My colleague seems te throw some doubt on the remark I
made in respect te men being sold. That is perfectly true.
My colleague may not know it, but I know it. I know that
when large numbers of these people come t British Colum-
bia, they are taken in hand by Chinese firms, their names
enrolled in the books, and provision made for them in every
particular; and when white mon, who are employers of
labor, go te these firme and ask for a certain number of
Chinese, the employers who offer the largest amount of
money secure the mon.

Mr. BAKER. They get their services, not the men.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. They get the men; they are

sold at a certain figure. I am now speaking of what I have
seen with my own eyes, bocause I had more te do with
Chioese in that country than any other man. I acted as
Chinese tax collector in that Province, and it waa my
business to go into every nook and corner where those
people were teobe found ; and the hon. Premier of the British
Columbia Government gave me credit, on the floor of that
House, for baving been the best collcctor that could possibly
be found. With respect te these men who were bought:
they are sold to men who employ them in tanneries and
other establishments, and when puy-day comes round the
Chinaman who sold the person goes te the establishment
and collects the wages. 1 have been there te collect the
tax when a member of a Chinese firm was there to colloct
the Chinaman's wages; and it takes about fifty times more
trouble te collect from Chinamen than from white mon, for
they always keep you waiting. With respect te women, I
do not want te say much about them. Women are sold for
base purposes ; and if a woman does not grant intimate
terms te ber master, she is very soon slighted. That is a
fact, and I say such a state of things should Lot exist in any
Christian community.

Mr. GILLMOR. 1 have listened very attentively te the
speech of the bon. mover of the motion, and, from bis stand-
point, being in favor of Protection and, being in favor of the
proverb that "Canada should be for the Canadians," I think
the hon. gentleman is quite consistent. Beides, he is not
in favor of free goods. Being noither in favor of free goods
nor of free labor, ho is, I say, consistent in seeking te sbut
out the Chinese. I think the roal reason why they do not
want the Chinese in British Columbia is, because they inter-
fore with the labor market and afford cheap labor. The hon.
mover of the resolution has stated that no candidate
need present himself in a constituency in British Colum-
bia who was not opposed te the freo importation of Chinese.
But I think there are other parts of this Dominion that are
intorested in tbis matter as well as British Columbia. We
have commenced te build the Canadian Pacific Railway.
I remember the arguments adduced in favor of that work
being undertaken; it was going to open the door te China,
it was going to bring Canada 2,000 miles nearer te China than
at present, and commerce was going to bridge the northerri
Pacifie and open the door te China. That is the reason
wby we are spending one hundred millions of dollars. And
in order te get the road built we have been under the neces-
sity of importing Chinese te do the work; and, notwith-
standing all the boasted superiority of Canadians and British
Columbians, if there are any dangerous places in the canons
of the Fraser, or any mud-holes, you wilI find the Chinese in
those dangerous and uncomfortable positions. They are
trying te build the railWay which we are undertaking t
construct under the compact made with Biritish Columbia,
and which will cost Canada more than a hundred millions
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of dollars. This is a big subject. On the other side of the
Pacifie there are five hundred millions of Chinese. On this
Bide there is Canada, one half of the continent of North
America, a land broad and expansive, and yet undeveloped.
We want labor, and free labor; and Ihave not hoard a senti-
ment expressed by the hon. mover of the resolution which
goes to show that the introduction of Chinese will b an
injury to Canada. With respect to British Columbia, I can
understand why certain persons there are opposed to this
class of labor, but I believe the interests of Canada
will not be promotcd by the passage of such
a Bill as is now proposed. In China, there are,
as I have mentioned, fivo hundred millions of the
human race, who.are crowded together, and aro starving
for want of food. It does not cost our Minister of Agricul-
ture millions of dollars to bring them into Canada. They
come at their own expense, they work at cheap rates, and
they can live for twenty-five cents a day, while it will cost
the white man a dollar. What wrong is done by those men
eating rice and sleeping on boards ? What crimo is there
in wearing cheap clothing? There is nothing wrong in
these things. The Chinese are disciples of Confucius, but
they are not destitute of ability and of inventive power.
The Chinese, long before the Europeans, invented the
mariners' compass, the art of printing, gunpowder, and the
manufacture of the finest silk and porcelain. Thcy are not
destitute of ability, but they are capable of improvement.
You would understand, from the hon. mover of this resolut ion,
that the disciples of Confucius were going to take the lead.
Our institutions are based on Christian principles. We
have the leader that we are proud of and thankful for-
our leader ; and the institutions which are founded under
him are bound to triumpb, and Chinamen will become
Christians, rather than the Christians will become Chinese.
My hon. friend says that they are corrupt. I1e says
nothing about the bad practices of the men; but tbat the
women are bought and sold for base purposes. I do
not know anything about that, but whenever there is
a bargain, it takes two to make it; and if these women
are sold for base purposes in British Columbia, they are
sold to Christians who are baser than are the Chinesc
themselves. I know of no reason for their being kept out of
the country, because they corrupt Christians, 3ritish Colum-
bians and Canadians. I do not think so badly of Canadians.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. The hon. gentleman is in crror.
What I stated was that Chinese women we: o sold to
Chinese, not to white people.

Mr. GILLMOR. They need net bring thcn t'o British
Columbia to sell them. I think that if they are initroduced
in any quantity, they are brought there to be sold to British
Columbians and not to the Chinese. Mr. Speaker, I think
that this immigration bas been of great advantago to the
Province, and in the building of the Pacific Railway, furnish-
ing valuable labor. I know that this interfcres with white
labor; but if these mon do the work cheaper than the white
men, those acquainted with the customs of Canada can get
lands in the North-West where we have millions of acres,1
in the cultivation of which they can be employed. 'ihe
country cannot be injured through Chinanien laboring at a
less price than white men will; this can never1
injure Canada. They also make good domestie1
servants; and they are ingenious. The hon. gentle-1
man told us about the sounding of the gong in Cali-i
fornia, and of their rushing from thoir workbhops andi
employments; but tLhis was because of the risk they ran of i
the destruction of their settlements and noighborhoods by
th3 hoodlums and rough-scuffs of California, who were,
going to burn them out. What was the resuI ? One settle-
meut at San Francsico was burned to the ground, and the
Chinamen left homeless, by this very cIass of persons, i

because they worked a little cheaper. The city ofe

Chinatown, with 60,000 Chinamen, was throatened, too, to
be razed to the ground if Chinese labor came into compe-
tition with white labor. lie says that they leave British
Columbia and take away vast sums of money-8500,000-
in one ship; but why should they not leave it whon they
are treated as they have been on the Pacifie coast, and as
they are threatening to treat them now in Briti1 h Columbia.
Bât treat them as we profess to treat our fellow-men, and
as they ought to be treated; set before them an example
worthy of imitation, and you will bring the Chinee to your
principles. Wo are now spending millions te enlighten and
Christianise thoso in foreign lands; and we go to China with
its teeming millions in this relation, and 1 say it would be
unfortunate and inexpediont, and not good poiicy, to provent
them coming here. If they will come upon our soit why they
are the very best domestic servants. I know how they are
treated in California. For instance, they do excellent work
in laundries, &c.; they take good care of linen-but how do
they trent them ? A white man who, with a horse and
wagon, delivers linon through the city of San Francisco pays
a tax of $1 a year; but the poor Chiiaman who
delivers it with a basket pays $10 a % car for his
license. They are treaol lain this way; but we want thelir
services; they are of great bonofit as servants; and their
labor is valuible in building railroads. We caniot do a
botter thing than get them to comobore. Why, only a
few days sinco we thought the land in the North-West
was almnost valulebss ; $1 au acre was a higl
value ; but they como here, and work chcaply,
build our railroads in our vast North-West, and the
land becomos worth $4, $5 and 46 per acre. Thousant',-
of Chinamen can cono to Canada and do no harm. I tell
you we will make CJanadians of them, and I trust Cl istians
Of thern, and they will be valuable in our community. We
cannot admit that tie disciples of Confucius (-an changeo our
practices ard bring us to their way of thinking ; let the
elophant take foliago from the oak, and the foliîîge comes
elephant; the elophant does not become foliage. I think it
is a vast advantago to have theso people come to Canada,
and I do not think that they should be excluded f.om our
shorcs. I would not expend a great deal of moncy to get
them. I would givo no money-nothing to induco them to
corne ; but if they corne free of cost and charge to us, and
do our work on railroads, and as domestic servants, and in
manufacturing, if you please, I do not object. The hon.
gentleman tirats this as a crime against them; but if they
manufacture more cheaply than white men, is there
anything wrorg in that? I think it a great advantage,
if they can teach us how to manufacture cheaper; and it
cannot hurt British Columbia to have cheap goods. I think,
judging from the revenue, that, now they bave there vory
dear goods, and cheapness will be a vast advantage and a
great thing for British Columbia. This Prvinco has been
settled for forty or fifty years, and what is the rosult in
regard to population ? With all their vat resources-the
gold mountains and all their undeveloped r' sources of that
vast country, to get to which we are expending a hundred
millions of dollars-they have 2-,000 (,r 30,000 Indians,
and from 8,000 to 10,000 white men. if ihe Chinese are
educated and given a good examplo by white mon, paid fir
their labor, and taught morality and religion, they will
become good subjects. There is no doubt about that
Mr. Speaker, I think that no such measure should be
introduced. It would be premature entirely to legislate
now in this matter; and I am satisfied that tle Govera-
mont will not undertake to do anything so injurions
to the country. They are bothered now, because Mr.
Onderdonk did net give white mon 82 and $3 a day, and ho
could not get them at that; but the Chinese do that work
for less. Some may stop about Victoria, but they do not do
so unless they get somothing te do. They are employed,
and does this injure tuie people who want them-to have
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cheap labor and domestic servants cheaply-for they would while they fill the avenues of trade theyare a bar to other
not employ Chinamen if they did not get service for the immigrants. What class of labor can compote with the
wages paid? I will not trespass longer on the patience ot Chinese? low many men would you have in the Noith-
the House; but really, I think that we have listened long West to day if the immigrants going into that countrywi*o
enough to this sort of thing from British Columbia. The confronted by 20,000 or 30,000 Chinamen ? What wodfd
more that come in the better, and we want them to came be the value of real estate in Winnipeg to-day if that
and stay; we will give them something to do. Let some of country were filled by Chinamen, even if they were
them came here. We want them in this country, we are employed in building the railway ? You would have had the
expending millions tg bring immigrants here. I do not know same depressed condition in that country as we have
what sort of citizens these people from China make; but I in British Columbia, notwithstanding the building
think, judging from their past history, if they come here of the railway. The hon. gentleman cannot resist
and become acclimatised and accustomed to our society, the temptation of making a thrust at British Columbia on
they will fail into our ways. They are an ingenious and account of the immense expenditure which has been made
imitative peopl,, and I do not think that they will do us in order to reach her shores. If that hon. gentleman has
any harm. studied the history of the Canadian Pacifie Railway since

Mr. GO RDO, After the speech of my hon. friend from 1856 he would have come to the conclusion that that rail-
Victoria, I thitik that it is almost unnecessary for me to way is not being bouilt for British Columbia but for the
make any remarks on the important question before the consolidation of the Dominion of Canada. H[e would have
liouse. 1 fully concur, Sir, in his statement with regard to learned that the system of canals by which our country is
the undesirability of Chinamon as residents, and their un- intersected was established for the same purpose, and that
suitability to a country either like British Columbia or any we are paying interest on debts which were incurred by
othor pa-t o tis Dominion. Now, Sir, there are more the construction of the canals, and we will do so for a
ways of looking at these people than as merely furnishing long time to come. The same may be said with regard to
cheap labor; there are other duties appertaining the Intercolonial and other Railways. Yet who would dare
to citizen'-hip which every man is supposed to perform. reproach Ontario, Nova Scotia, or New Brunswick, for these
In the State of Califort.ia at the time that they toak action expenditures? These expenditures were incurredand wisely
in the matter, the Chinese were as one to six of the whole incurred; and the statesmen who inaugurated them have
population of the State. In that State, as in every State reason to feel proud that these expenditures were made in
that is we'l governed, if governed at ail, a certain amount order to build up a great Dominion extending from the
of taxatin bas to be raised in order to meet the ordinary Atlantic to the Pacifie Ocean ? I cannot but feel thatitisa
requirc-neits of the Government. But it was found that dangerous thing to ask this Ilouse to exclade from
whi'e the Chirese formed one-sixth of the whole population our territories, which are to be consolidated and
they contributed to the revenues of that State ônly one-four built up, any class of the human race; but in
hundredth part of the ordinary taxation ; and I am certain the present case, I feel no diflddence whatever in declaring it
that what has been proved in California can be doubly to be my conviction that it is to the interest of the Dom-
proved by a proper investigation in British Columbia. ln inion of Canada as a whole, to the interests of her people
British Col umbia, they form nearly one-halftthe whole popu. and hter institutions, that a class of people so low, se far
lation, and I do not believe they contribute any larger pro- down in the scale of civilization as the Chinese are, should
porti'n to the revenue of that Province than to the revenues be excluded, or at least partially excluded from our country.
of California. Nt only seo, but, as in California, The reasons for whicl I wish exclusion:I have already
it is proved by the records of every court of given to a certain extent. But there are other reasons.
thaÀt State that there is more money exponded We find that they come in bordes-mostly single men-
in the puoishment of the Chinese as a cliass, than under some species of slavery which no ingenuity of man
upon ail the other people put together. Tbey form a can find out unless by Chinamen thornselves. Whenover a
large proportion of the inmates of the penitentiaries, they Chinaman takes advantage of the freedom which exista
swing from the rope oftener than other*classes, and yet it under the folds of the British flag, ho is by some means put
is more difficult to convict them. 'lheir system of conniv. an end to; and I say it is pat finding out what means they
ance, at perjury ard of combination, is such that the keenest take to accomplish this pu.rpoeý. It was the case in Cali-
policemen in the service are thwarted at every turn. I am fornia that $800 was offered for the destruction of oneman
not surprised at hearing an advocate of the Chinamen on who dared to go against the secret councils of the Chinese
the other side of the H-louse. Like many other questions, as they are organized in that State. The same state of things
this is one of which I am satisfied that the hon. gentleman exists in British Columbia to-day. I read, to day,a despatch
is ignorant. He has not dwelt in their midst; ho bas not from British Columbia in the T oronto Mail;stating that a
seen them as the people of British Columbia see them. If Canadian had been beaten todeath with shovels by the China-
he were a resident of that Province ho would know that men employed on the Canadian Pacifie :Railway. As a
during twenty years they have worn the same Chinese garb general thing Canadians are not bad mastors. They manage
which they brought from China, made upon the same to govern those employed under them without being murder-
pattern-manuf.ictured in China and imported from China. ed ; but in that case, as in every case where Chinamen

eli would see that they wear the same pigtails whieh they get the power, they use it in the most diabolical manner.
brought from China, and he would find within the shadows The et aractor and habits of the women they bring to the
cf our ciurches the lowest dons that humanity can country are so revolting that dolicacy forbids any descrip-
contemplae. Would ho like to see the same state tion of them before this House; and the dens which the
of affairs in his own native town ? And if Chinese inhabit with these women are such that no hon.
he found it there and advocated such a state of gentleman could contemplate them. The lowest Indian
affaire, would ho over be able to get a seat in this that ever inhabited the Province of Ontario, were as mueh
louse? It is only by seeing it as it exists that any man superior to them as the ordinary white population were
can comprehend the condition in which those people live. superior to the Indians. I do not know that I can add
I have some besitation in feeling any repugnance to any anything further to the statements so exhaustively made by
portion of the human race; it is contrary to my natural rny hon. friend, except that the people of British Columbia
leelings. Bat twenty years experience has'led me to over. look for relief to this Parliament, and to the right bon.
come my natural fe3lings in many respects. Their influence gentleman at the head of the Government, who so wisely,
as a p»ople upon British Columbia *bas been this: that I several years ago, when he was Minister of Justice, pre-
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vented them from becoming voters in the Province o.
British Columbia. I am sure that if lie had not taken tha
step, my hon. friend would never have sat in this flouse
I have no doubt that the wise foresight which the right
hon. gentleman thon exercised, and wbich has always
marked his dealings with the Dominion of Canada in
promoting the development of its political pwevr, will b
used on this occasion to secure British Columbia, and the
whole Dominion, the advantage that I know will be recog
nized.

Mr. FOST E R. I have a great deal of sympathy with the
bon, members from British Columbia, with regard to the c n
dition of affairs existing in that Province. I am very glad
this qucstion bas again come before this ouse; and t hope
it will receive most thorough and careful consideration, in
order that arything that can bc donc in the interests of so
distant and so worthy a Province as British Columbia, May
be donc. It may not be that this House will at this time s,)
thoroughly settle this question that it will not arise again,
but it is quite possible for us to take the first stops in that
direction. I have sympatby, I say, with British Columbia,
and I have no sympathy with the idea that, because it is a
distant Province, therefore we, who coie frorm other parts
of the Dominion, should pay little or no heed to what
British Columbia says. I believe we are one Dominion. If
we are not one to such an extent now as we ought
to be, it will be the effort of my lifd, and I an
sure it will be the effort of the young men who have coene
to this Parliament for the first time, to leave nothing undone
to make the sentiment of unity in this country a continually
growing and a continually welding power. It is not for
Ontario, or for Quebec, or for any of ltheoiher of these great
Provinces, to dismiss with a wavo cf the hand, a complaint
or grievance that comes up from a distant Province of this
Dominion. I also agree that it is not the right thing for us
to continually point towards British Columbia, and say that
it is costing us a great deal of monoy, that we are building
the railway, and so forth. We are building that road for the
whole Dominion, and for British Columbia as an important
part of it. There are certain considerations which dispose
me, and I am sure other hon. inemnbers of this flouse, to
listen respectfully to what British Columbia says. In the
first place, wc find that the Lngislature of that Province bas
decided, almost unanimously, if not unanimously, to petition
this Parliament in favor of some measure of relief with
reference to ihe Chinese within its borders. We find that
the delegations of members who come to this lHouse year
after year, are almost, if not wholy, a unit in asking for
the same thing. I think, therefore, that some grievance
must exist, and that it mnerits consideration at our hands.
There is another circumstance which I think will dispose
Iis iouse to attempt to remove this grievance. The
Australian colonies have felt the same difficulty, and they
have met it in a certain way; and that is a fair precedent
for us. Then we have the example ·f the United States,
which a year or two ago, after a thorough and carefal con-
sideration of the question, passed a Bill excluding the
Chinese f rom the United States for ten years. Ait these
lacis show that there is something vifal in this question,
and it dviii not be proper or Parliamentary for us to
dismiss it as sonething with which we have nothing
te do. But I desire to point out to this ILuse
that, abhough there mnay be a grievance, it is
quite pombIe that an indiscriminate restric!ion might
iot bc the proper policy for this country lo adopt.
We must recolle:t that we are legislating inthe light of
open day, that we me legislating ior the who!e Dominion,
that we are legislating us one anongst great countries ad
great Parliarmentary bodies, and thut we are about tio adopt
a poeiy wliich wiii be historie in iis country. I think
evcry hon. nember of this Bouse viil agree with me that1
what Canada needs to-day is devolopment, and this resolvesj
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,f itsoif in my mmnd largely into a question of immigration,
ýt and the kind of immigrants we will have. Thora lie our

immense resouroes at the soit; thero lies eumr groat minerai
t weaiîh, culrninating as an hon. member says, in timose
smounitains of gel-I in Briti-h Columbia; thero are greater,

,i and bettor thun al, thoso immense acres in the Woest, every
Loee of tbom filled wth the po)tency of lifo,
oand ready te yieid its wealth nit the teuch of

labor. And 1 tbink eovery one xviii agreo with me
that the rnachinory cf this developmont i-3 cf two kind-

atirsi, capital; and, seca-nd, tuber. These txvo things togothor
. ii develop this country of ours, and make it oneo f the

1 greatest cou utiies on this onrtb. Capital and labor are
iejined xith eact(h ether; the one depiîds on tho othor.
C ÏapitA l xi go w:7ereo it finds labor te use it as an

iinstrumeünt. Iii ber xiiicerne whei'o it finds capital
i0 set it ut work and pay it its wage. If capital 18
cbecap, othert' hings being oqual, lubor %vili be the more
uburidant, bocauso more capital Nviii be expended iu the
developmnent ocfa counti-y's r ues and if laber ischeap,
othor tbings boing equal, capital will get ai greaIer retnrn

Lfer its outlay, and its expenditure receivo greatêtr impetus.
Tho.re is anether que 4cte tobc cousidered in ibis con nec.
tien. I think this lieusù wili agree with me when I say

Fthatt the epcning np cf» internai. comnmunicatiea and the
bringing in of immigrants fiorn other ceunitnies, are the
twc ptime interosts of ibis country, and the* txv best
means that eau ho udeptod te proi-ete this bringing in
of capital and sett.ing te wck cf labor. I uckcnowledgo
that not mnuy years ugo, us I wa-3 seuteci in the
gallery of this flouse, xvhon the measuro xvas brought
iu te bildita lno cf railwvay from ene end of ibis country te
the other, iuvoiving the expenditure of a large ameunt cf
mcney, I, ut flrst sight, drow back and wendered whotbor
this country could afford that expenditure, and Whether
the policy was a wise eue; but wheu I began te think,
wben I heard the inutter discussed-saw in rny Imagin-
ation what i now almost a reality-a bread liue cf com-
munication stretching ricress tbis continent, aiong which
capital and laber poured in, I feltit 1V 10b3 oneocf the wiEest
and best strokos of poiicy that any Governrnent ever inaug-
urated for the country. I found 1V was net au extravagant
expeuditure, but iliat, iooking jute the fut.ure, it xvas the best
and wisest expouditure we could mako. I think I bave
cerne pretty near te wbat I consider thue lino we should
draw in this niatter cf inigrtien-what should be the
class of immigration we should have. If the hion.* Min ister
cfAgriculture were standing bofore tbree grent classe3 cf
laborers, breugbt for his inspection, se that hoe might decido
whicb cf the tbree was fltted te be iutrcduced intothecountry,
I xvould bring up one of the class as a representativo
and say: IlThis man 18 very industrious; ho works bard and
ceustantly, but bo is ignorant and noV very honest." The
lion. 31inister of Agriculture weuld say to him: «eStand aside
tili I sec the ethers." 1 wouid thon briug up a representa-
tive cf the second elas, and amy: "lThis inan reprosents a
cluss wbo are streng in labor, industi ious and intelligent,
but net very good and honest in chart-rcter." Again, the hon.
IMlnister weuldsay: "Stand usido until 1 hoar from the third."
If I could bri.ng up the third, anudamy: lao is a mani,
the representativo of a class of immigrants who is not enly
industrious, intelligent and strong, but is good, honest and
true. The ciass whicb ho rcpresented weuid, I think, bo the
one chosen by Vhe hon. Ministor as the meost proper to mottie
iu the country. Th,,ýt la whero I xvould (iraw the lino -if w.
are te draw uy lino-net a lineof race, croed or coler, but
a line wbich would take in these three great distinctions.
WbiIe I weuid t-ift eut the i ile, ignorant and immoral, I
wvould bring, in as fai- as possible, thie ndustrious, the intelli-
gent and the ahenest. 1 hink that is a botter lite draw
tlîan te fsay that after these centuries of progress and reflue.
ment, during which the tendency bas always boon to bre9k
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down the Chinese walls of exclusion and weld divided
humanity into one common whole, we should go back to aban-
dened prejudices and raise again barriers of color, race and
creed. If there are intelligent, moral and industrious China-
men, why in the name of goodness should a wall b raised
toexclude them from this country? If we can prove that
the Chinese emigrants, as a class, are in preponderating
numbers, idle, ignorant or immoral, let us draw the line
there and keop thom out. But if there is one single man
who is bonest, industrious and intelligentlet him come into
Canada, work as cheapýy as he likes, enjoy the fruits of his
labor and pass his life here. The United States have given
us oe of the best testimoies we can possibly have. I have
a very little book here, only 1,280 pages, and as I an a
rapid render it will not take me very long to go through
with it, and the evidence is in some reýpccts very contradie-
tory. In 1876 the United States appointed a Commission,
causistinz of three representatives of the Sonate and thrce
from the House of Representatives, to investigate this ques-
tion of Chinese immigration into thoir country. They went to
San Francisco and examined some 138 witnesse, of all cre is
and classes-men who gave them not simply hearspty
statemnrîts, but their own opinions and experience and in-
formation relative to the Chinese. Their evidence is con-
tained in this book, but I will simply give what I think are
the conclusions to be deducel from that evidence. Aftor
having givea it a very careful perusal, I think this liouse
will cor siler I ara justified in taking up their time for a
ve? y short space while I explain those eonclusiorns. The
prepandertting evidence of those 138 persons is that the
Chinese are industrious. There is no doubt about that.
Theygive their employers every ounce of muscle and nerve
and value for the wages paid them. There is, therefore, no
rea-on to exclude them on the ground of want of industry.
Ag.in. this testimony goes to prove that although a good
malny are immoral and have not the best characters, yet in a
business point of view the Chinese mérchants and the Chinese
laborers of the better class, are, beyond doubt, honest in
their dealings. Thore is testimony after testimony of those
who have had large and varied dealings with these people,
to show that they are honest in their dealings. They keep
a contract, they give the work which they promise to give
sa isfactorily, more ýo it is said than nany laborers from other
countries, who aie in California and work upon the slope.
The collected evidence goes to show also that the crowded
state in which they live is a great evil that ought to be
remelied, but the other fact is just as plain that there is
scarcely a nationality which tbrows its hordes of immigrants
in greater or less numbers into any of the American or Can-
adian cities, of some of whom the same thing cannot be said.
There is also the evidence that while in San Francisco and
the larger towns tlh~y live together in masses, and in filthy
abodes, out in the country they are as well separated
and as cleanly as any other nationality. The evi-
dence in this book also goes to show that the mass
of the farmers in California wore in favor of the retention
of Chinese labor, while the mass of the artizans in the cities
and larger towns were directly opposed to it. It is also
shown in this book that the Chinese, by their cheaper labor,
by the labor for which they give good value, have been
instrumental in building railways which otherwise would
not have been built, in reclaiming marsh land which other-
wise would not have been reclaimel, in taking up the fag
ends of labor which white people would not take up,
and thereby contributing to the resources of the States.
Now, I think, these are the fair conclusions. They go te
show that thero is a mass of filth and corruption, mainly
in the larger cities, where they congiregate, and are driven
to congregate, because of the want of community between
them and the white people; but that, taken over the country
and the smaller places, the Chinese la.borers live fairly well,
are cleanly, intelligent and industrious. Now, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. POsTER.

pardon me for a moment, while I draw the conclusion, that
as the Chinese as a whole can not b shown to be idle and
ignorant, but that as a large proportion are shown to be
good and law-abiding citizens, it is not proper for us to
raise this Chinese wail of exclusion, and say to those who
are sober and industrious that they shall not come to our
country. What can we do? Is there no other way of
meeting the evil than by exclading them altogether?
Something has been said with reference to crime amongst
the Chinee. The unvarying testimony given before this
Commission, by the witnesses examined, was that the
proportion of crime amongst the Chinese, is infinitely
loss than that amongst the white people. We must
remember that the Chinese in California and British
Columbia are nearly all men, that they do not live
in families. That is certainly an objection to them.
In considering the iatio of crime between Chinose
and white people, we must remember that the latter have
families ; there are children, older boys and girls and
women amongst ihem who are less given to criminality,
and when wle consider this difference it will he found
that the crime amongst white people is comparatively
mach greater than it is amongst the Chinese. What, thon,
are we to do ? It doos seem to me something might ho
done in this respect. Let the people of British Columbia
mitigate this cvil by internal methods. If the Chinese
crowd together too mueh in large centres, let a law be
passed which will limit the number living in a certain
quarter. If they violate the laws of health, do you mean to
say that the Province of British Columbia, aided, if neces-
sary, by the resources of this Dominion, cannot compel
them to obey sanitary laws ? If there are immoral places
established by Chinese, do you mean to say the resources
of British Columbia, aided, if necessary, by the resources
of the Dominion, cannot clear those places away? Let
these internal remedies ho applied by the Province itself,
aided, if necessary, by this Dominion for a few years, and
if they do not secure the alleviation of these evits I shall
sadly have miscalculated the power of these remedial
agents. Then I think something else. like this might be
done. I am young in this matter, there are older heads
here, who know more about the legal intricacies involved;
but it does seen to me that if a bad class of peopie
come bere amongst these Chinese they might be weed-
ed out. It is said they are slaves. I do not think that
would hold from the evidence taken before the Com-
mission. They corne out under contract, agreeing to pay
their passages when they come to this country, and their
passages are the first lien upon the wages they earn here.
That is about the kind of slave labor they perform accord-
ing to the evidence taken before this Commission. Might
thero not bo some supervision exercised over the class of
immigrants whocome out from China by having immri-
gration inspectors at the ports of embarkation in China,
which, I believe, are but few, which inspectors shall make
some sort of arrangement with the companies who bring
them out, and so exorcise a supervision under which only
the botter class will be allowed to come? Mr. Speaker, I
do wish that somethling might be done to settle this question
permanently, and to alleviate what, I bolieve, is a griev-
ance to the people of British Columbia, and which, in its
present forn, is weighing somewhat heavily upon the
peace and prosperity of that country.

Mr. TUPPER. Since this debate bas commenced I have
been strongly impressed with the idea that the people of
British Columbia are laboring under a grievance. The hon.
gentleman who bas just sat down has made a very forcible
speech, and wc all know that when hespeaks upon any subject
he displays a thorough knowledge of the subject to an
extraordinary degree. I am well aware that in speaking
upon a subject that has been so well considered by other
hon. gentlemen I should be careful in the statements
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and arguments I make. But I come from a county that is
largely interested in the question of labor, a county, per-
haps, boasting of greater resources than British Columbia,
and, therefore, I may well say something when the labor
question comes before this louse. I am confident that any
question affecting the interests of British Columbia will
always engage the calm and dispassionate consideration of
this IHouse. We ought to consider this question altogether
aside frem sentiment, though I agree with the hon. gentle-
man who has just spoken that it does seem an extra-
ordinary proposition that we should prohibit any
member of the human family from coming into this country.
I believe, therefore, that opponents of.the resolution to-day
occupy a certain vantage ground in -this discussion, and at
the first blush, members who had not considered every
phase of this question carefully would bu induced to declare
that they would welcome with open. arms immigration fro m
any country in the world, no matter what the effect would
be, so long as it should reduce the price of labor. But,
perhaps, influenced a great deal by considerations that
prevail in the county which I have the hono- to represent,
Ilook upon labor in a different light altogether ; I value the
laborers and value their work, and feeling that I consider
any competition that is unfair ought to be and should be
retarded. I feel, moreover, that if half the members who
to-night are opposed to any resolution of this kind could
only experience what appears to be the uniform experience
of every member who comes from British Columbia, if they
could feel in the slightest degree the terrible effect of
this, what I might call horrible immigration, the expres-
sions of opinion would be far more pronounced in favor of
the resolution than against it. As I listenet to much of
the discussion to-night, I thought that although the repre.
sentation of the Province of British Columbia bas, to a
degree, changed, yet the views of that Province in regard
to this question have always remained the same; and I
tried to bring the argument home and place the circum-
stances stated in the county which I represent, anid I felt
that in such a case there would not only bu a strong
argument in favor ofbthis resolution, but I believe a reason-
able argument, for I believe that the tendency of such an
immigration must necessarily be to lheapen and degrade
labor, and to lower labor all through the coun try is entirely
a wrong and erroneous principle to prevail in the councils
of the nation. I believe that firmly, and believing that
firmuly, I favor a very careful and calm consideration
of the resolution which bas been moved by one
of the British Columbia representatives. I believe also
that there must be a great deal more than is contained in
that book, the contents of which remained sealed, even to-
night, though the book has been produced, and that the
more production from the desk of the hon. member of that
book had an unfair influence on the discussion of the ques-
tion. We have not considered it if Congress las considered
it. If an examination of the question is contained in that
book, it does not follow that Congress bas exhausted the
subject. The circumstances of the countries may be differ-
ent. Whether they are so or not, the principles adduced as
embodied in legislation in the colony of Austraia would far
outweigh the mere production of a volume. I think the
very fact that the hon. gentleman should have facetiously
alluded to a book so ponderous as that, as a small vol.
ume on the topie under discussion, should prove to the
louse that the uncontraieted stalements of representatives

from a region, that alone can understand the influence, and I
believe thoroughly, the baneful influence of such an immigra-
tion should lead mem bers of tbis House to give their support,
not perhaps to tho resolution b-fore tbe louse, but to give
a strong influence towards a very careful and dispassionate
consideration of the subjet, because we know this, that
notwithstanding the conclusion which may have been arrived
at in other countries, the very fact that every representative

from the only Province which has feit the influence of this
immigration has felt it to be bis duty to occupy the time of
the Bouse in asking that that b.uneful influence should be
retarded and stoppcd. Feeling great regard for capital and
knowing what would bu the opinion if the laborers in Pictou
had to meet the competition of labor which can be obtained
for twenty-fivo cents a day, I hold that Parliament should
forget for the moment that only a few members represent
the Pacifie Province, and should consider vory carefully the
principle involved in this dicussion. I disagree, therefore,
entirely with the hon. member who just preceded
me in taking such a strong ground as ho has doue
against this resolution-I admit at once he has done so
ably -and I hold that this is a matter which should not bu
lightly treated, but given great consideration.

Mr. RYKERT moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

The following Report was laid on the Table:-
Report of the Department of the Interior for the year

ending 30th June last.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock p.m.) the fHouse

adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRIDAY, 30th March, 1883.

The SPEAKER took tho Chair at Threo o'clock.

PRAYERS.

COURT OF RAILWAY COMNISSIONERS' BILL.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
1 bat 900 copies of the Statements made before the Select Standing

Committee on Railways, Canais and Telegraph Lines of tbis
House, for and against the Bill No. 3 for coastituting a Court of Rail-
way Commizsioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act, 1879, for the use of Members, and Rule 94 suspended in
relation thereto.

Motion agreed to.

QUESTION OF PROCEDURE-CRIMINAL LAW
A MENDMENTS.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Mr. Speaker Yesterday, in
some mysterious manner, incomprehensible to the majority
of the members of this House, I think Bill No. 6 dis.
appeared from the Order Paper to-day, and is not on the
Orders of the Day. Its disappearance, I think, was un-
known to a large number of the members who were not in
the House yesterday, and I think that the causes of
disappearance wero not known to a great many members
who were in the flouse; and, in order that it may again
appear on the Orders of the Day, and in pursuance of
the practice in the Imperial Parliament, an in our own
H1ouse of Commons, I beg to move :

That the House do resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on
ibnday next, to consider further of Bills (No. 6) to provide that peraons

charged with misdemeanor, shall be competent as witnesses; (No. 2) to
amend an A et respecting procedlure in Criminal Cases, and other
matters relating to Criminal Law; (No. 4) to animid the law ofêridence
in Criminal Cases, and (No. 30) to, amend the Criminal Law, and to
declare it a misdemeanor to leave unguardeo andI exposed holes, ut
in the ice on any navigable or freqnented water (ll consolidated into
one Bill) as amended by the Select Committee.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker: Is not a notice

of motion required in this case?

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I sec, by Rule No. 31, that
"Two days' notice shahl be given of a motion for leave to pre-

sent a Bill, Resolution, or Adairess, for the appoiniment of any Commit-
tee, or for the putting of a question ; but this Rule shall not apply to
Bille after their introduction or to Private Bills."

Well, is it not the fact that, after the action of the Commit-
tee yesterday, these Bills disappeared altogether from the
Notice Paper; and therefore that there is no Bill before the
House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. This Bill has been introduced.
Mr. BLAKE. And read the second timo.
Mr. SPEAKER. And read the second time before the

Hlouse.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It was referred by the

House to the Committee of the Whole, and has not the
Committee, by its action, arrested the Bill aitogether?

Mr. SPEAKER. According to English practice, the
way to bring a Bill again before the House-as the Con-
mittee cannot kill a Bill which is before the House-in the
event of a Bill being dropped from the Order Paper, it is
competent, on a subsequent day, without notice, to move
to fix a day when the Bill shall again be considered,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Of course I put the ques-
tion-as this is the first time that a motion of this kind
has been made, at ail events during this Parliamnent
because i thought it proper that we ought to have a ruling
about it, in order that we might govern ourselves in future
similar cases.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Mr. Speaker: Are we to understand
that the Committee having made no report to the House,
the House can take possession again of this Bill, and dis-
p ose of it as if it had not been sent to the Committee of the
Whole, and that Committee had made a report? If the
Committoo bas made no report, I think that it is yet
in possession of the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. BLAKE. No. Mr. Speaker, it is impossible to got it
back into Committee of the Whole, without this procedure;
but the hon. gentleman does not want to get it. back there,
and he thinks that it is there yet.

Motion (Mr Cameron, Huron) negatived on thc following
division

Messieurs
Allen, Forbes,
Allison Foster,
Armstrong Gillmor,
Auger, Gunn,
Bain, Harley,
Béchard, Hay,
Bernier, Hlolton,
Blake, Innis,
Bourassa, Irvine,
Brecken, Jackson,
Burnham Jamieson,
Burpee (Sunbury), Keefler,
Cameron (Huron), King
Campbell (Renfrew), Kinney
lasgrain, Kirk,

Catudal, Landerkin,
Charlton, Laurier,
Cockburn, Mackenzie,
Onthbert, iMlcMillan (Huron),
Davies, McGraney,
Dickinson, MeIntyre,
Dodd, Melsiac,
Fairbank, MMullen
Farrow, O'Brien
Fisher Paterson (3rant),
Fleming, Piekard,

ir. CaxMaoN (Huron).

Platt,
Ray,
Reid,
Richey
Rinfret,
Robertson (Hamilton),
Ross (Middlesex),
Rykert
Sciver,
Shake.speare
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Sutherland (Selkirk)
Trow,
Vail,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
Watson,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wheler,
White (Renfrew),
Wigle, and
Wilson7,-7.

Abbott,
Amyot,
Baker (Missisquoi)
Baker (Victoria),
Barnard,
Beatty,
Bell,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Billy,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bowell,
Burns,
Cameron (Inverness)
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughl in,
Coursol,
Curran,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,

NAYs:

Messieurs
Desaulniers, McMillqn (Vaudreuil),
Desjardins, Mecallum,
Dugas (Dundas) McDougald,
Dupont, McGreevy,
Ferguson (Leeds&Gren)\fcLelan,
Fuguson (Welland), McNeil,
Fortin, Massue,
Fréchette, Mitchell,
Gagné, Moffat,
Gigault, Montplaisir,
Girouard (Kent), Orton,
Gordon, Ouimet,
Grandbois, Paint,
Guilbault, Patterson (Essex),
Guillet, Pope,
Hackett, Robertson (Hastings),
Haggart, Royal,
Hall, Scott.
Hawkins, Srahi
Hesson, Sntyth,
Homer, Sproule,
Hurteau, Tasse,
Ives, Taylor,
Kilvert, TiIley,
Kranz, Tupper (Cumberland),
La brosse, Tupper (Pictou),
Landry, Tyrwhitt,
Langevin, Valin,
Lesage, White (Cardwell),
Macdonald (Sir John),White (Bastings),
McDonald (C. Breton), Williarn,
Mackintosh, Wood (West'Id) and
Macnaster Wright.m-101

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Mr. Speaker: I desire, Sir,
before yon leave the Chair, to mako the financial statement;
and, at the saine time, to call the attention of the Hlouse to
the resolutions the Government propose to move when in
Committee withi reference to the changes in the Tariff. At
the last Session of Parliament, on hlie sixteenth day after
the opering of the Se-sion, I was in a position to make the
financial statement of the Government. Circumstances bave
occurred to delay the statement on this occasion. and there
bas been some critieism in the House, and out of it, on ac-
count of this delay. I desire, in the first place, Sir, to make
a few remarks with referenee to the cireirnustaees that
have caused this deliy; and I believe, when they are stated
to the House, hon. members will fullyunderstand the neces-
sity for it, and approve of the courso ihe Government have
taken. It will be remembercd, Sir, that, at the hst Session
of Parliament, the Goveinment ake, l hi iiHoue to reduce
the taxation to the extent of$,0000000 or'$1,250,000 for the
thon current year. After looking carefully over the receipts,
and the probable expenditure for the current year, the Gov-
ernment thought they rnight salely ask Parliament, at this
Session, to reduce the taxation another $1,000,000 or
$1,250,000. That having been decided unon, it, OF course,
became a question as to the articles on which this redue-
tion should be made. We found the Congress oCf te
United States iii session, with various propositions bcfoie
them for the reduction of the Customs duties andi the
Inland 1evenue taxation, varying from 950,000,000 to
$120,000,00, according to the action of Congress on theso
resolutiions. One proposition alone was, that tobacco
should be redueed feron 16 cs. to 8 cis. a lb.; another
proposition was that it should be removeh enitirely.
If either of these propositions carried, it would becrne
necessary for the Parliaminent of Canada, fr the purpose of
preventing illicit trade, protecting the honest trader, and
protecting our own manufacturing industrie-, that our
auties should be reduced in proportion to the redacth n
made in the United States. Therefore, if tIh proposition to
reduce the duty 8 ets. pr lb. on tobacco were adopted,
it would necessitate a reduction in Canada which would
inovlve 8750,000; if it was removed altogether it would
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COMMONS DEBATES.
necessitate the reduction ofS1,250,000, or, Ferhaps,$1,500,000;
and, under these circumstances, it became necessary that we
should wait until we saw what the nature of the legislation
of the United States with referenco to the Customs and Ex-
cise Revenues had been before we were prepared to submit
to Parliament our proposition. It was not until the night of
the 3rd March that these questions were decided, and, though
we had asked for the earliet possible information as to the
nature of the changes that took place, it was the 16th March
before we received a certified copy; and then it became our
duty to examine it carefully, as it was quite apparent, with a
reduction of the duties on tobaccothatfrom that article alone,
we would lose a very large amount of revenue. This noces-
sitated a change of proposed reduction of duty on articles
impor ted thr ough the Customs. Well, Sir, under any circum-
stances, Tuesday would have been the earliest possible day
we could have submitted our propositions to the House, and
it having been decided that we should separate for the Easter
holidays on the following evening, it would have been most
inconven ient to present the financial statement,and then have
the discussion to stand over for a week or ten days. Under
these circumstances, the Government thought it best to
allow the financial statement to remain until the reas-
sembling of Parliament, and take the first Govornment day
to submit it to the House. With this explanation, Sir, I
believe the delay will be justified, and I trust that the
country will not suffer materially. -We are not in the
position we were last year. We thon proposed to take
the duty off one or two articles of importance, and it
would not have been fair to the trade of the country
had they not been decided at once. The propositions
which the Government bave to make now are not
to go into immediate effect, and therefore it is of less
importance. But, Sir, I now proceed to the discharge of
the important duties devolving upon me; and while 1 feel
that the Government have material of the most satisfactory
character to submit to the consideration of the House, I do
nut feel that I have that physical vigor that will enable
me to do justice to the subject as I would desire to do, and
as I am sure the House would expect me to do. In the
first place, I would call the attention of the House to a
declaration I made in the opening of my speech at the last
Session of Parliament. It was this: that at no period in
the history of Canada had Liovernment met Parliament
with its finances in a botter position than it was on that
day. Further, at no period in the history of Canada did the
credit of Canada stand as bigh as it did on that day, and at
no period in thehistory of the Dominion was it more prosper-
ous than on that day ; and [ am happy, Sir, in believing that
the House and the country will endorse me when I say that
the remarks made on that occasion may be repeated with al
truth to day. I do not desire, Sir, to occupy any more of
the time of the flouse than is absolutely necessary in pre-
senting our case, and in dealing with the income and
expenditure of the last year. My remarks will be brief, inas-
much as the Public Accounts have beon placed in the hands
of the mem bers who are familiar, not only with the figures,
but with the financial position of the Dominion, and which
was referred to in such cloquent terms by the
mover aind seconder of the Address in answer to
the Speech from the Tbrone. I may, Sir, however,
restate them bore in order that we may refresh our memo-
ries with reference to the position that we occupy. First,
Sir, let me sav that the Consolidated Revenue of last year
amounted to g33,383,<00, and the expenditure to $27,067,000,
leaving a surplus of $6 316,009> - the largest surplus
that has ever been declared in Canada. Add to
that $1,744,000 received as subsidies of land in the
North-West, making altogether a surplus of over
$8,000,000 for the last year. Well, Sir, during the
same period there was expended on Capi al Account, for
the Canadian Pacifie and Intercolonial Railways, for the

enlargement of the Canals, and on the Surveys in the North-
West, $7,400,000, leaving a handsome surplus over and
above all the expenses of Capital Account during the last
year; and when we take into consideration the Sinking
Fund, which forms a fund for the reduction of the debt, the
net debt for the Dominion, notwithstanding the expenditure
of $7,340,000 on Capital Account, was $1,750,000 less, and
the interest paid for the year, $15,000 less than it was the year
previous. Now, Sir, we not only spent $7,340,000 on Capital
Account, but we redeemed maturing liabilities, during that
period, of $4,000,000. We had paid in from the surplus earn-
ings of the people of the Dominion five millions nine
hundred and twenty odd thousand dollars, from which the
amount I hava stated was paid, leaving nearly $2,000,000 to.
wards the expenditure of the current year. Under these cir-
cumstances, our financial position was an easy one. We were
net forced into any market for a loan, but met a large expen-
diture and redemption of debt with the surplus, and the de-
posits of the people in the savings banks. I need not dwell
longer upon this general statement, with reference to the
financial operations of the year; but I desire to call the
attention of the Hou-e, for a few moments, to one point,
which may be referred to by hon. gentlemen opposite when
they deal with my statement. During the last year the
expenditure was $1,500,000 more than it was the year before

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. $25,500,000 was the expen-

diture the year before last; last year it was $27,000,00 J.
Now, Sir, I hear an hon. member opposite say "aher,
hear," and therefore I desire to go into details with refer-
once to the increased expenditure, te show . that, while it
amounted to $1,500,000 more last year than the year before,
it did not mean more than $500,000 of taxation to
the people ofthe country. I have here, Sir, a statement of
the increased expenditure during last year, and it will be
satisfactory to hon. members, I have no doubt, to have their
attention called to the different items of this increase, and to
the circumstances which caused them. The first item is
$146,650 increase of interest. Now, Sir, we did not have to
pay during the year $146,650 more for net interest than in
the previous year. That amount is simply tho difference
between the receipts on the interest account, and the pay-
monts on the same, as I explained at the outset. The net
interest paid was $15,000 less than the year before, but
owing to the increased deposits in the savings banks, the Ca-
nadian Pacifie Railway having also deposited with us under
their contract a largesum en which interest had to be paid,
the amount paid out in int erest was larger t-han it would
otherwise have been; but the Government did not allow the
money so deposited to lie idie. They deposited it in the
banks and1 obtained 4 per cent. interest upon it; and while
the payments were increased, the reeeipts were inereased in
like proportion. Therefore, that $146,000 of increased in.
terest was not a tax upon the people. We paid that
additional for the money deposited with us and received
it in return, leaving $15,090 less paid during the year
than in the year before. That, 1 trust, is satisfactory
so far as that item is concorned. The next item is Sinking
Fund, which was increased by $39,993. 'ihat item goes on
increasing year by year, and is applied to the reduction of
the debt. That is surely not a payment that eau be
complained of. It increases under the ai-rangement by
which our loins are obtained, and is paid in for the extinc-
tion of maturing liabilities. Then wTe have $75,481 increase
ofsubsidies paid to the Piovinces, which have not yet
reached a population of 400,000, and are entitled to 80 ets.
per head of the population, until tbey reach that point. The
Government, surely, cannot be blamed for paying that. The
next increase is $30,072 for Civil Service. ion. gentlemen
opposite may say that miglit have beoen avoided; but when
we consider the fact, that under our Civil Service Act, the
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civil servants are entitled to $50 a year increase, we
sec that that would consume half the amount; end as we
are increasing so rapidly in population, and in the
development of the resources of the North-West,
the enlargement of our staff is necessary, particu-
larly in connection with post officesand post office
savings banks, so this increase of expenditure cannot be
looked upon as unreasonable. On the Census there was an
expenditure of $125,637. That is a service the Government
had t-) perform; and I do not hesitate to say that the hon.
Minister who bas it in charge has performed it, during the
last year, upon terms much more economical than in 1871.
Then for the Militia there was an increase of $l[05,811.
Thore may be some questions among hon. members of this
House as to the expediency of increasing that expenditure;
but for several years pievious to 1879 it was reduced,
and it was dceided, last year, to increase it, and Parliament,
will probaLiy be asked for a still further increase for this
service. Though questions may be raised as to the expe-
diency of this stop, yet I believe that, considering the mag-
nitude of our country and the position we occupy as a Do-
minion, and considering the diminution of this expenditure
during four or five years previous to 1S79, Parlia-
ment and the country will justify the expenditure.
Thon Public Works shows an increase of $284,674. For
two or three years past we have not expended so much on
this branch as in 1874, 1875, and 1876. The expenditure for
public buildings, post offices, custom houses, &c., in various
parts of the Dominion has been considered by both parties
the duty of the Government, when the state of the public
funds would permit it. With reference Io Indians, on which
service there has been an increase of $378,317, I admit that
the expenditare bas been large.. But I would ask whether
any hon. member of this House would prefer the state of
affairs we now see in the neighboring Republic, or have
the Government deal honestly and liberally with the Indians,
in ordei that we may avoid these difficulties. Therefore,
Sir, though it may be regretted by every hon. member of
this. House on both sides, that it becomes necessary that in-
creased expenditure should take place, I am satisfied
not one will obiect as it is necessary to the develop-
ment of the North-West. In the Post Office Department
there bas been au increase of $103,909, to which is to be
added $30,000 or $40.000 for expenditure properly be-
longing to last year. This would increase it to $150,000,
against which we have an increase of revenue of $200,100;
-the difference between the receipts and the ex-
penditures for the last year in the Post Office Depart-
ment. Notwithstanding our expenditure in the North-
Westwhich I wili not call extravagant, but expensive, it was
less last year than it bas been in any year since 1874-75.
Thon, with reference to Public Works and Canals, the in-
creased expenditure was $189,847-; but I have the satisfac-
tion of being able to state that there was also increased
business on the road, and that that increased business gave
us inereased revenue, from which came that $189à,000. It,
thorefore, involves no taxation upon the people, and it shows
that our railways are doing more work, giving us greater
returns, and costing us nothing more than before. Ont of
$1,500,000 of increased expenditure, I have named
articles covering $1,484,000 ; and I am sure the House will
say, under these circumstances, that there is a very small
portion of that $1,500,000 of additional expenditure
to be added as taxation upon the people, and that the cir-
cumstances connected with it are of the most satisfactory
chai acter. Now, Sir, I pass to another consideration in
connection with this expenditure. It is a common thing
for our friends of the Opposition to point to this incroased'
expenditure withont giving the explanation regarding it.
But I want to emphasize my explanation by this declara-
tion: though the expenditure was $1,500,000 more.
last year thau it was the year previous, if we had simply1
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collected what was necessary for the expenditure, and
nothing more, the sum that the people would have been
taxed, would have been 13 ets. a head less than would have
been taxed for the expenditure between 1874 and 1878 had
the late Government collected sufficient to pay the expendi-
ture. I want that to be distinctly understood, because it
is the measure of the taxation upon the people. As we
find our receipts from our railways and post offices and other
sources increase, so, of course, the expenditure must increase
in the same proportion.; but, unless that increase causes an
increase in taxation, the people will not object, but will
rather be satisfied to know that our country is prospering,
and that the public works are in such a satisfactory condi-
tion. Now, Sir, I come to the receipts and the-exponditure
of the current year as under the amended estimate. The
amended estiiate, based upon the data we have at present,
that is after eight months of the year have expired,
is that we will receive from Customs, 622,750,000;
from Excise, $5,900,000; from the Post Office, $1,600,000;
from Public Works, including Railways, $3,000,00; from In-
terest on investrments, $800,000; from other sources, $800,000
-making a total receipt for Consolidated Revenue for the
present year, of $34,850,000. The expenditure on Consoli-
dated Revenne will be $2 .850,000, leaving a surplus for the
current year of $6,000,000. .Now, Sir, we aIso estimate that
we will recoive from our lands in the North-West as large
a sumduring the fiscal year ai duringlastyear, $î,750,000,
making, altogether, a surplus during the current year of
$7,750,000. We wili probably receivo froni savings bank
deposits during the year, $5,250,000. Now, what have we
to meet ? We have a probable expenditure on the Paci-
fic Railway, on the Intercolonial Railway, on our Canals,
and on the Surveys in the North-West, of $12,500,000 1h i,
year. We have to redeem maturing liabilities-and at this
moment they are nearly ail redeemed-to the extent of
$7,000,000. With the surplus that is estimated, with
the proceeds of the lands, with the money that we
receive as deposits of the people in the savings banks, and
the balance in our hands, deposited in the banks on the lst
of July last, added to these sums, we will have ample to pay
ail. If, under any circumstances, anything should occur to
diminish the deposits in the savings banlk, which is very
doubiful, judging from the amount we have receiçved, a loan
of two or three million of dollars in Canada would be taken
up readily-because there are enquiries in every direction
for our securities. So that, under existing circum-
stances, we will not require to go abroad for one dollar, but
will be able to meet everything in the way we propose.
Sir, there is a very considerable increase for the
current year. The increase was $1,500,000 last year, and I
doubt not that by the time the Supplementary Estim-
ates are broight down, and somo important undertakings
provided for, that the expenditure this year will be
$1,800,000 more than last year. Now, let us sec Sir, what
the items are that compose that $1,800,000. I will state
the most of them to the House. There .is an increase of
$500,000 to the expenses of the railway during the cur-
rent year - $500,000 the hon. Minister asks over
and above the sum voted the last Session of Parlia-
ment That would be a very important item if we
had nothing on the other side; but it is quite clear that
the revenue will increase over and above the estimated
increased expenditure of $500,000 during the present year -
that is, the expense of working it will increase, owing to the
increased business, but the increased revenue will be ample
to m, et it. This is what we are able to state from the results
of the eight months that have already expired. Under
these circumstances, it will be readily seen that the $500,000,
though it adds to the gross expenditure, adds not $1 to
the taxation of the people. Then with reference to +ho
Indians, $200,000 is asked for in order to meet the
expenses I have referred to. We hope by-and-bye, with
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our large Indian reserves, with the instructions that are people require to be taxed to meet it, is but 1 et. per head
being given ou r Indians in agricultural pursuits, they may be in excess of the average from 1874 to 1873, and that not-
induced to settle down and cultivate.the lands, and cease to withstanding we have spent 830,000,000 on railways and
be, to a great extent, a charge upon the Dominion of Canada. other publie works since 1878. So much with reference to
But, as 1 stated with reference to the expenditure of the the increase and expenditure of last year and this
past year, it becomes a question whether we shall expose year. I desire now to corne, before I refer to the
ourselves to the difficulties to which I have referred or next financial year, to a few points that I thinki,
whether we shall humanely spend an additional sum after consideration, I will be justified in calling the
of money for this purpose, and avoid the difficulties attention of the House to. It has been the policy of the
which we might, without such expenditure, anticipate. Government, ever since 1879, to present, in the financial
Then there are $32,000 this year additional for the service statement to Parliament, the facts which, in their judgment,
of Immigration. I think probably that may amount, with justify the policy known as the National Policy. From
the Supplementary Estimates, which are to come down, to 1879 down to the last Session, and including last Session, we
$50,000; but, when we look at the prospects ahead, when laid before Parliament facts that, in our judgment, could not
we consider the indications that are already given, that be gainsaid, to show that the policy was a sound policy and
we are to have, during this spring, a very large immigra- a policy in the interests- of the country. To show, at the
tion indeed, and that the sum expended on immigration same time, that the fears that were expressed by hon. gen-
last year, as compared with the number of immigrants that tlemen opposite werO groundless with reference to its effect,
came into the country, was very small, and that the expen. I might on this occasion rest the cause of the Government
diture this year, as compared with the number of immi- upon the verdict of June last; but I think it is better to go
grants that arrived in the country, will be only one-third on year after year, not relying upon that verdict, but, as
of what it was in former years-there is not an hon. member the evidence accumulates, laying it before the Houso in
in this House on either side, who will object to an additional order that the public may have it and understand it, and in
expenditure of $50,000, if it results in bringing men and order thatthey may become even firmer, if need be, in their
women into the country to settle here and make it their faith in the policy than they showed themselves to be in
home. Thon, in reference to Canals and Telegraphs, we June last. Under these circumstances, I desire to submit a
shall have expended $50,000 extra this year. That has been few facts for the consideration of tbe House which, in my
found necessary with reference to the repairs of canals and judgment, justify that policy. Although I may be travelling
the extension of our telegraph system-telegraphs on the over to some extent the ground I have gone over on former
coast, telegraphs in the North-West, telegraphs in British Sessioni, still there is an accumulation of evidence. I may
Columbia; and as the means of communication by telegraph not occupy so much time as 1 i t Session, when, because I
becomes an absolute necessity in these days for the econonmi- made my speech a little longer than usual, hon. gentlemen
cal managment of our commerce, no hon. member, I am sure, said: "We are going to have an Election." I do not desire
will object to an increased expenditure in that direction. now to go into the details so minutely, but I desire to point
Thon we have, in the current year, $150,000 which was ap- out some of the leading facts, and, as the hon. leader
propriated by Parliament last Session, for a bounty to the suggests, get ready for another Election. I will take up a
fishermen. That, of course, was voted by the louse and few statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite in 1879
accepted, and it is considered, I am satisfied, against this policy. One of them was that it would make
a wise, a judicious, and a just contribution to the fishermen the rich man richer, and the poor man poorcr; that it
of the country. Then we have $130,000 spent for the really was a system of taxation that was to bear especially
Census, over and above the expenditure last year. The upon the poor man, but the rich were to be benefited by it.
expenditure last year was $100,000 and upwards, and the Mr. MACKENZIE. Hear, bear.expenditure this year is $130,000 in excess of that.
There can be no objection to that, knowing that it is Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Well, hon. gentlemen oppo-
being <onomically exponded. Then we have, for the site say "hear, hear." I will only state one or two facto.
North-West Mounted Police, an increase of $123,000. I have stated them before, but they are made stronger year
The right hon. the leader of the Government by year. What are they ? What is the evidence that is
stated in the House last Session, the reason why unmistakeable as to the position of the poor man, the work-
it became necessary to increase that force. Parliament ing man, taking the masses of the people who'have noces-
sustained it, and this increased expenditure is the result of sarily to work for their living? What is the resuit ?
the action of Parliament. Thon, with reference to the Post From 1874 to 1878 inclusive they only increased their
Office, $100,000 will be the increase during the present year, deposits in the savings banks by $2,300,000, in 1875
and we expect an equivalent in the shape of additional and 1876 they were absolutely less than the previous
income from it. Thon we have General Election expenses, years, and, in 1877, were increased, by the faet that a
$175,000. That might have been postponed, Mr. Speaker, disastrous fire took place in the city of St. John,
for another year, but I think the majority in this House and the parties who obtained their insurances could not
will say it was money judiciously expended. Thon there get 3 per cent.-no, nor 2 per cent.-in the banks
are the subsidies to Provinces. That is the result of the of New Brunswick, and so deposited them in the savings
action of Parliament, and became necossary under its action. banks as they could do then without limit. The large por-
There is $150,000 increased expenditure on Public Works. tion-I may say the whole-of the increase of 1877 was
I venture to say that there is scarcely an hon. member of due to policy holders, who had received their insurances
this House but will sustain the Government in that expendi- placing them there, not requiring them immediately. But
ture, unless, perhaps, ho thinks his locality is neglected in including the increased deposits of 1877 and 1878, the
its apportionment. When I made the statement that, when- increase in five years was only $2,300,000, or practically
ever the means of the country would justifyit,these buildings about the intorest that was added to the principal, whoreas
were to be ereûted, I observed that there was a very general during the last four years they have deposited, in excess
response. These items amount to $1,665,000of the8$,85,000 of the sumsa withdrawn, $13,00,000. And, what is more,
which it is supposed will be the increasod expenditure of the deposits in the banks, which were $66,406,516 in 1878,
the present year, and but a limited portion of that will be were $96,879,544, on the 31st December, 1882-an increase
in the shape of taxation on the people- Taking the expen- of $30,473,028 in four years. Now, here we have $43,000,000
diture of this year based upon the Estimates I have just increased deposits, and is not that a proof that the mAsses
stated, and taking the population as a basis, the sum the !of the people of this country are in a botter position than
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they were before, when, in five years, they could only lay
by, including intrrest, $2,300,000 in five years? I think it is
needless for me to say any more to establish that the
country is botter off now than it wae then ; that men are
earning better wages than they were then receiving, and
that they are employed wherever they require employment.
Thoir surplus earnings are shown by the returns of the
banks, and their purchasing power by the quantities of
goods they have used in this country, both imported
and manufactured; this should be a sufficient answer
to the fears expressed by the hon. gentlemen at that time.
Now, Sir, that was one fear they expressed; what were
some of the others ? Why? That trade with Great Britain,
under this policy, would diminish, and trade with the
United States would increase; and wo were charged
with being disloyal. because we introdnced a policy which
would inevitably produce that effect. That was stated here
distinctly on the floor of this bouse, and given as one rea-
son wby this policy should be rejected. WhIt are the facts ?
They are simply tbese: that last year the imports from Great
Biitain were $13,000,000 more than they were in 1878,
while the imports from the United States were between
$300,0î0 and $400,000 less than they were during the same
period. Now, Sir, there is another important feature
connected with this matter. I think my hon. friend
from Lambton undertook to represent, after the
first year's operation of our policy, that the
duties on English goods had increased in a greater ratio
than the duties imported from the United States. I have
the imports of last year bcfore me, and what do I find ? I
flnd that the duties on goods imported frorm Great Britain
have incroased 2ï per cent. as compared with the year 187S,
while the duties on goods imported from the United States
have increased 4 per cent., an<d it must be borne in mind
that of the goods imported by us from the United States, a
very considerable portion now consists of raw cotton-and
that there bas been a very large increase in that article-
200 per cent. or something of that kind-and that we in
1878 imported a large portion of our sugar from the United
States, which likewise tended toincrease the rate d uty. Now,
the nature of and limited value of these importations
from the United States clearly shows that, so far as
the present Taiiff is concerneJ, it is indircLtly in
the interets of ihe British manufacturers, as compared
with the manufacturing industry of the United States;
and, therefore, the fears of my hon. friends, upon this sub-
ject, may also be dispellod. Confident as we were that
this policy would, te a large extent, establish an
equilibrium between our imports and exports, fear was
expressed that our expectations would not be realized. And
the hon. leader of the Opposition, in the remarks
that ho made on the Address in reply to the Speech
from the Throne, drew attention to the absence3 of any refer-
ence to this subject in that Speech. Wedl, let me say for
his information-he may, however, in looking over the
papers, have ascertained it already-let me say to him, and
to this House, that the present Tariff bas bad, very largely,
the effect we anticipated. From the year 1867 to 1871-72,
being the first four years of the Union, the difference
between the exports and imports averaged $12,250,000 per
year ; during the second four years, it averaged $36,000,000
per year; in the third four years, it averaged $15,000,000 per
year, and during the last four years, that is from 1878 to
1882, the average was $8,33A,333. It wili, therefore, be seen
that our ! olicy bas had very considerable eff'ect in establish-
ing :n equilibrium betweer income and expenditure. Now,
Sir, there has been some anxiety manifested in the country,
and I think it was aho manifested by the lion. leader
of the Opposition, with reference to the effect that
must nec-ssarily be produced if our exports are not equal to
our imports. I think I gatbered from him that ho had grave
doubts as to the early future of our country if that state of.
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things continued. If I am correct in my recollection of the
views he expressed upon that occasion, he differs from some
of the lion. gentlemen who sit near him, because I
have heard them state in this Iuse that the greater the
difference between imports and exports, the greater evidenco
was there of the increased wealth of the country From the
discussion that has taken place upon this subject, it
will not be expected that the Government should entertain
that view. The opinion has been expressed through the
press that, owing to our increased imports, a commercial
crisis is not far off. I have thought it my duty, occupying
the position I do, to enquire into this matter, and to see
whether during the last four years there has been any
evidence of the approach of such a crisis, arising from

this cause-that is in the demand for exchange or in
the facilities or means of paying for these imports.
Now, Sir, we had te provide during the lut four ye 1rs, not
only $3 ,',000, but we had to provide forexchange to the
amount of $32,000,000, interest on debt and sinking fund-
these items amount to an average of about $8,000,000 a
year-and, of course, it is quite proper for us to consider
whether or not we are in a position, and have been in a
position, for the last four years, without creating embar-
rassment with reference to exchange in making payments
on the other side of the Atlantic. Are we in a position, and
have we been in a position to meet this amount without any
difficulty whatever ? I am satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that
we have been able te do it without embarra.sment or
difficulty. You add. the $32,010,000 transmitted during
the four years to the $33,000,000, the differenco between
the imports and exports, and you have $65,000,000. How
has that been mot ? There are certain data of a reliable
character that we have, and from it I am satisfied
that this amount has been met without any difficulty
whatever. In the first place, the Government of Canada
have floated loans to the extent of $8,0O0 000 in ex.cess of
payments that at the time had to be made on the other
side of the Atlantic. That f8,0O0,000, of course, was avail-
able for exchange, or was brought into the country in
gold; then, in addition to that, we bad $4,500,000 paid as
the Fishery Award: that is $12,500,000. We had, belonging
te the Dominion of Canada, about $30,000,000 worth of
shipping engaged in foreign trade. It is bat a low e Limato
to suppose that $30,000,000 yielded 10 p icent toth fown.
ers. Every man who is interested in sì ipping wi lsiy
that that is a ruinous return,,considering the dep. icim
in the value of the vessel; but taking that as the ba is, it
shows a return in the shape of exchange payments made for
freight earned abroad, of $.,000,00C a year. In four years
that amounts to $12,000,000. Then, during the four years,
we exported in lumber, grain, and other products of Canada,
$350,000,000 worth. There has been expended in the
disbursements, 5 per cent. on tho value of the cargo,
that amounts to $17,500.,000. Then, Sir, there bas been
about $_1,500,000 received on insurance-on vessels which
have been lost during. that period. Then we have sales
of Provincial Government bonds, and capital stock of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, that was paid hy persons
rosiding outside of the Dominion of Canada, making
altogether about $15,000,000. It was stated, either by
the mover or the seconder of the Address in reply
to the Speech, that the money brought into the country
by immigrants during tho last year anounted to
$10,OO0,000 ; but I take a low estimate, and I will fix
that item at $10,000,000 for the four years. Having
provided for the paymernt of interest and sinking fund, and
the exehange niecessary to pay -for the difference between
imports and exports-we have, on those items alone,
$3,000,000 or $4,000,000 in-excess of the sum necessary.
Under these circumstances, I think our fears as to the
future may also bo quieted, provided we can keep, 'as
we hope to keep, by this policy, the ratio between imports
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and exports nearer than they wero from 1871 to 1878, or lish market for $10,000,000 a year, and ask the
even from 1867 to 1871, or fr-om 1874-75 down to 1879. This, capitalists of that country to take our securities for
I say, will ho the case if we can keep the proportion where that amont-I ask where wonll our se3urities have
it is; and I do not hesitate to say that I, for one, do not stood in that case? We woukt have stood as to
lôok upon a very large increase of imports as an unmixed New South Wales, as we did before. Whereas, to-day, we
blessing. If the people are in a position to consume occupy the proud pr>sition of b0ing at the head of ail colonial
the goods which como into the country-if they have securities in the English market. We are likely te stand
the purchasing power, it is an evidence of their wealth. there, bcause, apart fromnou maturing liabilitis-
But my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition called the $25,OOOOOin J885,and$1OOOOOO whichwe bave taken up
attention of the House to a remark which I made to a and wil ho taking up, the next threc, or four, or five years-
personal friend-a merchant of St. John-and I suppose if we can have a surplus of three or four millions a year,
I repeated it in public afterwards-to the effect thut if I and saving deposits of a like sum, we will not from this day te
were his age, and engaged in business, I would put on the the finishing of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, require te go
whole of the canvas I could carry for ton years, and then to the English market, except te replace those liabilities
take in sail. I believe, from the fact that we are opening which mature; under these circumstances, hon. gentlemen
up and developing the great North-West country, from the can easily undorstand that eur securities will continue te
feet that the population coming into the country at the maintainagoodposition. Butifwe hadneta surplusifwe
present time are bringing in a large amount of money for bad net this money paid in by our people eut ef their
investment, from the fact that, last year, we had of the savings and had te go te England te ask for these
value of imports over $1,000,000 of settlers' effects-and Jeans we would seen See tho effect. Our credit has
which will be increasing, and which, of course, does not net bee injured; and cvery bon. gentleman knows that our
croate any difficulty financially-from the fact of the large position to-day-m the estimation ofour fellow ceuntrymen
expenditures in the North-West, I bold that the in the fatherland-stands higher than it ever stood before.
return of the pendulum-which always does come back Thon, Sir, there was aiiother fear expressed by hon.gcutle-
-will be deferred, and that we have seven years of monopposite. It wassaid that the imposition ofaduty upen
prosperity before the country. If, Sir, our business mon are agiicultural produets, necessitating their being bonded in
not carried away by this success and prosprity-if they do thoir passage threugh Canala, would inte-fere with oui
not import over and above what the requirements of the trade-that is. iL would diminish the vnlne ofthe forcigo cx-
country absolutely demand, if they do not, in their anxiety ports, andthis it was notdesirable to do. One hon. gentleman,
to do business, trust men who will fail and not pay them- who is net now in this leuse, pointed eut 1w largo a suin
thon, Sir, I say there will beno diffilulty whatever, in my of monywas paid te lerailways andfoîwarding companies
judgment, for the next "even years, with refèrencote the for the transmission f Amrican preduts t the ports of
commecial condition of the country. So c hold that the the Dominion of Canada for shipmont, and ho made ut ap-
fear which was entertained and declared that wo would parent i a strong case. Ilis arguments would have had a
not be able to establish the equilibrium between the experts great effeet if h conclusions bad been jutified by the acLs.
and imports must te a certain extent have beon dispelled, But it was found that moasures wee takon by fle lon.
becanse thore were $8,333,000 as comparod with $12,000,000 Mlinister of Custem, by whi very littie difficulty occurrel
for the firt four- years; $36,000,000 the second, and in the transmission of the producti of the Unite
$15,000,000 the thîrd, whih shows, that with the pros- States through Canada. 0t was fohind that there was
perous times of last year, and the largo importation which a large increase in 1878-19, and 1879- 8(), but in
took place, the balance was enly $8,333,000 against us. 1881 a falling off, as compared with 1879-0, and on. gen-
Thefore, thoir fears on this point ougtalso toibe dispelled. tfemen opposite callel the attention rf the liuse te that
Thon, Sir, it was stated, that this policy being at variance faet. sIunderstand that a very ,arego faiing ofr inthei daxy-
with the poicy of the Mother Country, it would creathe ports of the natural producta ef this continent, both i the
a bad feeling there, and the resuit wonld be that Uwnited States and in Canada, occurmd. But may statembre
Great Britain would bcanxieus to tbrow us off in that during the past year, there bas been an increa o of
ber indignation. Net only se, but it was said that it mwould nearly $1,aoo000 in the exports ofAmeican produts fri
affect our credit abroad. Well, Sir, bas it affected our credit ? the Port of Mentreai alone, and the quantity weuld havo
I cannot see that it bas. Year by year our position is becom- been much larger bad i nt been for the failure of the
ing btter. As 1 stated on a fermer occasion, in 1879, our coin crop, whic affected the experts frn the
socurities wero 4 or 5 per cent. below those of New South American ports as well. The fflling off in the experts
Wales, which stoed at the very top of the list. To-day, w from Canadian ports bas een in the samn e proportion as
are 2 per cent. above tiem. We are furtber in advance thefalling off at American portsa but hadi t been
than wu were twelve menths age. Hon, gentlemen may for the failure of the Indian cern cxrop, the expot-s
say that th is is caused by the chapness of the mmney, but would have been as lairge as they weroitin any yeur
that wouldDot account for the difference between tboatwo from 1879 te the presnt-except one. It is quite eledi-,
cases. Lot me give some ofthe reasons why oui- securities howover, that up to the present ime tbee bas fe been a
stand where tbey do to-day. This policy of the Govern- falling off', but an increase; but that increase bas net been
ment which is securing a tardsome Surplus f rom yoar to as lai-tg during the lat yr or two as il was for the two
year, has, in the fluet place, given confidence te thp inves- years provieus. The Goverament ave always been
toe, and what bas it done' besides? Where wwuld our excoedingly anxius to encourage this trade. Tey
Securities have been teoday, if, considering that during would have hositated a long time beforoaking any
the last foui'years we bave spent $36,000,000 on Capital stops that would diminish the volume of trade going
Account, and that during the same poriod we have from the ports of the Dominion. Our wholo policy,
rodeemod $20,000,000 cf debontures and other securities the policy cf both Goveraments since 1867, has been
alling cdue-if,tinsteadeo having the surpluss we te do overything that the means of the country wouldjustify
fave had-if, insteadrtf having increased the earnings of te afford incrased facilities te the sippingcoring te and
the people placed t the disposai of the Govrn ent-it, in- going from Canadian port. Since Cenfderation $1,200,000
ftead of having $f1,50,00 paid in yearly feoni th pro- have been exponded in establishing lighthuses, fogwhistles,
ceeds of our land-il, instead ofthis state of thingo wo had &c., in orde-te give additionai security tOur shipping;
had deflcits, and our savng bank depositors nearly ista- and the expenditure for th maintenance of these bas in-
tionary, we wold have' bste t tompedoI gote the Engia- creanedga250,000 a year sinc Confederation. These figures
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show that every Government, and every Parliament, have
been fully alivo to the importance of this matter; and it is pro.
bable that before Parliament rises there will be an appli-
cation to the House for further aid in this direction, in
order that we may secure a larger proportion of the export
trade of the United States, if it is possible to secure it.
There can be no doubt as to the policy of the Government
on this question, when it is renembered that it bas been the
policy of the Government, in legislating for the Canadian
Pacific Railway, to direct tho trade of the great West,
during the summer, through Montreal and Quebec, and
during the winter, through the open ports of the Dominion.
The House may rest assured that no step will be taken by the
Government that will in any way diminish the extent of the
exports of theUnited States, or of our own country, from our
own ports. Then, again, Sir, it was said that this Tariff would
not prove to be a Protective Tariff; and that if it did prove to
be a Protective Tariff, it would not be a Revenue Tariff ; that
we were on the horns of a dilemma, and muast fail one way or
the other. Io it necessary for me, Sir, to produce any data
Io show that it bas been a Protective Tariff? Well, I think
I will, because before this discussion closes, I have no doubt
that, becausa the increased purchasing power of the people
of Canada has been such that they have gone on largely
increasing the consumption of imported and Canadian man-
ufactured goods, some hon. gentleman opposite may argue
that this is an evidence that this Tarif lias failed to be
a Protective Tariff. I have a few figures which I
think it is important to give, in addition to the
evidence that must have come to the attention of
overy hon. gentleman, no inatter where he bas gone
throughout the length and breadth of the Dominion.
If his oyes were open, ho must have seen new indus-
tries arising, large extensions being made to existing in-
dustries, and a largely increased population engaged in them.
In 1877-78, the quantity of wool imported into Canada for
manufacturing purposes, was 6,230,081 lbs., against
9,646,681 Ibs., in 1881-82, air increase of 50 par cent.,
besidos an increased consumption of our own wool. The
raw cotton imported, in 1877-78, amounted te 7,243,413Ibs.,
against 19,342,059 ibs., or an increase of over 175 per
cent. Nothing can show more accurately the increased
manufacture of cotton goods, than the extent of the
imports of raw material, because we produce no raw
cotton in the country. With reference to bides. In
1877-78, the value of the imports was $1,207,300, while,
in 1881-82, the value was $2,200,000, an increase of
noarly 100 per cent. Thon the consumption of coal
is a very good test of the extension of machinery driven by
steam. In 1877-78, the consumption of coal, not inclpding
British Columbia, was 1,665,401 tons, and, in 1881-82,
2,525,291 tons, an increase of 859,896 tons. That shows the
extentof the demand for the article that is necessary to create
the power to drive the machinery of our various industries
in Canada. Then we have another test. Go where you will,
my experience has been that the manufacturers of machinery
are fulr of orders-so full, in fact, that they are unable to sup-
ply their customers, who are, therefore, obliged to order from
the United States in some cases. Wherever we go, we
find the manufacturers smiling, and looking perfectly
satisfied with what they have to do. In 1877-78, the
value of the machinery imported into Canada was $283,633,
while, in 1881-82, it was increased to $2,194,446, an
increase of nearly 700 per cent., besides the greatly
increased quantity of machinery manufactured in the
country-which gives unmistakable evidence as to the
increase of our manufacturing industries. As to
our friends fears about the progress of our manu-
facturing industries, I think that fact ought to be
sufmcient to quiet them. It was also alleged that
the Tariff would increase the price of coal, and would
not promote the development of the coal beds of
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Canada. In 1819, I stated that the opinion of the
Government was that in four or five years the quantity of
the coal raised in Canada would increase 400,000 tons.
Within four years it has increased between 500,000
and 600,000 tons. It is, therefore, evident that this policy
is developing the coA beds of the Dominion. I may etate
that the indicationis are, in Nova Seotia alone, at two
points within a short distance of the coal mines, the
consumption of coal this year by two manufactories will be
70,000 tons in excess of that of last year. I think this is
pretty good evidence that, as far as the devolopment
of this particular industry is concerned, the policy
bas been a succesq. Thon, again, there was another
industry the Governiment stated it was their policy to
encourage -the reestablishment of the refining of sugar
bore, and ihe restoration of our sugar trade with the
countries of produce. We bad lost our direct trade with
the sugar producing countries to such an extent that,
in 1877-78, but 6 per cent. of the sugar consumed in
the Dominion came direct from those countries. That
bas been changed. Last year 87 per cent. of the
quantity consumed came direct from the sugar producing
countries. That shows pretty clearly, I think, that we have
reestablished our trade with the West Indies. It was said,
howcver, that this policy would put millions into the pockets
of a few rich men, the sugar refinors, and give employment
to a limited number, but would cost the people in the in-
creased prico of sugar so much money that it would be better
for them to pay the board of the men who were to be on-
gaged in those refinerics räther than depart from the old
system. Now, I have in my possession a carefully propared
statement of the value of refined sugar in New York and the
Dominion, at stated periods in every month during the last
year ; and, according to that statement the consumers of
Canada had their refined sugar-this table applies par-
ticularily to granulated sugar, but it is still stronger with
reference to the other sugar-at a saving to them of 67 cts.
per 100 lbs. during the last year. If that be the case, and if
but 100,000,000 lbs. of rofined sugar were consumed in the
Dominion, that would represent a saving of $670,000. It may
be quite true there was some deficit in the revenue as the
result of this; but take a-half off the amount and put it
into the revenue, and you have still a very large and
handsome sum saved by the people of Canada. In addition to
the building up of this important industry, and the re-
establishment of our trade with the sugar producing
countries, we give employment directly and indirectly to
thousands of people besides fostering an industry which the
Government and Parliament thought it was bighly desirable
should be restored. The results, in my opinion, are so satis-
factory that hon. gentlemen opposite who opposed this
policy will have now to abandon their objectione.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). Will the hon. gentleman give
the figures in New York and Montreal ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I shall be very happy to d
so. I was not in this House in 1874, but I read the
Budget Debate. The thon Finance Minister expressed
regret that there was no ex-Finance Minister to reply
to his Budget Speech. Considering the reply he obtained
from a gentleman who was not an ex-Finance Minister, I
will not ventuie to say anything of .the kind on this occa-
sion, because I may find that I may meet a. more formidable
opponent than I did formerly. 1 am sure I will meet a
much more courteous one, as I understand the bon. gentle-
man who has just put me this question is to reply. I will
give the hon. gentleman the figures he bas asked for. It
was said that our Tariff, if it was successful as a Protetive.
Tariff, would not give a revenue. Well, the trouble is now,
that, in their estimation, it.produces too much revenue.
I bave a few facts to give to the House which are very
remarkable and important, ae far as the prodacing power of
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the Tarif is concerned. I bave jotted down here a few
of the articles, some fifteen or eighteen items, on which we
received, during the last year, an increaso revenue of
$6,689,000, as compared with 1877-78. They aro worth
giving to the House. On wines we received, last year, as
compared with 1877-78, an ' incrcased revenue of
$195,977; on spirits, Customs and Excise, $1,237,635.
I am happy to say that this is not altogether an in-
crease in the consumption, but an increased duty tended
to produce this result; otherwise we might view it with
more regret. On tobacco and cigars, Customs and Excise,
the increase has been $364,000; on silks, satins and fancy
goods, $731,000; machinery, $498,000; on products of the
farm, the increased revenue, as the resuIt of this policy, on
agricultural products brought from the United States, is
$532,000; fruit, green, 857,000; dried fruit, $91,000; from
linen, on which the increase of duty was but 2ý per cent., we
have received an increase, revenue of $152,000 over 1878,
showing, in a marked manner, the increased purchasing
power on the part of the people; fars of manufactured,
863,000 : jewellery, $68,000; watches, 874,000; manufactures
gold and silver, $53,000 ; glass, plate and plated manufac-
tures, 8143,000. ere is the astounding fact that, notwith-
standing the increased manufactures of cotton in the Domin-
ion, and that the quantity of raw cotton thus consumed here
was increased by 200 per cent., imports were greater last
year than in 1878, of the description of cotton not made in
the country; and the amount of duty collected was $1,230,-
000 over that collected in 1877-78, notwithstanding the
vast increase in our cotton mills. On the finer descriptions of
woollen goods, the increased revenue is $1,189,000, making
an aggregate increase of $6,6S9,000. Of this a large portion
has been on articles which are certainly not the necessities,
but the luxuries of life, which people consume when they
have the means to do so. We, therefore, -see how it is that
this Tarif, which bas given increased employment to an
increased number of men and women in the country, has
really produced a Iargely increased revenue, owing, to a
very great extent, to the present prosperous and happy con-
dition of the people. May I say that there bas never been a
period in the history of this country, when taxation was
paid more cheerfully by the people, than the present. We
do not bear any grumbling about the rate of taxation; on
the contrary, as long as men are prospering, as long as they
have money in their pockets, as long as they have plenty of
employment-and it is the duty of every Government and
the representatives of the people to see that the masses, as
far as possible, have these-they are iq a contented condi-
tion. Sir, this, to my judgment, establishes pretty clearly
that the Tarif bas proved itself net only protective, but be-
yond doubt, a revenue-producing Tarif. Our friends on the
opposite side say: a Tarif producing more than is absolutely
necessary. I think I have answered the several objections
raised by hon. gentlemen opposite in 1878. A great many
more objections were made, and a great many more
miight be answered, but I will satisfy myself with these for the
present. Now, Sir, I desire to call the attention of the House,
before I take up the expenditure of 1883-84, to the changes
that are proposed in the Tariff to be submitted in Commit-
tee. I may say that these propositions are submitted
with the view, in the first place, of relieving the coun-
try of $ 1,000,000 or $1,250,000 of taxation ; and, in the
second place, they are submitted seo as to give, wberever we
can, what we felt we could not safely givo in 1879, because
the Tarif was then to some extent an experiment.
Articles that were raw material to a manufacturer, in
some cases, was subjected to a duty of 10 per cent.,
though it was not produced in the country. We did so
because we were not quite sure that the operation ofthe
Tariff would give us all the revenue we desired. But
finding ihat it gave us more than wc wanted, we proposed,
laet seesion, and now we continue that policy, to take off

the 10 per cent. duty-or duties analogous to that-and
on goods that are not manufactured in the country, and
we give the raw material to the manufacturer free, in order
that he way have the benefits and advantages of this.
We would have taken that course in 1879, had we felt
quite certain as to the effect to be produced. But more
than that, we find that our entorprising neighbors to the
south of us have made up their minds that, if such a thing
is possible, they will have for their manufactures the
market of Canada at any price. Circulais are being
distributed with reference to certain articles, and we
find by them that if they could choose certain manufactures
and obtain our market for a year or two they could
have the market for themselves, and they are making
an effort to get it. Therefore, it is that wherever
we find from past experience that the competition is
sufficient among our own manufacturers to give us an
article as cheap or cheaper than it was before, we propose
to ask Parliament that the market shall be largely retained to
these manufacturers. We have taken some time toe con-
sider certain cases, and we eau afford to wait a year in
order to asecrtain resuits with reference to some of the in-
dustries, and in regard to these we are not prepared to
ask the House to make a change at present; but in others,
where we are satisficd that we have produced articles in
the past at a lower price, or at as low a price, as they
were produced before this Tariff came into operation, wo
propose to ask Parliament to protect these mea from the
sharp competition from outside. I take up the Free
List in the first place. We propose to add to tl.,
Free List, agatos, rubies, pearls, sapphires, emeralds,
garnets, opals, not polished. Aniline dyes are now on the
Free List, but we propose to make a change, and it is this:
That all aniline dyes in packages over 5 lbs. shall be free.
A large quantity of this article is imported into Canada
in small packages, and we are adopting precisely the same
principle with reference to this article that we did with
reference to garden seeds put up in small packages. Under
this arrangement the paper comes in free, and the labor
also is untaxed ; we propose that all packages of lWs
than 5 lbs. shall be subjected to 10 per cent. duty.
Celluloid in sheets, lumps or blocks, dry colors, metallio
oxides, cobalt, zinc and tin, are also added to the Fro
List. Diamond drills for prospecting for minerais :
these are frequently brought into the country and have
been subjected to a duty. They were brought in by men
who were prospecting for minerals, and, therefore, for the
purpose of developing the mineral resources of the country,
and we ask Parliament to declare that they shall
hereafter be free. Dye, jet b!ack, feathers, plush of silk or
cotton, that formerly paid 10 per cent., are put on the Free
List. Kainite or Gorman potash saits for fertilizing: these
are used in our manufactures, and have been paying 20
per cent., and it is proposed to admit them free.
To lumber or timnber-add gumwood ; this description of
wood is now imported from the United States by our sew.
ing machine manufacturers, and as it cannot be had in the
Dominion, we propose to put it on the Free
List. Then, as this is a paternal Government, and a
Government that looks after the snallest interest of the
country, we propose that sawdust shacl be free-sawdust
of certain wood, of walnut and various other woods, because
sawdust now pays 20 per cent. duty as unenumerated
article. It is used in the manufacture of various article,
being mixed with some other material, and is to some of our
manufacturers an article of importance, and, therefore, wo
propose to make it free. Hickory sawn, in shape for pokes
for wheels, but not further manufactured, and natural min-
eral waters, to be froc. Then, in regard to settlers'
effects. Formerly a settler eorning into the country
paid duty on musical instruments, sewing machines,
live stock, carta and other vehicles. It la now proposed that
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all these articles when brought in by a settler and having
been in use one year shall be free. Asphaltum, which paid
10 per cent., to be free. Now I com to a proposai that
bas elicited as much attention outside of Parliament as
almost any Fubject that bas been referred to in the last
four years-that is the question of duty on books. A
very strong pressure bas been brought to bear on the
Government to admit books for scientifie institutions, for
frce libraries, and for educational institutions, free. The
proposition was, that ail books not made in Canada,
ior likely to be made bore, should be admitted frec. The
Government found it was not possible to adopt that proposi-
tion, because it could not be expected that the thousands of
collectors ail throtigh the country, should know whother
the books imported were made in the country, or likely
to be made bore, and it was impossible, therofore, to
impose upon them this duty, intelligent and capable men as
they undoubtedly arc. We could not say that ail books
should be admitted froc, because the manufacture of books
and the printing induistry of the country are important
interests. We stated distinctly when we imposed a duty of
15 per cent., as against 5 per cent., that it was for the pur-
pose of encouraging those industries in the Dominion, and,
after giving the matter a good deal of consideration, we did
not see that we could agrec to the proposals made ;
but it was a question with the Governmcnt how far
we cou!d deal with the subject practically, in order that
their wishes might b met in part, if not in whole. Under
these circumstances, we decided to submit the proposition
which I shall bave the bonor to present to the House.
Frce libraries asked to have their books free, this granted,
individuals, who did not live in the neighborhood of froc
libraries, would, of course, fcel it a great injustice to be com-
pelled to pay 15 per cent. duty. We felt that we
could not ask exceptional legislation, otherwise there
would be a grievance. And, therefore, we pro-
pose-and it will involve the loss of 650,000-that books
bound, printed over seven years, or printed by any Gov-
ernment or scientific association and not for trade, shall
be free. This will cover, perhaps, half the import of books,
the déty collected last yoar being about $100,000. It will
cover books in the dead languages, ieference books for
libraries, a large portion of the books required for educa
tional institutions; but when people wish to obtain the
novels of the present day they will be required te pay 15
per cent.; and this w-ill retain in the hands of the book
pubiihars of Canada the publication of such books as they
have been publishing. A gentleman said to me the other
day: "If you lay down the principle that books not published
in Canada shall bo admitted free, what would J, an author,
do ? I would go to the United States and have my books
published there, and bring them in duty free. I
would thereby have both markets, and there would be no
inducement for me to have my books published in Canada,
but, on the contrary, there would be an inducement to go to
the United States and publish them there."

Mr. MACKENZIE. Did I understand the hon. gentleman
to say that all educational books would be admitted free.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. Books of every descrip-
tion printed over seven years.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I understood the hon. gentleman to
say that books used in educational institutions would be
admitted froc.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; that was objected to.
Chronometers and compasses for ships, free. Copper
in sheets, formerly 10 per cent., fre. A good many
manufacturers use it very largcly; we imposed a
duty of 10 per cent. in 1879, but it is now proposed to
admit it free. Iron and steol, old and scrap, free. Iron
beams, sheets or plates, and knees for iron or composite
ships, free. We are now building in Canada, and we will
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probably build more extensively in the future, com;posite
ships with iron frames, iron beams, and sheathed with wood,
and the iron that is imported for the purpose-because
vessels so brought into the country would, if British vesels,
under the Morchant Shipping Act, come in free-will be
admitted fi ce of duty. This is intended as an encourage-
ment to the ship-building industry, and it is proposed ta
extend the time over which such articles will be admitted
free for a period of three years, because we believe the
time is coming when we will have sufflciently developed
our iron industries so as to produce our own beams,
sheots, and knees for iron vessels. I may say, while speak-
ing on the article of iron, that iL bas been one of the most
difficult questions with which lithe Government had had to
grapplo, because iron used in the larger portion of the manu-
factures of the Dominion, to-day, is a raw material; but
the Government consider it so important an industry to
develop that they are resolved to devolop it if this can pos-
sibly be offected by any legislation or moderate encourage-
ment, inasmuch as the value of iron when manufactured is
mainly in labor, the labor of the country. From the time
of mining the ore, excavating the coal, converting the coal
into coke, until the operations are completed, its value, to
a very lai-go extent, lies in the labor employed, and itl is
therefore an industry of the greatest importance.
The Government will submit a resolution to the Com-
mittee, that on and after the first of July next,
and for thrce years, 81.50 per ton will be paid on all pig
iron produced in Canada during three years, and i
per ton during the next three years, as a bounty for
the encouragement and development. of this industry.
Iodine, crude, is to b free. Marble in blocks, fifteen cubie
feet and over, now paying 10 per cent., will be free; and
sawn slabs, now paying 15 per cent., will be 10 per cent.:
sawn slabs in the ordinary form, that is, sawn on both aides.
Otto of roses will be free. Platinum wire will be free.
Seeds, anise, coriander, fennel and fennugreek, will be free.
Spurs and stilts for earthenware makers; sausage skins or
casings not cleaned; valorian root; wire of brass or cop-
per, round or flat, will be free. Wire of iron or steel,
galvanized or tinned, fifteen gauge, and smaller, will be fiee.
There are industries in Canada at the present timo engaged
in the manufacture of iron cordage and rope. Cordage
for ship purposes at present is free. The result is
that while a duty cf 15 per cent. is exacted on that descrip-
tion of wire, manufacturers were handicapped; and it ispro-
posed, inasmuch as we are not likely to produce the finer
wire of fifteen gauge and smaller, to admit wire used for
the manufacture of sieves, and other work of that kind, duty
free. Steel railway bars or rails, fish-plates and shoots for the
manufacture of saws are all admitted free until the close of
this Session ; but as I have a proposition on this subject to
submit further on I need simply say now that it is intended
that from the close of the Session and afterwards that steel
railway bars or rails, fish plates and steel for the manufacture
of saws, shall be froc. I now corne to the articles, the duty on
whih we propose to docroase. The first is buckram, which
enters largely into certain manufactures, and now paying a
duty of 20 per cent., we propose te reduce th duty to 10 per
cent. Button covers 10 per cent. This will aid indus-
tries of the kind which are established bore, the cover for
the buttons being made 10 instead of 20 per cent. Coal dust to
be 20 per cent. ad valorern, instead of specifie. This article has
been brought into Western Canada and used by manufacturera.
Under the present Tariff, 50 ets. and 63 ets. a ton have been
collected; if hard ceai, the duty was 50 ets. ; and if
bituminous, it was 60 ets. This was a very large ad
valorem duty on this article, which is used in certain
industries in that section; and, therefore, it is proposed to
change this dufy tu 20 per cent. ad valorem. Dfiçd
fruit, now 25 per cent.,to be o2 per cent Lamp black
and ivory black, now 20 per cent., to be 10 per oent,
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Lead, nitrate and acetate, now 20 per cent., to be 5 per cent.,
the sarne as dried white and dried red lead. Leather:
lamb, sheep, buck, deer, elk, and antelope, dressed and
colored or not, reduced from 15 percent. to 10 per cent.
This description of leather is used by glove makers. Kid,
tanned, dressed and colored or not is now 15 per cent. This is
also used in the same manufacture. Liquorice paste, now 20
per cent., to be 15 per cent. Marble in blocks, fifteen cubie feet
and over, free, and under fifteen cubie feet, 10 per cent.
Slabs, sawn on two sides, now 15 per cent., to be 10 per cent.
Oil and enamelled cloth for trunk and valise makers, now 30
per cent., to be 15 per cent. Paper, union collar, cloth, now 10
per cent., to be 5 per cent. Precious stones: opates, emeralds
garnets and opale, polished, to be 10 per cent. Spices, ex-
cept nutmegs and mace unground, now 20 per cent., to be 10
per cent.; ground spices remain as at present. Tobacco
and snuff, specific duty, reduced from 25 ets. to 20
ets. per lb. I may state here, that owing to the
fact that the United States have reduced the Excise
duty on tobacco and snuff, from 16 ets. to 8 ets. per lb., the
Government found it an absolute necessity, for many rea.
sons-though there are other articles on which they would
rather relieve the people from taxation-to reduce our
duty on tobacco made from foreigo leaf, from 20 ets. to 12
ets., and from Canadian leaf, from 8 ets. to 2 ets. And
as the amount obtained from Canadian tobacco is small, we
propose to make the rules and regulations such as will
be acceptable to those who are tobacco growers.
Spirits of turpentine, now 20 per cent. to pay 10 per cent.
It is proposed to make the duty on bells-except on
bells imrorted for church purposes, whic.h are free-30 per
cent. Sometimes they are made of brass, and at other
times of other material, and the rate of duty was
fixed according to the material of which they were made;
and, therefore, in order to obviate the difficulties which have
arisen in the past, it is proposed that all bells. except church
bells, shall pay a uniform duty of 40 per cent. Cloth of
other materials than cotten or woollen, made uniform, 30
per cent. For the same reason, we find it necessary
to deal with these articles to which I have just referred.
Sometimes a difficulty arose with reference to the material
of which a cloth was made. If part cotton and part wool,
and in some cases, part rubber, a great deal of difficulty has
arisen in the Department; and, in order to obviate this, a
specific duty of 30 per cent. is imposed. Either sulphuric
or nitric, 20 per cent. The question has arisen, whether
these articles are subject to spirit duty, or non-enumerated;
and in order to set this question at rest, it is proposed to
make the duty 20 per cent. Clothing made waterproof,
now, according to material ofcloth-now 35 per cent. Jellies
and jams, now as confectionery, 6 ets. per lb., specific. A
difficulty has occurred in past as to the value of these articles,
and it is proposed after a careful examiration, to fix the duty
at 6 cts. per lb., specific. Magie lanterne and optical instru-
ments, now according to material, to b 25 per cent. The
same difficulty has arisen, as to the material of which
these articles were made, and it is, therefore, proposed to
make the rate of duty clear, no matter what material is used
in their manufacture. Nickel anodes to be 10 per cent., same
as now charged. This is to settle a.question which has arisen
as to their class. Lubricating oils, the wording of the Tariff
is changed. To avoid difficulties, the wording of the Tariff
e now so made as to settle the rate of duty; but there is no
change as to the rate which has been collected by the De-
partment in the past. Vasseline and similar preparations of
petroleum, in bulk 5 cts., and in bottle, &c., 6 ut@. per lb.
This isa case of the same kind,

Mr. BLAKE. What is the proposition about lubricating
oils ?

Sir LEONARD TILLY. It is simply to settle the ques-
tion which has been raised ; but the same rate of duty is now
to beo ollecte4,

Mr. BLAKE. What duty do you fix?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It remainsjast as it was.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman does not state what

he proposes to do ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It là 25 percent. Then pocket.

books and pu'rses. There has been a question whether or not
they are under the heading: trunks and valises made of
leather; and tosettle this, they are added to that list, in order
that the duty may be definitely fixed. I now submit an im-
portant proposition in reference to woollen cloth, which is to
becharged as woollen clothing; dress and costume cloths,
under 25 inches wide, and not weighing more than three
ounces per square yard, to be 20 per cent. I call the attention
of the louse to this matter, because I think it is important.
A great deal of difficulty has occurred all over the country in
establishing a uniform rate of duty on certain classes Of goods.
In one locality, li ets. per lb. and 20 per cent. would be col-
lected, and, in another, 20 per cent., and this rate is fixed for
the purpose of defining clearly the duties which are imposed
upon these articles ; and therefore the Department have
fixed it in this way: that the article being 25 inches in width
or less, and not weighing over 3 oz. per square yard, shall
pay 20 per cent., while that which is wider-the class of
goode manufactured in the Dominion of Canada to-day, and
heavier-shall pay a higher rate of duty. This is a definite
discription by which our officers everywhere will be able to
collecta uniform rate of duty. This is a matter of considera-
ble importance, as hon. mombers who are in business will
readily understand, and I am sure that the hon. Minister of
Customs bas experienced a great Jal of difficulty in connee.
tion with this subject.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say that
the present rate of duty is maintained with reference ta
wider and heavier goods ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; wider and heavier goods
pay the present rate of duty; only narrow goods, under
25 inches wide, and light goods, pay 20 per cent.
Recently the Government have had deputations wait-
ing upon them, asking their co-operation in the protection
of the game of the country, and the Government will ask
Parliament to prohibit, for r rcasons which will be stated, the
export of deer, wild turkey, and quail. In Ontario, so far as
deer are concerned, and that is the Province most interested,
Americans go in there and slaughter deer right and
left, and if not checked will soon exterminate them. The
Ontario Legislature have prohibited their export, but, at all
events, it is more properly within the authority of the
Dominion Parliament to deal with the prohibition of
exporte, and so it is proposed for the time being at least, to
prohibit the exportation of deer, teal and wild turkey, and
to impose a penalty in case of violation. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I come to the items 'in which we propose an increase of
duty. Acetic acid is a material which varies very
much in strength, and in the United States a
duty is imposed in accordance with the strength; but it is
not imported in sufficient quantities to justify the Govern-
ment in applying that expensive test. It is proposed to in-
crease the duty from 12cets, to 15 cts. The manufacturersof
vinegar assert that this article, imported in strong condition,
being reduced, enables the parties importing it to undersell
them. As to other acide, the importers sometimes mix them,
and in the same way they are in the habit ofmixing sulphuric
acid with others, which are admitted at 20 per cent., in order
to evade the higher rate of duty imposed on sulphuric. Mixed
acide are to pay 25 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. Ab' inthe
is another article which is imported into Canada; I sup-
pose it is to be found in the list of unenumerated spirits,
but it is an article deleterious in its effects, and it is propos-
ed to impose upon it a duty of 82 per gallon. Aniline dyes,
of les than 6 lb. packages, are to pay a duty of 10 per cent.;
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agricultural implements and machines to pay a specific and
ad valorem duty equal to 35 per cent., and upon portable
machines, spades, hoes, and forks the same duty will be im
posed. A careful examination has been made of the value of
these goods, and we came to the conclusion thataspecific and
ad valorem duty equivalent to 35 per cent. should be imposed.
This is one of the articles to which I referred in my remarks
with reference to the policy of the Government in chaug-
ing the Tariff. If you take u p the list of the American houses
in Winnipeg, you will find that they offer their agricultural
implements at precisely the same prices as our manufactur-
ers have been selling them for, and in some cases mcn who
were agents for our manufacturers in the North-West, have
become agents for American manufacturers, and a fair
inference is that they allow them a larger margin than our
own people allow them. The result is, that unless some
steps are taken., the Americans will drive our people out of
that market, and they will then increase the price of
the implement to the consumer. Our people show that
their prices are as low as those of the United States imple-
ments, and we ask Parl jament to say-inasmuch as the people
of Canada, who manufacture these implements, can produce
thnem as cheaply and sell them at from 10 to 15 per cent.
less than in 1878, and are prepared to supply them as cheap
as the Ainericans-that theyshall not bodeprived of our own
market, and therefore we ask for this increase in the Tariff.

Mr. BLAKE. Wbat are tho proportions between the
specifie and ad? valorem duties ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We propose to make it 35 per
cent. It is now :5 per cent.

Mr. BLAKïE. HIow- much is specifc ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. About one-half, I think.
Mr. BLAKE. What are the proportions of specific and

ad valorein duties ?
Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. About half each, I think.

The same principl cof specifie and ad valorem duties is
applied, as the House will sec as I proceed, to carriages.
In many cases inferir goods are sent into Canada, their de-
fects being coveredwith putty and varnish, and under-valued
and inferior; and ie Governmant has decided that ths only
way to reaci suh is to impose a speci tie and ad valcremn
duty. Bcd comforters .nd quilts, now paying 20 por cent., ir
is proposed shall pay 27- per cent.; boot and shoe laces are
to pay 30 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. -they are now
manufacturcd in the Dominion, and can be fariLlhed as
cheaply as the importCd if the manufactrer can secure the
market. Braces andi suspenders, now p ying :z5 per cent. are
to pay 30 pur cént.; playing cards, now 35 pr cent., 6 ets.
per pack; carIages, now 30 per cent., are to pay a specific
and ad valorern duty equal to 35 per c nt. on the same prin-
ciple as that applied to agriculturalimplemets.

Mr. BLAKE. Is i about equally dividedi ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, I think it is 15 or

20 ad valorem, and the balance is specific. Children's car-
riages are to pay the saine. Cordage of ait hinds, 20 per
cent. Cordage for shipping purposes at present pays 10 per
cent. and ail other cordage 20 per cent.; and what is the
result ? The result is that ncarly ail the cordage imported
into Canada is for shipping purposes. It. isi now proposed
that ail cordage shahl pay 20 per cent. Ten cents per ton
will be added to the drawback pail to the builders of new
ships in the Dominion. Tbis change is madle in order to ive
the manufacturers of cordagein Canada a fair chance, which
they have not now. Cotton, printcd or dyed, ncw 20 pcr cent.,
after t1e 1ast Januarî-y reït will pay 27 per cent. There are
establisbments for the nanufacturo of theso goods
being built ia Canada. When the .Tariff wa-r cbanged
in 1879, w imposed only a RevenueTariffduty. Whenever
capitalists were in a position to manufacture it in Canada
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we stated, it would be placed on the same footing as other pro-
tected goods ; but as they will not be ready to manufacture
before the 1st of January, it is proposed that the new duty
shal not go into force until that date. Jewel, watch, and
similar cases, lined with satin or silk, now 25 per cent. are to
pay 30 per cent. The material now pays 30 per cent., and it is
proposed to place the manufacturers of the cases in a botter
position by making the duty on the manufactured article 30
per cent. Cane or ruttan, split, to be 25 per cent.; it is now
20 per cent. There is an establishment for the manufacture
of ruttan goods at Woodstock. They furnish the split cane
to furniture manufacturers, and they furnish it of as good
quality and as cbeaply as the imported article. This indus-
try is capable of being maide one of the most flourishing in
the country, and it is desirable to give them some protection.

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

After Recess.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When the Speaker left the

Chair I was calling attention to the proposed increaees
in the Tariff. I think the last article I referred to was split
cane. It is proposed to increase the duty on cane from 20 to 25
per cent.. It is also proposed to change the duty on fruit
in air-tight cans. There is a different duty imposedupon fruit
which is sweetened and fruit which is not sweetened in the
Tariff as it stands at present; but there have been so many
attempts to enter sweetened fruit at the low rate of duty, that
I propose to place the same duty upon al fruit in cans-
3 ets per 1 lb. can. Iron bedsteads, I propose shall
now be classed as furniture and be placed at 35 per cent.
On show cases, now paying 35 per cent., a specific duty of
$2 is teo added. E½ cloth, now paying 20 per cent., is
to pay 30 per cent. A first.class article is now being manu-
factured in that line in the Dominion, and is sold at a price as
low as it can b imported for and less; and the parties who
manufacture it simply ask that they may have the market.
Jute carpeting, matting or mats, now 20 per cent., are to be
25 per cent. ad va rein. Lamp wicks, now 20 per cent., are to
be 30 per cent. Music, printed, now paying 6 ets. per lb.,
I propose shall pay 10 ets. per lb. Fancy paper, now paying
25 per cent., is to pay 30 per cent, fthe same as wall paper.
Iron pumps in addition to the 25 per cent. duty now
paid, to pay 50 ets. oach specific duty. Steel in ingots,
bars, sheets, coils, I propose shall pay $5 per ton,
on and after 1st of July next, when steel will be
manufacturel in Canada. Files, now 30 per cent.,
are to pay a specific duty : under 9 inches in length,
5 ets. per lb.; 9 inches and over 3 ets. per lb. Tin
crystals are to pay 20 per cent. Vinegar, now 12 ets. per
gallon, is to be 15 ets. per Imperial gallon. Vegetables, that
is, tomatoes, including corn and peas in cans, are to pay 2Cts.
per lb. eau. Tomatoes have been charged 2 ets. per can of
a pound, but it is proposed to include peas and other vege-
tables at the same rate as tomatoes. I referred, a short time
ago, to the proposed reduction of the Excise daty on to-
bacco. I now desire to refer to the proposed Excise duty
on cigars. At present it is 40 ets. per lb. It is pro-
posed that, between this and 1st of July next, the Excise
duty on cigars, manufactured from imported tobacco, shall
be 30 ets. per lb., and that after 1st July, when the
stamps have been prepared and the arrangements made in
the Department for the change, it shall be $3 per thousand.
That will make a difforence after July-the Customs duty
remaining as it is-in favor of the manufacturers of $1.8à
per thousand. On cigars made from home-grown tobacco,
the Excise duty will be $1.50 per thousand, after July lt,
but it will remain at 15 ets. per Ib. Lin the meantime.
This covers very generally the articles, except one I do not
recollect having referred to, but which I am quite sure is Ln
the resolution, cotton duck. Cotton duck for ship sails and
for fishing vessels and boats now pays 5 per cent. A large
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portion of the cotton duck imported during the past year oi
two has been imported for theso purpose, but it hai
been found that much of it-in oue case 70.000 yardE
-though imported for sails of vessels, bas been used for ten t
purposes in t:e North-West. As we were losing revenue by
it, and as the manufacturers were interfered with in this re
spect, it is proposed to make no exception, but to return 20
per cent. duty to the importers when they show that the
duck thus imported was used for ships' purposes and for sai1'
which means, of course, that the manufacturer is in a better
position than ho was, and importers are all in a like position
Imay state that within the last three or four weeks a very
influential deputation waited upon the Government with re
ference to the extension of our trade with the West Indies.
It was suggested that the Government should take stops to
soe if some arrangement could not be made, especially with
the sugar producing countries, and especially with the West
India Colonies, where lhey produce sugar and other pro-
ducts imported into the Dominion of Canada, by which we
could increase the exohange of the natural products and
manufacture of the Dominion of Canada for the products
of the West Indies. The deputation was informed by the
Government that their proposition was perfectly in accord
with their policy, that they were in a position to ask
the House, providing such arrangements could be made,
to reduce the duty upon sugar from all countries that
would give us an equivalent by the reduction of the
duty on the manufactures and products of Canada. Instead
of asking Parliament, at the present time to reduce
the duty upon sugar or molasses, we propose to continue
the enquiries we entered upon some time since, with the
view of extending trade with the West India Colonies.
We have, in the past, experienced considerable dif-
culties, because these colonies have very little revenue
to spare. We find them anxious that we should give
favorable consideration to their productions, but when we ask
for a reduction of the duty on Canadian products, they hesi-
tate, because they find it difficult to surrender the necessary
revenue. In reference to Cuba, we proposed te the Spanish
Government, through the High Commissioner in London,
te ask Parliament for a subsidy for a steamer to ply between
Canada and Cuba under the French flag, we paying the
subsidy, if the products of Canada would be admitted on the
terme which are extended te importa under the Spanish
flag. That proposition, after some consideration, was refused.
Other propositions have been before the Spanish Governmenti
for some time, and down to the present time they have not
been successful, although, unlike the proposition in reference
to subsidizing a steamer under the French flag, they have
not refused them, and they are still under consideration.
I can say, on behalf of the Government, that it is their
intention during the Recess to enter into negotiation wi
the West India Islands, and other sugar producing and coffeo
producing countries, to see whether any arrangement can
be made by which we would be justified in submitting to Par-'
liament, when we next assemble, a reduction of the duty on
sugar and molasses, on receiving as an equivalent for it a
reduction of duty on the natural products and maunfactures
of Canada. In addition to that, we have been endea-
voring to negotiate arrangements with France, by
which the products of Canada may be admitted on more
favorable terme than they are at present. Down to the
present time, while the negotiations are not broken off but
are still continued, we have not been successful; and I desire
here and at this time to state, on behalf of the Goverument
that, if we fail to make satisfactory arrangements with
Governments that do not place the products-the natural
products and manufactures-of Canada on equal terms with
those of any other country, we will ask Parliament at the
fnext Session to impose a duty of 10 pe- cent. additional on
their products until they grant us such terms. This is the
policy of the Government with reference to these questions, 

r and 1 trust that tho changes that are now propsed-
s though we have flot beon al;le Ce grant alit that was asked
s-wilt mneet the appropriaiion of the Houso and the country.

t Stili we feel that ini theo res>Itutioti8 tlha we now lay on
r the Table of the House we are ('oftifning the poliey that

is1 calculated te strengtben the man4'auu-ing- and other
industrial interests of the Domninion etfan 1a. now, Sir,

9turn from the subjeet 6f the Tariff te the probable income,
and expenditure for the next fiscal year. It is estirnated

vthat the revenue for the next fiscal yeair will be:. from
,. Custorns, 82 1,500,000; that is less than is estimated for the
7present year, occasioned in part by the changes in the Tariff,
*of $1,00QO,0000 to $1,200,000, certainiy $ 1,000,000, from
Customs and Excis--e. The revenue from Excise we estimate
at $5,400,000, whicb. is $500)000 lems than la estimated

ifor the preH-ent year. The reduction would *be greater,
tbut we will lose some $300,000 Excise duty in the pre-

* sent year, because it has been well known by the
m nanfacturers and retailers of tobacco that the Con-

Sgresa of the United States preposed te reduce the duty
ithero, and they knew perfectiy well the duty must be
ireduced bore, and, therefore, purchaisers bave net bought
1more than was absoiutely nece8sary, and those who have

bad stocks on band have not deqirel,. to inerease them.
Therefore we wiil lose, neo don bt, $300,000 or $400,000 on
tobacco duîing the corning ycar. Post office recoipts we
estimate at 81,V50,000; revenue fx-orn public %vox-ks,

1 3,000,000; intet-est on irivesti-nents, $800,000, and froînl
other sour-ces, $SOLQOOO more, making the total r-ennuo
$33.250,00Oi). The fihstiimntcs tlat ai-e now befo>i-ot!xo lou;ýo
are noniy $30,00000, ancd it wi.Il bc found tbat Supple-
mentar- Thtimratos wil bc brought down, rcndei-ing noces-
sary, I arn satihfied, au a.dditional expciîditure, bt I
think wo înay fairly os,,ýtimnaLe thc sui-plus at $3,000,000)
for next ycar. The estirnatcd cxpendituî-e for neXt
year, esa cmpared with the estimated expenditure
for the present year, shows an incroase of evar $1,000,000.
The increases are stated as follows :-Poat office,
$220,000. A very large increase Is rcquired next year for
the following teason: the business bas grown to sncb a
volume, that under the ai-rangement that was made with
the Girand-' Trunk ilZailway, by whicb tho Post Office De-
paitment had the use of hiaif a car for postal l)l1lPIes, the
business cou Id not be tî-ansacted in balf a car-, and we wexeo
compelled te, mako- arrangemnents for' a whole car, and this
additional ontlay on the Grand Trtunk Ri>ihv:xty alone in-
volvod an increased expenditure of $25,000. Thon the
increased business on the Intercolonial liailway was s;uch
that the Department demnanded that the road be placed
on the same footing as other linos, that they wore entitied
te the sanie compensation for ciu-xying the mail as othet-
lines, anidedmandel that the appropriation for the
pestai service should bo increased. Of' course, a-i t4 Inter-
colonial IRailway is a Governmcnt oad, it is tukzing money,
eut of one peeket and putting i'- iL it(> the othet-, bat it
was thouglit to bc a properai-ng nt and tis increase
amounts te $33>000. ln the No.-ý h- We':dthte pr-oposed ln-
creased expenditurefbornext ya ~nsto s1)o!ehingliko
$57,000, se thoro iN nearly S 2)00 oin thcese threo
itemisatone. Thon wéhavco pt-ojp -al.s îoestiiblish Dew offices;
the fact la we find every day nli e-70ly wo pliain
from the eider l>i-ovineûes sF ig ociî- accommoda-
tien), and as the revenue is 111sWginaboat the saine pr-o-
portion ais the expenctiture, wvo tri-at t tbat the r-evenue fl-cm
this source, tbeugyh it wiil not qui cover$200-cus
the auni paid te, the raiiways ii ,:leXeeIs of for-mer
payments and for it there N n ro rctur-n-will 1,11ge0Y
corne back te the Treasuî-y. 'flic expeons are regu-
lated by the receipt-s, te a eonsidorable extenit,
because nearly ail the postadsers, ex(ep1 tÀ,Ios-o ln th, citles
receive 40 per cent. on. their r3cc;pts as salary, and as the
receipts increase, the salaries inecaiee as aise do thoe

1883. 343



344 COMMONS DEBATES. Mc11 80,
charges on the Department. The increase in the Civil Service way, and on the Sveys of the North-West. Under
Estimates, as hon. gentlemen will notice by the Estimates these circumtances, 8r, I think the contry wili not
on the Table of the Flouse, is $130,000-a larger amount object to the increased expenditnre, when they find
than in any year for some time back. I may mention that that the taxation is fot increased. Now, Sir,
of that sum, $33,000 was formerly paid out for salaries to having proceeded thus far, may I be permitted to
officers in that service. Then in the vote3for the Geological cati the attention of the Honse for a few moments to
Survey-it having been in the Department of the Post- the verdict of Jane last. Lt was a very marked verdict. Lt
master-General, alone are nineteen or twenty-onemen, was marked, Sir, because of the statement by hon. gentle-
I forget which, who were employed as packers, and men opposite, that the country was misled, in 1878, wbon
paid out of contingencies, but who have been transferred the Tarif resolutions were submitted by the Governmert.
under the Act to the Civil Service expenditure, inaking in t was that the statements made tlronghoit the
that item an addition of something like 813,000. In country in tbe Elèctions of 1878 were not justified b
the Department of the Interior, the work bas grown so the Tarif that was bronght down. It was known that a
rapidly, and is becoming so enormous, that the expendi- general poiicy had been propounded by the right hon, leader
ture, in order to keep up with the requirements of the vast of the Government, thon the leader of the Opposition,'with
settlement in that country, in the way of the survey, sale reference te protection te the industries of the country. Lt
and allotments of land, has necessarily been largely increas- was known that in the Elections of 1878 that general policy
ed, the amit in that Department being altogether b130,000. wae prcsentod to the country. But when we came here in
The hon. Minister of Agriculture asks for next*ycar 1879, and iu subscquent years, and put that policy iute the

2.00;000 more than was voted for the presont year. The form of aresolution for the consideration of Parliament, thon
largely increased immigration, and the amoaunt givon in aid we found hon. gentlemen rieing in the Lieuse nd chargir)g
of immigration by the Department of 4griculture will not, individual mcmber8, and the (ovrnment as a whole, wilh
I think, be objected to by Parliament or the country, if the having failed te carry out what thcy had pledged them-
results prove to be such as are anticipated. The Public selves to carryont before the Elctions of 1818. Weil, Sir,
Works expenditure it is proposed to increase by 6265,000. we have the satisfaction of knowing that aftcr that policy had
As we have the means, there is a demand for an increased been put inte form, after it had been adoptcd by Parlin-
number of these public buildings, and in many cases it will be ment, after it lad been in operation for threo years, and
found that the rent now paid for buildings used by the the people were appealed to with refence to its detaik,
Customs and Excise Departments; by the Weights and two-thirds of the pcoplc's repreeentatires are Dow in
Measures offices, and by the Post Office Department,will only this lIouse to sustain that policy. There is tho stili mora
be about equivalent to the interest of the proposed expend- significant fact, Sir, thut eight gentlemen who sat on that
iture for those purposes, The increase ir mail subsidies willsido of the fouse, and who had been members cf the lree
be $48,000. This is to meet the expenditure-provided Trade Goverument provions te 1878, with the Froc Tr-îd-
arrangements are made, and they are now in course of com- ex-Speaker, lest their elections. That verdict was vcry
pletion-for two lines of steamers, each running monthly- rarkcd, aise, because we were teld iu the lato Parliament
which, of course, under this arrangement will make a that this policy would have the effect of driving ont
fortnightly service-from Germany and Belgium te Can-cf thc Union the smaller Provinces, fias it driven out
ada, for the purpose of encouraging and extending the the smaller Provinces? What is the verdict? Two-thirds
trade and emigration between Canada and those coun- of the members electcd in June Ist from the smaller
tries. Then there is an increase in lighthouse and Provinces are sent here to support this policy. And I
c-ast service of $22,000. This is in the direction think hon. members who we members of the late fouse
of praetically cheaponing freight, and increasing the will pardon me if I say- that I feel a speciaî pride and
value of all artielos exported, and decreasing the cost of satisfaction in standing beto-night as the rop-osentative
articles imported into the 1)uminion. The increase in Cus- cf NewvBrunswiek; because those who were here during the
toms expendituro is -15,000, of which $25,000 is in Mani- last tlwe or four years know how offen I was taunted with
toba and the North-West. This increase will bereadily under- the statenient that I misreprosented my native Province.
stood by hon. gentlemen when I tell them that the pro. Unfortunatcly, we lad but few supporters bore aftor 1878
babilities are, that this year Manitoba will be the third snstaining this policy; butat the Gencral Elections of 1882,
port in the Dominion, so far as revenue is concerned, so that what was the verdict? Though I was specially charged with
the increased exponditure cannot be avoided, the incr-eased risrepresenting what the poiicy of the Goverument would
work rcndering it imperative. The same thing may bc, a majority bas beea i3ent from my Province te sustain
be said with regard to Excise. The increase on public this policy. Sir, the majority of the vote was larger for
works and canals is $26,000; Dominion lands $30,000; the policy than the representation lathe fouse. That
and there will be a probable expenditure for mittia pur- is another important Act. I teck the liberty te
poses, under the Bill now beforo tho louse, to the extent of say te thc hon, leader cf the Opposition, Iast Session
about $150,000. To these sumis will have to be and the Session before : If you expeet ever to
added-if Parliament sustains the proposition-the bonus core te this aide cf the fouse, you must accept thc
to be paid to the iron manufacturers dnring next year. National Policy." Now, I hold that the verdict given in
Under those circumstances, Sir, while nominally there June last was most emphatie, and proves thc truth
appoars to be a largo increased expenditure, there will be cf my statement, that hou. gentlemen opposite must accept
practically, even in the next year, a very considerable the National Policy before thcy can hope te core on this
return from the Departments where that monoy is exponded. side cf the House. Thc fiat bas gene forth, and it wilie
And I may add this-that, althongh I sated that last year popetual. And it is tus: that the hand muet perish that
the taxation requisite to meet the expenditure of the Do- attempts te renove ene single stone from the foundation,
minion was 13 ets. a head less than the average of 1874-78, oroesngle arch from the superstructure of the national
and for the current year i cent. more, the increase nowedi o csoundation was se carefuliy laid and super-
proposed will, if you take the average of the three year, structure sekillfuUy superintendcd by thc right hoa.
leave the taxation just about what it was from 1874 to 1878, gentleman whcse name I need net mention in this floue.
notwithstanding the fact, as I stated before, that at the cloeeeiI aid, in 1880 and 1881, fIat whenevcr an Election
of this year we shall have exponded 8 1,000,000 on the came, this poiicy would be sustained, fiat after it had been
Pacifie Railway, on the enlargement of our canals, on five. ycars on thc Statute.book; and after having been
the extension and equipment of the Inatercolonial Rail- perfected frein tino time, it would nover b. ropealed.

tir LhaONAeD ThLeSY,
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Un.der these cireumstances, I desire to lay upon the Table to take are those of the official documents furnished by the
of the House the resolutions that, when we are in Com- Government to the louse; the figures I shall adduce, will be
mittee, I propose to move in confirmation and perfection figures not cooked in any manner by myself, but those placed
of that policy. in our hands by the Government of the day. And am I not

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). We have had again the fair in doing so? While I admit the hon. Finance Minister
pleasure of listening to the financial statement from the has a right to make explanations as to the increase in vari-
hon. Finance Minister of the Dominion. It is a statement ous directions, ho will not forget that the same state of
of a groat deal of importance to every hon. member of this things prevailed under the Mackenzie Administration
louse, as, no doubt, it is to every citizen of the country who -that if there is justification now, there was justifica.
takes any interest in the affairs of State. I have listened, tion thon; that if there is an increased expenditure
in common wi4h others, as carefully as I could to the and an increased revenue now, there was an increased
regnarke that bave fallen from the lips of the hon. gentle- revenue following an increased expenditure then. Thore-
man who administers our finances. It is impossible, of fore, for the purposes of comparisn-and it is by com-
course, to remember all the points, to recollect all the parison we* learn-ail the specious arguments of the hon.
statements, much less to carry in one's mind or jot down as gentleman must be cast aside, and we must take the figures
they are uttered all the figures and tables of figures that as they are furnished to us in the Public Accounis, and judg.
may be given ; but I think I have been able to gather, ing from them we must determine what the record of this
from the statements that have fallen from the hon. gentle- Government has been. I do not desire to go too far back in
man's lips, enough to enable me to, at any rate, follow in the history of the country; J, therefore, make brief mention
some measure the line of his argument, and to notice at of the fact that, while the present Government were in
some length some of the statements ho bas made and power seven years prior te the Mackenzie Administration,
the deductions he as drawn therefrom. No doubt the they justified the charge that we have to make upon this
debate will go on, and many other hon. members will take occasion upon them-that they incroased at an enormous
part in it, and it will be quite possible for them, when the rate, and with prodigions speed, the public expenditure; that
figures we have listened to are in print and in the possession in their seven years they ran it up from $13,000,000 to
of hon. meimbers, to carefully scan them and see whether the 823,000,000 ; that they ran the controlla ble expenditure
interpretation placed upon them by the hon. Finance from $3,000,000 to $8,000,000. Thon they were succeeded
Minister can be fully borne out. This task I leave in the by an Administration, who, for five years, conducted the
hands of hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House who, I atfairs of this country, and I propose now to look ut the re-
am sure will be able to deal intelligently with the subject. cord of that Government and to compare it, not with the
Following thon the lino adopted by the hon. Finance record Of this Govelrnment in the seven years preceding, for
Minister, I am brought first to consider the question of that is past and gone, but to compare it withl tho record of
administration with reference to the public exponditure. this Governmert for the fivo years that have succeeded the
The hon. gentleman knew that the Public Accounts were in period, taking the Estimates for the coming year 1883-84.
the handis of members; ho knew they showed that there What are the facts, Sir? When the Mackenzie Admin-
had been a very great increase of expenditure; and ho did istration came into power the expendituro was $23,316,316.
what it was only natural ho should do, ho sought to break the They remained in power five years, and whon they went
force of that fact by attempting to explain and justify each out of power it had increased to $24,455,381, or an increase
item, in order, if possible, to save himself, and the Adminis- of$1,139,065 during the five years. Now, Sir, we are taking
tration of which he is one of the able members, from blamo the Estimates that have been placed upon the Table for the
and censure in that regard. Nor am I disposed to say that year 1883-84, and what do they show ? Simply an increaso
ho altogether failed in showing that in some of this increased of a little over bi,0o0,000 as the Mackenzie Administration
expenditure there is a corresponding benefit derived from showed? No, Sir, but it exhibits an inci case of 1,94,619.
the receipts of diflerent Iepartments in which this increased These are the bare facts. Looking at them wo ean readily un-
expenditure is made; nor do I desire, though the hon. gentle- derstand how desirable it was on the part of the bon. Finance
man seemed to think i t was part of our policy to withhold this Minister, that ho should attempt somo explanation to account
information from the publie, to withhold it from them. I am for this rapid increase, which explaniaion is of no avail, inas-
quite willing that the people of this country should under- much as the mitigating circumstances mentioned by him
stand, that while we have increased the expenditure upon operated under the Mackenzie Administration as well as
our raiiways and canals, we have also increased the revenue under his. The expenditure when those gentlemen who
therefrom, and that thatshould be taken into account. But, denounced the Mackenzie Administration for their ex-
Sir, the point I think the country is interested in is this: travagance went out of power, was $24,455,381 ; to-dayi
that iin ail these explanations, in all these justifications, the by the Estimates placed upon the Table of the
people are sometimes apt to be bewildered and to say: " Why House, the hon. Finance Minister asks us to give
can't you Members of Parliament, in dealing with figures, him $30,250,000 to carry on the affairs of the coun-
give us some figures that may be taken and accepted as cor- try. Sir, there is another test with reference to the ccono-
rect-withoutexplanat ion, without justification, without mical management of the affairs by the Goerniment, and
explaining away. Why not give us figures upon which we that is the ordinary expenses of the Government-the c.on-
can all agree ?" Now, Sir, I think that this is the duty of the trollable exponditure; that expenditure, w hich a gentleman
Governmont, and I think that it is my duty, addressing my- who is now a member of the Government, during the time
self now to the task oi attempting to reply, though it may of the Mackenzie Administration, declared was as much
he but feebly, to the uttorances of the hon. Finance Minister. under the control and the management of the Ministry of
And if I do that, I will have but little difficulty in convincing the day as were their bousehold expenses. When the hon.
the people that the hon. gentlemen opposite who, when in member for East York took possession of the Govern ment le
Opposition for five years, charged upon the Administration found the controllable expenditure was $8,324,076. fie
of that day, gross extravagance, because the public admininistered the public affairs for five years, and when ho
expenditure had been increased, are themselves guilty left office ho left the controllable expenditura at $6,941,Û77.
of still greater extravagance. I will be able to charge Instead of increasing the controllable expenditure, ho
back upon those hon. gentlemen, and it will not be for succeeded in decreasing it by $1,382,499. But, Sir, what is
thiem to rosent anything in this direction, they them- the record of the hon, gentlemen opposite with reference to
selves having adopted that lino cf criticism when they this controllable expenditure since tbey have attained power?
Occupied this side of' the HiQ.e The fgures I propose Taking their expenditure for a like pe iiod Of five yearO
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including their Estimates for 1883-84, what do we find ?
When they came into office the controllable expenditure was
86,941,577; they ask us this year to give them $10,073,015 ;
in other words, in their five years, instead of decreasing
it, as the Mackenzie Administration did nearly
81,500,000, they have increased it 83,131,438.
There, Sir, is a plain financial statement of
figures that no man who is desirous of discussing
the question can get behind, for they stand for com-
parison by the people of this country and the hon. members
of thiEslouse to look into for themselves, and to judge with
reference to the protestations of economical management on
the part of hon. gentlemen opposite. If we were to look
into them in detail what would we find ? We 'would find
that in all the departments of the Government there is a
very greatly increased expenditure. Take the item of
Civil Government. In the year 1878-79-for I take the
year 1879, though bthe Mackenzie Administration were in
power but a part of that year; but I desire to take all the
hon. gentleman can fairly charge upon them-8861,170
sufficed for the purpose of Civil Government. This year
we are asked to give theb hon. gentlemen opposite $1, 109,100
for the same purpose, or an increase of $247,930. When
Iwe were in power the hon. gentlemen opposite were fond
of charging us with employing a larger -staff of mon
than was requisite, but they have inereased it to
a wonderful extent. Then 302 mon, at a cost
of $343,510, sufficed to run all the Departments. Now
they come down, and, by their Estimates, ask to employ 499
men at a cost of $538,989; they ask us to give them 197
more servants in the difforent Departments than the
Mackenzie Administration had, at an inereased cost of
$195,479. They ask us to increase the staff 65 per cent.,
and the pay 57 per cent. Thus we have some idea of how
matters go. If we were to take a peep into contingencies
of Civil Government, into the little odds and ends jotted
down for this and that purpose, we would find that extrav-
agance has run riot in the Departments in regard to con-
tingent expenses. Little expenses are jotted down under
convenient heads, but they are specified sometimes, and we
are able te form a judgment respecting them. In looking
into contingencies I find hon. Ministers, now occupying the
Treasury benches, spending thousands of dollars for travel-
ling expenses, where hundreds sufficed under the Mackenzie
Administration. I find considerable sums set down in items
of that kind; and ifI were to go through the various Depart-
ments and specify items, hon. members would be inclined
to laugh and wonder whether some of the items charged
were really correct or not. I find an increase in bthe Militia
Department 81,106 in contingencies alone. I find placed
down for cab hire alone, $550. I am not objecting to the
hon. Minister of Militia engaging a cab once in a while, or
even oftener; but I do object te the demoralizing affect of
the hon. Minister of Militia-a man who should be trained
to war-riding about in a cushioned carriage. I would
recommend, not with the view oftaking away from the case
which I desire the hon. gentleman to enjoy, but, in order
that there may be no demoralizing influence on the force,
that he ahould put down instead of " cab hire," "war steeds,"
so that the Militia might think that the hon. Minister was
engaged in practising with bis war charger, in order the
more effectually to shdw an example of bravery and effi
ciency to the troope under him. Let me now come down
to the Secretary of States' Department, which shows an
increase of $924. The item of cab hire figures there to the
extent of $331. And se we might go on through the
Department of the Interior, which, however, I will not
touch upon, because, no doubt, the hon. First Minister,
having had his attentioncalled to the matter, will see that
economy is practised in the future, as he was careful to prese
upon my friend the member for East York when he occupied
theposition oflead of a Department. And so we might go

Mr. PàrmooN (Brant).

through the Department of Publie Works, where a certain
Mr. Mackay is mentioned in the Auditor General's Report
as having been paid $1,109, the Auditor General remarking
that he had not been able to get an exact copy of the account
and full details, Thus we find, all through the Departments,
increase of staff, inercase of cost, increase in contingent
expenses; and the Government are running the mad race
they ran wbon in power before, and are expending, I
repeat, thousands, where hundreds served for the same
purpose when Mr. Mackenzie was in power. We next
come to the question of Immigration and Quarantine.
$212,224 answered for that service during the Mackenzie
Administration, while hon. gentlemen opposite are asking
this year for the like purpose, $570,487, or, in addition to
what was expended at that time, $358,263, an increase of
expenditure under that head amounting to nearly 150 per
cent. We are entitled to some explanation in regard to
this increase, and the House did not receive it from the
hon. Finance Minister. Hon. members who were in
this House at the time the Canadian Pacifie Railway bargain
was submitted, will remember how the hon. the First
Minister insisted that the bargain should be completed soon,
because the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company were then
about initiating an extensive system of immigration in con-
cert with the Dominion Govern ment; and it was of the utmost
necessity that the bargain should be consummated quickly,
in order that they might be enabled to go over to the Old
Country and perfect a system of immigration, and let this
country have the benefit of it. That bargain was consum-
mated. I think the terms were extravagant, that the company
obtained terms altogether too liberal from the people of
this Dominion. But what have they done with respect to
this matter of immigration ? How comes it that we are
asked to devote $358-,263 more to promote immigration
than before this company was formed, when we were told
expressly that one of the great benefits conferred by the
company was to be that they would reduce the cost of immi-
gration, they acting as immigration agents in bringing
men here. I have not seen the report of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, and I therefore make this remark
subject to correction, but I have been informed that in the
report of that company there does not appear the expendi-
ture of a single dollar for immigration purposes. And yet
the Government of Canada proposes to expend 150 per
cent. more for immigration purposes than it did before
that company was formed. For whose benefit? If the
lands in the North-West had been ours, if colonization com-
panies had not been so largely increased, and if the lands
had not been locked up in the hands of those companies, and
the railway company, then I could understand that we
might derive some benefit from that expenditure ; but the
land being tied up in every shape and form, I fear the money
voted for the purpose will be used far more for the purpose
of enhancing and benefiting the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company than for benefiting the country whose money is
being used for that purpose. We pass on to consider the
question of Pensions and Suporannuations. $221,326
answered for that service under the late Government, but
8293,385 are now asked for, being an increase of 872,059.
Public Works were managed for $1,013,593, but $2,447,940
are asked, being an increase of $1,484,347. Under the head
of Miscellaneous, $101,602 proved sufficient in 1875, but we
are now asked to vote $194,950. Indian grants involved an
expenditure of $489,327 in 1879, we are now asked to vote
$875,949. Here I must say that the remarks of the hon. the
Finance Minister in regard to that point carried a good deal
of weight. If this money is required to be expended on the
Indiate, fault cannot fairly be found with the Government
in adopting the plan of conciliating the Indiane. The expen-
diture for Mounted Police has inereased from $344,823 to
S416,000, being an increase of'$71,177. This outlaytor the
Mounted Police, if required in order to preserve the peao¢
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and well-being of the country, is an item to which I will not
take very great exception ; but I take the opportunity to
point out that hon, gentlemen opposite, when in Opposition,
found fault with expenditures in the very Departments in
which increases are new observable. We find that $719,711
answered for the Customs Department in 1878-79, but now
we are asked to vote for this service $779,450, or an increase
of $59,729. Permit me here to say, I think that this is an
expenditure which may fairly be justified, and I an not pre-
pared to find fault with it. I ara free to admit that the admin-
1stration of this Department by the hon. Minister, who pro-
sides over it, has been remarkably economical, and it is but
fair to give him credit for it; but 1 do not wish him to
assume that I consider he has diseharged his duty in all
respects, because I have tofind fault with some matters with
reference to the administration ofhis Department; but he las
kept closer te the line which ho laid down for himself, than
other hon. members of the Government who sit beside him
have donc. I wish I could say the same thing with ref.
erence to the Excise Department with which I have to find
fault. Hon. gentlemen opposite, when in Opposition, de-
nounced the extravagance of the Mackenzie Government,
on account of the great cost attending its administration;
but whereas that Government asked for $211,064 for this
Department in the year 1879, we are now asked to vote
$288,380 to do the same work,or $77,316 more to do the work
for the year 1884, than was necessary in 1879. Well, Sir, it
cannot be alleged, as the hon. Minister of Customs might
allege in bis case,that there is an increase in the revenue from
this Department,and agreater volume of merchandiso hand-
led, or greater traffie to be looked after ; for we find that the
revenue from Excise, in 1879, was $5,390,763, while this
year the hon. the Minister of Finance estimates receipts of
$5,400,000 from this source, being almost precisely the
same as they were in the year 1879, and yet we are asked
to expend $77,316, or 33J per cent, more for collecting this
revenue than was demanded during the last year of the
Mackenzie Administration, when they were denounced for
their extravagance. In reference to it, Sir, I trust that
the hon. Minister who presides over this Department, will
give his attention to it, instead of devoting his time,
which a Minister of the Crown should give to the duties of
his Department, to other matters-now that the Ontario
Elections are over-elections which did not concern
that hon. gentleman in the slightest degree. I hope
he will find it convenient to discharge the duties of
his office, which should not suffer from his taking part in a
Local Election in a Province to which ho does not belong ;
and will see to it, that lie rectifies the gross extravagance
which pervades his Department, shown by the immense
sum asked for it by the Government. With reference to
the Post Office Department, we find that we are asked to
vote 453,887 more than was required in 1879. This item,
I shall not criticise very closely, because I think that the
hon. Finance Minister gave a reason-and a gool reason,
I wili even go the length of saying-for this increase li
this Department. We must expect it, while we are
opening up a new country as we are doing in the im-
mense No th-West, and while providing necessary postal
facilities, we must make up our minds to the fact that we
must have an increased expenditure in this Department; and
we will rejoice if the bon. gentleman is able next year, as lie
was today, to say that the increase in the revenue from
this source was greater during the coming year than was
the case during the past year. I think that the next
pqint alluded to by the hon. the Finance Minister was the
result of the working of the Tarifftas between GreatBritain
and the United States; and he took credit to himself, while
speaking on this subject, that the position which he had
taken when it was discussed with a good deal of vigor in
1879, was fully justified by the returns; and that the posi-
tion which was taken by hon. gentlemen on this side of thel

House was not borne out by the facts. With an ingenuity
that rather characterizes him- and which he is willing to
ascribe to hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House, when it
suits him to do so-he took certain years which made out
apparently a case for himself; but I would ask him to take
the bearing of the trade between Great Britain and
the United States as it now exista. Why did not the hon.
gentleman make a comparison in this respect between the
years 1881 and 188 2-years just following each other, Let
us not gi back five or six years to see whether the Tariff
works as he represents. What are the facts with reference
to those two years ? Have the importa from Great Britain
increased in greater ratio than the importa from the United
States. No ; but quite tho reverse. Instead of the position
of the hon. gentleman being borno out by the facts, the
position of the hon. gentlemen on this side of the House is'
fully borne out. What are the figures which are furnisbed
by the hon. Minister of Customs himself, and thore-
fore thoroughly reliable. In 1882, there entered into
consumption, of imports from Great Britain, 850,597,341
worth; and, in 1831, the importa from the same
country amounted in value to $43,583,808; or we had
an increase in the imports from Great Britain of gooda
entering into consumption in the year 1882, over the
year 1881, of 87,014,533. Well, then, we had entered for
consumption, in importa from United States in the year
1882, $48,289,052 worth; and, in 1881, we had from them
but $36,704,112 worth; or we had an increase, in the
importa from the United States, in 1882 over 1881,
of $11,584,940, against an increase in importa from Great
Britain of $7,014,533; and yet the hon. Finance Minister
thinks that his position is borne out by the facts, and that
the operation of the Tariff is sucb that the importa from
Great Britain have increased, while the importa from the
United States have decreased. Well, Sir, with reference
to the duties paid on these goods, what are the facta?
With regard to the $50,000,000 and over imported from
Great Britain in 1882, we collected a duty of $10,011,811,
which is as near as may be 20 per cent.; and, in 1881,
on $43,583,808 of imports from that country, the duty col-
lected amounted to $8,772,949, or the same average duty of
20 per cent. Now, what was the amount of the duty col-
lected on the goods imported from the United States ? On
the 848,289,052 worth of goods imported firom the United
States in 1882, the duty collected was $7,082,722, or only
15 per cent., as against 20 per cent. on British goode.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Hear, hear.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes ; hear, hear. The hon. Finance
Minister says, "hear, hear," but ho will not deny that I
have stated the figures correctly.

Sir LEONARD TJLLEY. Yes; but the fact is mislead-
ing, Mr. Speaker, because he required to look at the rate of
duty collected in 1878 in order to reach a correct conclusion
as to the effect of the Tariff.

Mr. PATERSON. I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that
the conclusion is very misleading if applied to the con-
clusions drawn by the hon. Finance Minister; but it is
anything but misleading when applied to the point which
I am making. I have shown, I think, that the duty
paid on British importa exceeded 20 per cent. in the
years 1881 and 1882, while the duty on the United States
importa in each case was 15 per cent.; and I pointed out
that from the year 1881 to 1882 the importa from Great
Britain increased but 87,000,000, while the importa during
the same period from the United States inereased over
$11,000,000. Therefore these figures effectually disprove
the position taken by the hon. Finance Minister, and fully
establish what was contended for by hon. gentlemen on this
aide of the louse. Now, let me say bore, if it will be any
comfort to the hon. gentleman-and in this matter I speak
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entirely for myself-that I do net attach, and oever did
attach, as mach importance to the question of the imports
from Great Britain and the United States respectively, that
some hon. gentlemen have attached to it. True, i recognize
tie fact that in England we borrow our money, that her
flag floats over us, that her Army and Navy are pledged to
defend us, and therefore it was not exactly a thing that
might be called vory loyal te Great Britain to put on a Tariff
that would legislate specially against her. I have gone
that far in sentiment, but we ail know that in matters
of trade there is very little sentiment; and while we are
willing to give what advantages we might fairly accord to
Great Britain, we also recognize that while she is one of our
great customers, while we like to interchange our commo-
dities with her, we should never lose sight of the fact that
the great Republie te the south of us is a nation against
which we should not stir up feelings of strifo. I am one
of those who believe that it is not in the interests of Canada
that harsh words should be uttered against that nation.
When I find them taking $40,000,000 worth of our products,
and giving us gold, or what is equivalent to gold in return,
I value their trade as I value the trade of any other
country, and, therefore, I say that J have not attached
the importance to this question that some bon, gen-
tlemen seem te have attached to it. I merely allude
to this fact because the bon. Finance Minister thought
it necessary to establish every position he had ever
taken in the past with reference to Tarif changes, and sought
to prove himself in the right in regard to them, and in
consequOnce that those who differed from him were in the
wrong. The next point touched upon by the hon. - Finance
Minister was one with regard to which I confess I felt a
little sympathy for him; for even party warfare in the
House of Commons, and the desire to get the better of an
opponent, cannot prevent a little feeling of sympathy some-
times arising in one's breast when we find that opponent in
too tight a place for bis comfort. In such a tight place, I
may venture te say, without offending the feelings of the hon.
gentlemen, was the hon. Finance Minister when he touched
upon that subject which is known by the name of the
Balance of Trade. That was a subject upon which we have
had very strong arguments from the hon. Finance Minister.
That was a subject (f which hon. gentlemen opposite were
fully cognizant, a subject which they. had grasped in
its details, a subject as te which they had laid down
a cast-iron ruie, a subject which they had mastered
thoroughly and entirely. The position which they took upon
that question they held te be unassailable in its nature, and
the arguments adduced from this side were arguments which
they considered could net bear investigation. The hon.
iMinister of Customs in the year 1880, when the hon. gen-
tleman succeeded for one year in reducing the imports below
the exports, placed, or caused to be placed, in the Report of
the Commissioner of Customs te the Minister of Customs, in
the preface te the Trade and Navigation Returns, in a very
conspicuous position the statement that at last they had
accomplished what they bad claimed they would accom-
plish ; that they had equalized the imports with the experts,
and, therefore, that prosperity had dawned upon the country,
and that they bad thon achieved that which it was the duty
of statesmen to achieve. When I made a motion in the
louse with reference te another subject, the Minister of

Castons, in replying, said, that ail it was necessary to do
i answer te My argument was simply te point me to the
fact that the Commissioner had stated, in the preface te
the Trade and Navigation Returns, that we had equalized
the imports and the exports. Next year the balance of trade
was $7,000,000 against us. The Commissioner of Customs
alludes to that fact in a very gingerly manner in the pre-
face to the Returns. Nextyear the balance of trade against
us had swollen te $17,000,000, but the Commissioner of Cus-
tome forgot te report that fact altogether. Now, let us

Mx. PATEuoN r(Bant).

look at what the hon. Finance Minister himself said with
reference to this matter. That hon. gentleman, in speak-
ing at the Grand Conservative Convention, in Toronto, on
24th November, 1881, is reported to have used language
which I shall quote from the Mail newspaper; a newspaper
that gives a very correct report of the hon. gentlemen
opposite-reports quite as Correct as it sometimes gives to
hon. gentlemen on this aide, without my attribPting to them
any design to misrepresent. What I mean to state le, tha6
the reports given by that paper of speeches made by a
distinguished gentleman like the hon. Finance Minister,
are verbatim, and, therefore, the Mail's report may be
accepted as the language used by him. The hon. gentleman
said:

"During the last two years we have nearly equalized the exports
with our importe. Whatever Free Traders may say our people cannot
understand the tbeory that the larger the excessof our importe over our
exporte the more prosperous is the country. We say that as with the
individual so with the nation, and that if he expends more than he
receives, poverty stares hil in the face. If, on the other hand, his
receipts exceed his expenditure bis condition is hopeful. The latter is
the position cf the Dominion if we take into account or receipta for
freights."

That statement was received, as overy utterance of the hon.
gentleman would be received in a gathering of such intelli-
gent men as would constitute a Conservative Convention,
with enthusiastie cheers. Now, let us look into this ques-
tion of the balance of trade. The bon. gentleman recog-
nizes that to day that balance is against us, but he seeks to
minimize the fact by taking the last four years, and he says
it is only $8,000,000 a year against us. That does not show
our position, for this year the balance is against us to the
xtent of more thandouble $8,000,o0, and it is to that fact
that we must address ourselves, for if the hon. gen-
tleman succeeded in gaining an equilibrium three years
ago and has lost it now, according to his own language,
poverty stares us in the face. How an hon. gentleman
who took the position which he took, can, in the face of an
adverse balance of trade, las t year amounting to $17,000,000,
rise in bis place and say this year, as he did last, that
never in the history of the country were we so prosperous
as we are to-day, is something which the hon, gentleman
has not explained. With reference to the annual balance of
trade, in the fifteen years since Confederation therehas been
an annual balance of 818,858,526 against us; in the
seven years they were in power before, the annual balance
of trade against us was $22,123,745. Inthefive years of the
Mackenzie Administration it was 821,022,215; while, in
1881-82, the adverse balance is $17,282,297; and in the six
months which bave elapsed, between July last and the 1st of
January, 1883, the balance of trade was $10,799,358 against
us. It is going on inereasing at an enormous rate. If pov-
erty stared ns la the face before, poverty is now knocking at
our very doors, and yet the hon. Finance Minister tells us that
we stand to-day in a happier and more prosperous position
than before. low to reconcile these things is not for me
to say; that is a task wbich devolves upon the hon gentle-
man, and it is one to which I wish to direct his attention.
What has been the course of our trade during the six
months that have elapsed since the Trade and Navigation
Returns were completed in June last. I have the figures
hore, and they show very badly from the stand-point of the
hon. Finance Minister. In the six months ending December
S31st, 1882, as compared with the six monthe ending Decem-
ber 3Lt, 1881, our imports increased by $9,546,436. That,
according to the hon. Finance Minister, indicates the ruin
of the country; because when ho introduced bis Tariff, and
timeand again afterwards, ho stated that it was absolut3ly
necessary for the welfare of the country, that we
sbould decrease our imports. [Had we covered them
with corres)onding exports the case would not be
a matter for regret ; but what are the facts? During
the same six months our e*port, instead, of increas
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ing, decreased $3,709,249. Al these figures show that,
ac.cording te the theory of the hon. Finanee Minister, every-
thing is working wrong. These figures will require a botter
explanation than they have yet received at the bande of
that hon. gentleman, before we shallibe able to accept un-
reservedly bis statement that at no period in the history of
Canada was the country more prosperous than it is now.
With reference to this question of the balance of trade, the
hon. Finance Minister went into an explanation to show
that the balance of trade, as it appears in our Trade and
Navigation Returns, is after ail net the correct balance of
trade. I quite agree with some of the statements made by
the hon, gentleman on that point; but what is true now
was true in 1879, when his contention was, that the
balance of trade which appeared in our Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns was the one that must be taken ; and if the
explanations that he gave this afternoon as to the influence
of certain items upon this quetion are to be taken now with
reference to the balance of trade, they must also be taken
with reference to the period of the Mackenzie Adùiinistra-
tion. When we fIlnd that in the case of Britain, the balance
of trade against her amounts to hundreds of millions
in the course of a few years, we can readily under-
stand that she cannot possibly be that much poorer
than she was before. How can it be explained, then, that
Erngland goes on increasing in wealth with this balance of
trade against her ? The hon. the Finance Minister touched
one of the great secrets of the question when he said that
Britain bas te do the work of carrying the commerce-
of* the world. The wealth that she earns on the
sea as the carrier of the trade of ail nations, enters
materially into this question; and as the hon. Finance
Miniater said, our balance of trade is overcome partly by
the fact that about $30,000,000 is engaged in shipping,
which, ho estimated, at 10 per cent. would give us $3,000,000
per annum te be applied to the reduction of the balance of
trade against us. Thon he said that the trade carried by
out ships amounted to $350,000,000, whicb, at 5 per
cent., would give $17,500,000 that should be applied te
reduce the balance of trade against us. The hon.gentleman
may be correct in part; but I think, in giving our own
carrying trade the benefit of the whole of that amount, he
lost sight of the fact that we carried only one-fourth of it
ourselves.

Sir LEONARD TILILEY. I did net say it was the
freight carried, but disbursements at the port where the
loadíIg took place.

Mi. MACKEN7IE. That is the same thing.
Mr. PATEfRSON. Weil, scarcely the same thing. I do

net wish to misquote the hon. gentleman, but he will find
that his statement will not be borne out fully, although there
is something in it. But I say that the hon. the Finance
Minister's position, which he took so definitely and se posi-
tively, that an adverse balance of trade is an indication of

verty, in which opinion he was joined by the bon. mem-
rs who surround him, cannot be borne out by any facts

which he chooses te bring, and must be given up as an
utterly untenable position, and that the statement made by
hon. gentlemen on thisa ide of the House that the balance of
trade is subject to explanations and variations from outside
causes, is right and correct, and that an apparent balance
of trade against us, according to the Trade ad Navigation
IReturns, does not of necessity mean that the country is poorer
by the excess of imports over exporte. I agree with the hon.
Finance Minister in the opinion that it is net desirable that
there should be too great an importation of goods. I think
we are tbreatened, and will be to a greater extent before
long, with an over-importation of goods from other
countries. But there is tie fact to be borne in mind-tht
the hon., Finance Minister nv us to understand that the&
incresSin onrníptW a hrginfunegeds. No#

I maintain that it is possible for a country to import more
than it exports and be financially cmbarrassed without being
any po-rer. If a farmer spends $200 more than he
makes in any one year, you would say that he was
8200 poorer; but if ho applies that money to the
erection of a barn, or to anytbing else that would come back
to him in intreased profit in years to come, it might be said
that ho is hard-up, but not poorer. He las his money i.n a
different shape. So the country that imports that which is
necessary to develop the country and to get out its hidden
wealth, though it may for a time be short of money, it
cannot be said to be poorer, because what it bas spent will
come back to it in incroased profit in years to come. But
the hon. Finance Minister tells us that this is not the kind
of goods we are bringing in at all, but perishable commodi.
ties, the consumption of which actually leaves us poorer by
the amount expended in that direction. Instead of it boing
a matter cf congratulation to the people of this country to
be told that the excess of imports consists of fancy
goods, it is a matter to be regretted, because it can
be of no lasting benefit to the country. Now,
permit me to notice, in a brief way, the claim of the
hon. Finance Minister with reference to the effect of his
Tarif, as shown in the prosperity that prevails in the
country. Allow me to say at the outset, that I am willing
to admit-nay more, I am glad to admit-that during the
year 1882, the Province, at any rate, from which i come,
and of which I know the most, bas been in what may be
termed a prosperous condition. It must be a source of
great satisfaction to any citizen to know that the country
in which ho dwells is thriving ard prosperous; and when I
scrutinize the statements of the bon. Finance Minister,
when I take exception to sone of them and endeavor to
prove that ho bas misstated altogether the causes of that
prosperity, I do so in order that the people may under-
stand its real cause, and knowing the cause, bend their
energies in that direction. The bon. Finance Minister bas
done what I am sorry to see him do. I had thought that
ho would have modified his language somewhat, and depart
a little from the lino of boasting which bas been indulged
in during previous years by himself and bis colleagues. Lust
year, in the Speech from the Throne, that was put into the
mouth of IHis Excellency by hon. gentlemen opposite, there
was a clause which I considered to be eminently appropriate.
Having referred to the many blessings, commercial and
others, that we enjoyed, the Speech said, we cannot bu too
thankful to the Giver of all good for these blessings. I
would say, without desiring to treat the matter with the
slightest irreverence, that I consider that paragraph as an
acknowledgment on the part of the Government of the
good Providence, which overrules the destinies of men,
having been extended towards us; but as I listened
to the same hon. gentleman, who now claims all the
credit for our prosperity, I wondered whether the Govern-
ment meant in that paragraph to substitute some other one
for the One that I understood to be referred to under the
title of " The Giver of all good." I believe that in tbis land
we have been blessed by a beneficent Providence, but I
notice that even the acknowledgment of this Providence
bas been omitted this year by hon. gentlemen opposite in the
Speech from tho Throne. Willing to attribute the blessings
lst year, in word, to Him, they are unprepared to do
even that this year ; and the hon. Finance Minister comes
down and says: " See our prospority and bebold the giver of
ILt. If you do not believe," he sys, "that I arn the giver of
prosperity, look at your carnings as shown by the depo3its
in the savings banks; that will tell the tale. See your
extra deposits in the chartered banks ; see the price of
your bonds in the London market. I am the giver and I
am the man that raised the price of your bonds in the
London market. It is 1," he says, "that bas done all this."
Itis not necesary to follow the hon. gentleman in is argu-
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ment to prove that we are enjoying prosperity. We admit
that. Still he will allow me to draw his attention to the
fact that he takes n strange way ofproving, by figures, that
we are enjoying properity. Take, for instange, the deposits
in the savings banks. The hon.gentleman claims they are
proof positive that the laboring classes aie better off now
than in previous years,; but he fails to recognize the fact that
those deposits are affected by many other influences than the
savings of the people. Deposits are often withdrawn from
one investment and placed in another. Changing circum-
stances and events may lead to larger deposits at certain
times than at others. Sums of $2,000 may be placed
in one deposit in those banks, and such deposits are not
made by the laboring classes. In order to show how falla-
cious are the data on which the hon. Minister endeavors to
prove positively that the savings of the working classes are
abundant compared with previous years, let us look at the
deposits in the savings banks of the different Provinces.
They show an increase in the year 1879 over 1878 of
$710,670. But bore is the fact to which I calithe attention
of the bon Finance Minister. Of that increase, $383,953 is
in Quebec and Ontario, and the balance, 8338,482, in the
Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince
Edward Island. In those three small Provinces, therefore,
the increase was almost as large as that in the two great
Provinces of Ontario and Quebcc, with four times the
population of the other three; or, in other words, that the
working men in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince
Edward Island were four times botter off than the same
class in Ontario and Quebee. Now, every marn knows that
such could not be the case, and to show that an argument is
founded on sucb data proves its fallacy. In 1830, there was
an-increase over 1879 in the deposits in the savings banks
and post offices of $1,845,273. Of that increase, the amount
in Ontario and Quebec was $877,873, and in the three Mari-
time Provinces, $819,599. Then again, the Maritime
Provinces, with one-fourth the population of the other two,
deposited almost the same amount of money in those
institutions. Is it possible that the people of those three
small Provinces could have saved as much in that year as
a population four times greater in number in the other two
Provinces ? The thing is absurd, and hence the data of the
hon. Finance Miniter were of the most fallacious descrip.
tion. Take the following year. The increase was $4,783,7t6,
of which 82,485,836 was in Ontario and Quebec, and
$1,998,114 in the Maritime Provinces, very nearly as much
as in Ontario and Quebec. Again I ask the question, did
the working men of the Maritime Provinces save four times
as much as their fellow laborers in Ontario and Quebec ?
No one will allege that such was the case. Take last year.
The increase was $5,931,989, of which Ontario and Quebec
had $3 34,181, and the Maritime Province $1,921,205,
a little greater difference than in the other years.
But if we were to follow that out and accept what the hon.
gentleman furnishes us, we would have to say that the
laboring men of the Maritime Provinces last year saved
three times as much as their fellow laborers in Ontario
and Quebec. Since 1878, the total increase has been
$13,271,648, of which $7,111,843 was in the Provinces of
Quebec and Ontario, and $5,077,400 in the Maritime
Provinces. That being the case, how is it possible for the
hon. Finance Minister to allege that the savings in the Post
Office Savings Bank demonstrate beyond a peradventure
that they are the savings of the working people exclusively,
and point incontrovertibly to the fact that they are that much
botter off ? If they prove that, according to the figures that
are given, the working men and mechanics of the Maritime
Provinces have, during the past four years, earned and
savel four times as mnuch as those of Ontario and Quebec,
Sir, it is only necessary to mention the matter in order that
the Hou:c and the country may sec how entirely fallacious
is the&statement he has made. Then I come to notice an-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant).

other point-not allnded to by the hon. Finance Minister
himself, but I have heard hon. gentlemen on the same side
make use of the statement, that whether this prosperity
was deperident upon or produced by 'the Tariff, the pros-
perity and the introduction of the Tarif were coincident. I
desire now most emphatically to say that that state-
ment is entirely erroneous and without the shadow of
a foundation. I am making this statement in the presence
of an hon. gentleman who hastens to note it down,
and I hope he will take particular notice of it, and disprove
it if he can. I repeat that this prosperity was not coinci-
dent with the introduction of the Tariff. How shall I
establish this fact? Well, Sir, I will take that which
is taken by the hon. Finance Minister himself as
an indication of the prosperity of the country-the
value of stocks, which we are often pointed to now as
having risen greatly in value. I wili look at the value of
stocks in 1878, on the 12th of September, five days before
the Maucenzie Administration were defeated at the polls,
and then I will take the value of the same stocks one year
after that, the l ith of September, 1879, months and months
after the Tarif had been put into operation, the effect of
which, it was claimed by the hon. First Minister, would
be to restore confidence at once. I think, Sir, if I prove
that stocks were lower one year after the Mackenzie
Administration were dispossessed of power, I shall establish
beyond controversy that the iniroduction of the Tarif
and prosperity were not coincident. Take Bank of Com-
merce stock. On September 12th, 1878, it was 1131; one
year after the hon. gentleman acceded to power, and
menths and months after their National Policy was in
operation, it was down to 112J. Federal stock fell f rom
104J to 98; Bank of Hamilton feul from 99 to 97j; Imperial
from 103 to 95; Montreal, 170J to 130; Dominion, 117 to
to 110Î; Toronto, 138 to 111; Canada Permanent Loan
181 to 172; Canadian Government 6 per cent. debentures,
101J to 100; Dominion 6 per cents., 101J to 100 ; County
debentures that were 102 went down to 101.
These figures are taken from sources that can-
not be controverted, and they show that one "year
after the Tarif was introduced stocks which are
taken bythe hon Finance Minister as the sure index of proe-
perity in a country, had fallen to a lower point than they
had touched when the Mackenzie Admin istration went out
of power. Next, we are told by the t.h hin. the Finance
Minister that our stocks have gone up in the London mar-
kets, that our stocks that were quoted at 93 have gone
up to 104 or 105, an increase of 12 per cent. I
rejoice in the fact. I am as glad as the hon. Minister can
be that our stocks have gone up in the money market; but
I hope the hon. Finance Minister will not think I am seeking
to rob him of his glory when 1 say that I do not attribute
the advance in our bank stocks to the fact that he presides
over the Finance Department. I recognize the fact that
the English money market is open to the nations of the
world, and while I rejoice that our securities have gone up,
I cannot ignore the fact that our neighbors across the line
are equally Ërosperous in this respect; that their 4 per
cent. issue redeemable about the same time as our own
have advanced 20 per cent. Stocks have gone up all over
the world, and the hon. Finance Minister in availing himself
of the glut in the money market at the present time to reduce
the loan 1 per cent. is but humbly following the example that
has been set him by every agriculturist in western Ontario
who has been unfortunate enough to have a mortgage on his
farm the past few years. They are taking in their mortgages
at 8 per cent., and are renewing them with mortgages at 6
per cent. The lion. gentleman deserves the same credit for
saving 1 per cent. that we are willing to give to those far-
mers who have managed their own affaire as I lave indi-
cated. Our bonds have gone up in the London money mar-
ket, not because we have the fbn. gentleman at the head
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of the Finaned Department, but because the monied mon
of the Old Country have money to spare. Looking abroad
they have seen what I have seen, and what every Canadian
miay see, that we have in this country, resources that may
be made available, that are being developed, and that be-
speak for us the position of a prosperous and thrifty nation.
We have the reputation of a people who regard our national
honor, among whom the thought of repudiation is never
entertained. Money lenders recognize the fact that in our
fields and forests, in our mines and deop seas, we have the
sources of great wealth, that we have a people of indomit-
able energy, willing to develop all our resources; and they
recognize the fact that the money we borrow from thom is
in safe hands, and we may rest assured that in the future, as
in the past, Canada will receive full value for any bonds
she may desire to float in the London market.
We can all rejoice in this matter, tbough we, on this side of
the House, are unable, though we might be willing, to give
credit to the hon. the Finance Miister for placing the
country in the position in which it is. It was assumed, and
it was stated by the hon. Minister-not to-day, because it did
not suit his purpose, but in the course of the Tariff debates
we had in previous years-that the factof decreased importa-
tions was proof that the country was prospering, because it
could not prosper with large importations. The hon. gentle-
man pointed out that the decreased importations of 1880 prov-
ed that we had given the home market to our Canadiai manu-
facturers and they were developing their industries, which
was the cause of the great prosperity we enjoyed. But this
year tbe hon. gentleman's calculations are entirely incorrect
with respect to this point, for we find in the importations
of manufactured goods of almost all kinds an enormous in-
crease. Take books: there is an increase of 21 per cent.
I speak of last yearover 1878, the final year of the Mackenzie
Administration, when according to hon. gentlemen opposite
the country was being ruined because our friends would not
raise a high wall in order to shut out foreign importations,
which, according to those hon. gentlemen were ruining the
home industries of the country. Of brass and manufactures
thereof there were 221 per cent. more; carriages, including
railway cars and rolling stock, 251 per cent.; carpets, 63 per
cent.; clocks that we determined under this Tariff of ours to
give a monopoly to one firm which manufactured them, 78 per
cent. more than in 1878. Copper and the manufactures
thereof, 591 per cent. increase; cottons, 51 per cent.;
earthenware and china-ware, 34 per cent.; though we have
placed a duty of 30 per cent. on that article whicb, to-
gether with the cost of carriage, it might be supposed
would amount to a prohibitory duty. Furs and the manu-
factures thereof, 171 per cent. increase. Glass and glass-ware
32 per cent., notwithstanding we gave such great additional
protection; hats and caps, 20 per cent.; iron and steel ýndi
the manufactures thereof, 88 per cent.; leather and the
manufactures of loather, 58 per cent.; marble and the
manufactures of marble, 120 per cent.; oil cloth, 93 per
cent. ; paper and the manufactures of paper, 113J per cent.;
silk and its manufactures, 116 per cent.; soap, 17 per
cent.; stone and its manufactures, 193 per cent.; tobacco
and cigars, 23 per cent. ; wood and its manufactures, 72 per
cent. No wonder the hon. Finance Minister did not venture
on the same line of argument to-night, as on previous
occasions, when the imports had somewhat decreased ;
because we now find an increase in the ratio, I have
described in all those lines over 1878, the year when hon.
gentlemen, now occupying the Treasury benches, denounced
bon. gentlemen on this side, because they did not enact a
Tariff to shut out foreign goods which were coming in at
that time. If prosperity was to be secured, as the hon. gentle-
man said, by shutting out the foreign manufactures
he bas proved, or I have proved, by the increasedi
importations from figures furnished l>y hon. Ministersb
themselves, that, instead ofenjoying prosperity now, we are 1

in this respect, as in regard to the balance of trade, in theposition of having poverty staring us in the face. I will
tell you now, and it is ny bounden duty to tell you, whatI concieve to be the true cause of our prosperity. Ilaving
assailed the position of the hou. Finance Minister, ho might
say: "You are very good at tearing downu"-if ho would payme that compliment-" but you had bel ter give us your the-
ory and tell us whence our prosperity comes; you bave admit-
ted that prosperity exists, why is it ? " I will give it to the
House, and in doing so I ask the careful consideration of
hon. members as to whether it is possible, from the figures
which I shall submit, to arrive at any other conclusion as
to the secret and th e source of the great prosperity that
the hon. Finance Minister and his friends bchind him, and
myself and the friends behind me, rejoice at in common.
I have already pointed out the fact that good times and the
introduction of the Tariff were not coincident.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By the fact of the falling
in banks stocks.

Mr. PATERSON. By the falling in bank stocks, says
the hon. the First Minister. I do not wish to trouble the
louse, but il the hon. Minister desires it I can, within one

minute, give him a table, taken from the Mfail, showing that
this was not only the case with respect to bank stocks, but
with regard to ail kinds of farrm produce one year atter the
Mackenzie Administration left office. Does the hon.
gentlemen desire this table ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If you plcase.
Mr. PATERSON. But the lon. gentleman will not

deny it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must hear it first before

I can deny it.
Mr. PATERSON. But the hon. gentleman will allow me

to go on with my argument, while an bon. member beside me
will turn up the book, so that I cau give the hon. gentleman
what ho desires. I have not mny own speeches so ready to
refer to as some hon. members; I spoak of what I know,
and perhaps hon. gentlemen will wait a little before they
begin to laugh. Rle should laugh who wins. I was say-
ing in 1879 we had not good tines. I have proved it by
the statement I have given of barnk stocks ; I intend to givo
the hon. the First Minister what hedesired in regard to that
matter. I have it now, I am glad to say. i will lot the
hon. gentleman have the benetiL of the figures, and lie will
correct my statements if ho sces fit to do so. They are
contained in a statement I gave to the louse last year. I
suppose what I said last year, having the et ernal principle
of truth as its underlying foundation, will be as good this
year as last, because it will not be, like the bon. Finance
Minimter's statement Of to-day, a retr'action of what ho said
a yeur ago. My statement was as foLlows:-

Fall Wheat, No. 1 .... .....
do No.2.........,

Spring Wheat, No. 1 ......
do No.2.

Oats...... ........ .....
Barley, No. 1..............
Pease............... ..

Butter fell from l::j to 10
dried apples, mess pork, h
and wool fell from 2-4 to 20
is satisfied.

12th Sept., i878.- 11th Sept., 1879.

.. $106 to $1 07 $1 02 to $1 04
1 02 to 1 03 1 0 to 1 02
I t'o o o0 98 to 100

0 9 1o 0 98 0 96 ta 097
.0 28 te O 0 O 31 to 0 33

1 Oi tO 1 03 060 to 000
.o8 to f)70 063 to 065

et.; cheese from 9 to 5 ets.
àwas, lard, oggs, and hops fell;
et s I hopo the hon. gentleman

Mr. FARROW. I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that oats fell from 28 to 30 Cts.

Mr. PATERSON. Well,I may b:rve made a mistake
in reading the figures. If I did in the way the
hon. gentleman says, it will provo îe fairness I exhibit.
Ie has picked out an article, which, it is true, I may have
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misquoted; but I think I bave shown sufficient to establish
to the satisfaction of the First Minister what ho demanded,
as ho wanted somothing more than bank stocks ;
and I have proved what I said in respect of every
line of produce which the farmer bas to sel]. Now,
Sir, that being the case, I will point out the true
reason why we had not good times in 1879. And
why was it? Simply because of the products of the field,
of the forest, and of the mine, we were then ablo to export
less in value than was the case in previous years. You will
find, taking the year 1879, that we exprted only
$60,000,000 worth of goods, the products of Canada. Now,
Sir, what has been the result since the year 1879-the first
year under the new Tariff, a year of the greatest hardships,
of the most failures, of the lowest prices in bank stocks1 of
the lowest prices in produce ? Why, Sir, I find that, in
1879, we exported $60,089,578 worth; in 1880,
$70,096,191, worth; in 1881, 080,921,379 worth; and, in
1882, $90,042,711 worth. In other words, Sir, we ex-
ported $10,000,000 in 1880 more than in 1879,
$10,000,000 extra in gold was crculated in this country in

'1880 than was the case in 1879, and this very considerably
lessened the pressure and tightness which was then upori
us. In 1881 we had $20,831,801 more in circula-
tion than we had in 1879; $20,000,000 more of gold
brought into the couptry in addition to the $10,-
000,000 circulated the previous year; and this still
further mitigated the stringency which was then
upon us. In 1882, the year justI paist, the increase was
$29,953,133, another $30,000,000 placed upon the top
of the $30,000,000 of the two previous years. or
$60,000,000, in these three years, more of gold than
was brought back into the country in 1879, and
circulated amongst us. It requires no pro phet, it requires
no Finance Minister, but only a man of ordinary
ability to know, that such a state of things must produce
prosperity in any country; and in that fact lies the
secret and the source of all the prosperity we have. But,
Mr. Speaker, there ca be no doubt, when speaking with
reference to these matters, that, if the Finance Minister can
show that ho has been the means 0f producing these
extra products, and of raising the prices in foreign
markets , and that ho has brought back that money into
this country-then we nust give credit to the Tariff for it.
I will ask him whetber he takes credit for the increaso in
the products of the forest during theso years. I will ask
the hon. Minister of Finance whether this ias caused by the
Tariff. Did the Tariff raise the price of lumber in England
and in the United States ? Sir, ho will not even daro to do
that, I venture to say, though he does, in ny judgment,
venture a long way. That, Sir, is a matter beyond him.
He admitted once, that the lumber trade was a thing which
he could not touch, except to injure it.

Sir LEONAiRD TILLEY. Oh, oh.
Mr. PATERSON. Well, Sir, he admitted last year in

his speech that ho could do very little to benefit it.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh.
Mr. PATERSON. This being the case, lie wili not

claim that he could raiso the pric3 of lumber in Albany or
in other foreign markets. Well, Sir, as to lumber and the
products of the forest, we exported, in the year 1880, over
1879, $3,593,018 worth; in the next yea, $11,698,553
worth ; and, in 1882, $10,729,596 worth; in these
three years which have passed since the first year that
these hon. gentlemen acceded to office there were brought
into this country as the result of the higher prices of
lumber which we exported-higher pricos which the hon.
Finance Minister was totally powerless to affect in the
slightest degree-826,021,197 more than in the year 1879.
As to animals and their products, the hon. gentleman will
not claim that the Tarif hias been the moans of giving to

MT. PATRUoN (Brant).

us more cattle in the land than we had before. The hon.
gentleman will not venture to do that; and yet, in the
matter of animals and their products, which the Tarif was
totally powerless to effect in the slightest degree, what are
the facts? We exportel, and brought back, of foreign
gold into this country from that source, in 1880 over 1879,
$3,506,973; in the succeeding year, 87,259,615 more; and
in the next year, $6,354,155 more; or $17,120,743 more of
gold was brought into Canada in the three past years, than
was the case in 1879, as the result of the sale of animals
and their products. Sir, the hon. Finance Minister did not
raise the price of cheose and butter in Liverpool; this
is a matter ontsido of and beyond him-it is the work of
the grand, eternal and unalterable law of nature, the lawof
supply and demand. IL was due to the scarcity in foreign
markets. Wo had the articles to soll, the price went up, and
the result was that increased wealth was given Io us.
Thon take, Sir, agricultural products, and what do I fini?
Why, in the year 1880, over 1879, we exported of these pro-
ducts $2,665,864 worth; in the next year, $16,398,613;
and last year $11,407,243; or, in those threeyears, as the
result of ihe inereased sales and of higher prices, wo
brought back of gold into this country $15,712,175
worth more than in 1879. Well, Sir, will the hon. gcntle-
man claim, will he dare to say, that ho was the cause of
the rain falling and the sun shining on our fields ; that he
was the cause of the abundant barvests of 1-81 and 1882 ?
No, Sir, ho will not venture to do so. Will ho then seek
to claim that ho stands in the room of Providence and
caused the rain to fall and deluge the fields of England
and Ireland and Scotland, rotting the crops in their fields,
producing a scarcity thero, and increasing the prices of the
articles which we have to soli. Sir, he will not dare t
say he was the cause of Providence smiling on us in this
land, by which we were enabled to show that we had theso
$ 15,712,975 as the result of i. Sir, add up these
three items, and the result of the sale of the
products of the forest, of animals and their products,
and of agricultural produce, and you have in these
three yeara, $58,854,915 out of the total increase of
860,791,547. Sir, I give that to you, and I give it to the
House unhesitatingly, as the source and the secret
of the prospority which this country enjoys, and
whicl I trust it may enjoy for some time to come.
L ist year when I had spoken in reference to a motion, in
which I used figures which pointed in this direction at that
tine, so far as they went, and the hon. gentleman alluding
to that point, gave utterance to words which will be found
on page 80 of last year's Ransard. H1e said:-

" 1 have made up a statement to show that the present stato of the
c untry cannot be the result of largely increased exporte of the pro-
ducts of Canada."

And thon ho quoted a table. It is an extraordinary thing
that a Finance Minister should venture on a statement
of that kind-that ho should say that $60,000,000 extra
gold could come into the country, and the country not be
made more prosperous thereby, was something I could not
comprehend. The hon. gentleman took the table of 1874,
75-76-77-78, and dividing the amount by the five years, ho
said we had' an average export of $68,576,901, and thon
taking 1879-80-81 and dividing them by threo years,
ho said we had an aver,.ge export of 870,369,049, or a
difference of 81,792,148, and ho held ho had thereibre estab-
lished bis p >int conclusively. I am rather afraid, Sir, that
the hon. gentleman was guilty on that occasion of doing
what ho would fain have charged upon us this aftornoon -of
using figures calculated to mislead. He took the year 1879
as one of his years-that lean year, thatyear of 860,0)0,000
exports, and, of course, thereby roduced the average annual
export.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Why should we not ?
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Mr. P.ATERSON. Because of what I have laid down ity. I hold him to that statement, and I charge him with

now-that the argument was as to the cause of the prosper- being doreliet in his duty in having allowed the price of
ity; and I have established beyond a doubt that in 1879 you farmers' produce to fail for months. If ho does not waken
had not the prosperity though you were occupying the up soon the lambermen of New Brunswick will find them-
Treasury Benches, but that you had a depression greater solves in a difficult position, because thore are indications
than ever before, and therefore, the hon. gentleman had no that the market for the products of the forests are going
right to take that year. Let me give the hon, gentleman this down in England, and that if ho does not wave his wand
table, and if ho had even taken that table, and added in the and keep up the prices heavy losses will fall upon men who
year 1879, and taken those four years, ho would have an work in the foresta of his native Province. I tell
average annual increase over the five years which ho gave, of him that if ho does not see that the erop of the Mother$6,710,564; but if ho leaves out the year 1879, as ho is bound Country is blighted again this year, there is danger that
to do in making a fair calculation taking the three succeeding prices here will go down again. The hon. gentleman will
years, he will find that the average annual increase over say, admitting that they have gone down a little, "One thing
the years 1874 to 1878 will be $11,766,526, and, therefore, I deserve credit for, and that is, that I promised that 1
the statement ho made that the increased prosperity could would make the farmers prosperous, because I would give
not be due to the largely increased exports, would fall to them a home market for their perishable commodities-
the ground. To say that a country is not richer which eggs, butter, and cheese, and other articles which cannot well
sends out a larger volume of exports and brings back gold be exported." Let us see, by the figures given by the hon.
for them is to make a proposition which, I think, will not Minister of Customs, how much of the perishable products
commend itself to the intelligent understanding of any of the farm ho has found a home market for by bis
hon. member in this House or out of it. Last year the hon. Tarif. If we take horned cattle, we shall find that
gentleman took credit to himself for the prosperity among ho has allowed 32,188 head of horned cattle of the
the farmers, because ho said ho had enhanced the value of $2,103,996, to leave the country during the past
value of what they had to sell. Last year, the hon. gentle- year, more than went in 1878, because they could not
man told us that when the people asked for a change in the find a market at home. In swine, sixty-two head had to
Tarif, it was given to them, and ho said the people of the leave the country more than left in the last year of
country paid into the Treasury more than ho expectod, the Mackenzie Government. In sheep there were 68,680
because ho had found employment for them at higher wages. more exported, at a value of $529,620; in poultry
He said that men who were working half time are now $82,356 worth more. We ail remember the bon. Finance
working full time; farmers who found sales difficult and Minister telling us last year how in going through the
prices low, are gotting high prices, and ready cash. country ho was met by the delighted farmers, who said to
And then ho congratulated himself again that ho was the him: "You have conferred blessings on us; well do we
man who had done it. For this occasion I will hold him to remomber the days of Mackenzie, when we came and
it, that ho was able to do it, and that ho had exposed our chickens for sale in th,e rain and could
done it. But I ask him now, having that power which ho not soli them." Yet we find that $82356 worth more
claims to have exercised, and for the exorcise of which ho had to find a market ontsido of the country than in
must be held responsible, why, during the past, year ho had the last year of the Mackenzie Government. In
allowed the magnificent crop of 1882, greater in its propor- butter, 2,155,213 lbs.more, valued at $553,919, had to
tions than Canada ever Lad before, to decline in price find a foreign market. In cheose, 12,752,955 lbs. more,
nearly one-quarter of its value, thereby taking 88,000,000 valued at 81,503,347,*had "to be sont away. No less
out of the farmers of Canada? Why did ho allow fall wheat than 5,226,162 dozoni of -eggs, valued At 8997,135,
to be sold for 21 ets. less than in the ruinons years when the were exported last year more than were exported
hon. member for East York led the Government? He in 1878. Surely the manufactories that were openod ought
bas allowed fait wheat to fall24 ets. per bushel from last to have consumed ail the eggs ; they are certainly a
year ; spring wheat, 31 ets.; peas, 6 cts.; barley, 11 ets.; perishable article. The hon. gentleman will not claim that
oats hhee ikt where they were ; butter he fas is Tariff has caused the hons ft produce more eggs. Il
kept. where it was; pork ho hasallowedto p fall hides and skins, 86,171 worth more were exported last year

26 hts. per hundred weight ; wool 4 ets. per L than in 1878; in meats of ail kinds, including bacon, beef,
Why hask a iallowed ali this I e cannot say, &c., $125,808 lbs. more, valued at 8129,625; in green fruits,
" Why ask a silly question ?" though I admit that it a very perishable article, which it was said would bo
would be a siHy question if asked of any man except the bought from the farmers by the manufacturers at highor
man who declared in thisHouse that h hoad the power prices than they could get abroad, 159,313 barrels more
to do these things, and that he had done them. I tell him were exported, valued at $391,131, than in 1878. Perhaps
that from this time forward he will betwatched in this the hon. gentleman will claim that ho made the fruit trces
Hlouseand in the county. 11e claimed that hehad bear more.
the power to make good times, and that ho had made
good times. Ho has claimed credit for the opening sir L ONARD TILLEY. Noinsctsonthenthisyear.
of every factory, and at lis door will be laid the blame Mr. PATERSON. Then, the hon. gentleman has deve-
of the closing of every factory. Ho las claimed loped into something more than a financier; he las
credit for the enhanced price of whear, and at bis door will developed into an insect-killer. In potatoes, which are an
bo laid the blame for the low price of whoat. As I hoard excoedingly perishable article, and which are vory bulky
the hon. gentleman hositate to-day, I Lad a strong suspicion for exporting, 2,737,933 bushols, valued at $1,907,635, had
that ho recognized the fact that the state of affairs to find a market abroad more than did so in 1878; and in
was about to be changed, notwithstanding his seven other vegetables, $169,419 worth more had to be exported.
years prediction. I believe that le saw in the Last year the hon. Finance Minister took credit to
failures which are taking place, not by ones or himself for having provided a home market for what
twos, but by scores, in the neighboring cities, that the tit othe farmer bad to sell ; but ho las wisely abandoned
is turning. We hoard him to-day using the term cycles that position this year. That calculation was like many
of depremsion, but that is a word which we should not hear others of his calculations. He took the year 1877, because
from the other side of the House. The hon. gentleman told it was, according to the Trade and Navigation Returns, the
fhe people that if.they would only put him in power he only famine year we had-the only year in which we
would banish those cycles and give tbem perpetual prosper- did not grow as much wheat as the necessities of the
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country demanded, and had to import foreign wheat;
and he tried to show that he had greatly enlarged the
farmers' home market. Suppose ho had done so, of what
benefit would that b to the country? If the hon. gentle-
man will take the trouble to go into the calculaftion he will
find that when he claims to bave bonefited the farmers by
forcing a certain portion of the people to use Canadian
wheat, when their interest would be to take American
wheat, his claim is not just; for he would find that although
ho has imposed a burden upon the people of the Maritime
Provinces, ho has not benefited the farmers or the millers
of Ontario. If we look at the figures of last year, we shall
see how this matter stands. In 1882, we imported
2,931,220 bushels of wheat, valued at $3,358,571, and
we exported of the non-produce of Canada, 2,588,498
bushels, Ieaving as the consumption of foreign wheat
342,722 bushels. But what did that foreign wheat
cost per bushel? It cost 8l.14½ per bushel. But we
exported of the produce of Canada in the same year
3,845,035 bushels, valued at 85,180,335. What, then, did the
farmer get forthe wheat he exported to a foreign country ?
Ie got $1.34J per bushel. Yet the hon. Finance Minister

claims that ho las conferred a great bn efit on the Western
farmer because ho has secured for him a home market in
which the price averages $1.14J. I think the Western
farmer would say ho did not care for the Eastern Pro-
vinces when he could get $1.34½ in a foreign market.
Take flour, the average price of which imported in the
Eastern Provinces was $5.40, but which when exported to a
foreign market netted $5.85. Do the millers or the farmers
of the West want a market for flour at 85 40 in the
Dominion when they can get $5.85 in a foreign country ?
What do they care where it goes provided they get a good
price. And the effect has been that in many parts of New
Brunswick and Nova Seotia the cdnsumers had to pay
50 cts. per barrel duty without benefiting in any way the
Western agriculturist because he could export it at a higher
price. The hon. gentleman has boasted that he had a
surplus, and he has one. I come now to consider that
question of surplus, and in doing so I cal attention to the
fact that this question was debated during the reign of the
Mackenzie Administration, which was not a reign wholly
of deficits as the hon. Minister of tailways would fain
bave us believe. At any rate the then bon. Finance
.Minister claimed at one time that he had a surplus. What
was the language of the hon. Minister of lailways with
reference to that surplus. I invite the particular attention
of the House to this, because it was alluded to by the hon.
leader of the Opposition, and b3cause the force of his utter-
ances was sought to be broken by the right bon. First
Minister on behalf of the hon. Minister of Railways, but
with the effect, through bis not understanding the position,
of placing the bon. Minister of Railways in a worse position
ihan before. In 1875, he said *[Ransard, 1875, page 176]:

" Then there is the question cf sugar * *0*#There never was a time
when the hon. Finance Minister had it in his power to deal with this
question in a manner more just to the people than at present. He says
we have a surplus of half a million. I say the Government have no
right to have a surplus. If they have, they should endeavor to get rid
ofit, and the best way to do so is that pursued by us and by the (Govern-
ment of Great Britain-by lightening the taxes on the people, and when
I tell yon the article of sugar pays in this country 60 per cent. on its
cost, while in Engliand the Government have swept the tax away alto-
gether, I think this flouse will agree with me that the time was mo3t
opportine to have used this surplus-not in adjusting the Tariff for
sugars as the bon. gentlemen proposed last year, but by such a decrease
of duty upon the lower grades of sugar as might accomplish the object
the hon. gentleman had in view when bringing the Tariff before the
flouse, and which would be receive 1 as a boon by the poort r classes of
the country."

This is a most emphatic dcclaration on the part of the hon.
Minister of Riilways, who was then exercising the duties
which would have been performed, no doubt, by the bon.
Finance Minister, had he thon been in the House ; and I am
bound to say that he performed them with great ability.

Mfr. PATERSON (Brant).

We have further the utterancos of the hon. Finance linister
on this question of surplus and the duty of the Government
in dealing with it. He said, in 1881 [pages 1,020 and
1,021 of ansard]:

" Hon. gentlemen may ask if with the estimated surplus for the pre-
sent year of $2 000,000 and the estimated surplus next year of $1,000,000,
we proposein the resolutions we are about to lay on the Table any great
reduction in the Tariff."

After stating it was not his intention, owing to inability, to
estimate exactly what effect the increased home production
would have, and also the hope of Roceiprocity, ho further
says :

We thought it would not be injuricus to be able to show in.two or
three years that we had a surplus of two and a half or three millions.
' • • If there is no chance of our natural productions having a free
market in the United States, if we find that in addition to the $300,000
required for interest on our expenditure in the construction of the Paci-
fic Railway, we have a handsome surpluas, I need not tel] the hon.
gentleman that we shall be only too glad to relieve the people of tax-
ation, whether to the extent of half a million or a million of dollars.
But at present we feel that it would be unwise and undesirable to do
that. "

We have, therefore, first the opinion of the hon. Minister of
Railwaysthat a Government has norighit to have a surplus, or
if they have it is their bounden duty to get rid of it by light-
ening the taxe3. Then we have the hon. Finance Minister
saying that ho did not know exactly what the effect of the
American Tariff legislation would be on our revenue, but that
if at the end.of three years we had a surplus of $3,000,000
he would only be too glad to relieve the people of taxation
of half a million or a million dollars. Now, with a surplus
of $4,000,00 in 1881, over 86,000,000 last year, and about
$6,000,000 this year, or about $16,000,000in the tbree years,
instead of this estimated surplus of$3,000,000, ho purposes
to lighten the bardons of the people only by the paltry re-
duction ho proposed to make should we have a surplus of
83,000,000. If it were wrong to have a surplus at all, how
can the hon. Minister justify himself for having taken out of
the pockets of the people 816,000,000 of money which
ought to be circulating among the people, and locking
it up in the coffers of this country or expending it on public
works which the Government were pledged to construct,
without increasingthe taxation of the country-for the con-
struction of whic.h they were to borrow money and pay out
of the sale of lands ? To-day he proposes no lessening of the
burden of taxation except the paltry relief of 81,500,000 of
duty, and of that $500,000 cornes off the article of tobacco, a
luxury which people were willing should bear an increase
if necessary. He proposes no relief on sugar, no lessening
of the taxation on the other necessaries of life. While re-
ducing the duty on tobacco ho is enhancing the taxes on
other articles of prime necessity. Hon. gentlemen opposite
should decide whether the position now taken by the hon.
Finance Minister is the right one or whether that taken by the
bon. Minister of Railways, that a Government bas no
right to a surplus, is the right one. I agrce to a great ex-
tent with the hon. Minister of Railways. When the
Government find they have beyond doubt a surplus, when
they can calculate to a certainty on having one, it is their
bounden duty to reduce taxation. It is no part of the duty
of a Finance Minister to extract more money out of the
pockets of the people than ii absolutely wanted to carry on
public affairs. Hie has done bis best, I admit, in the estimate
ho has made to make the expenditure keep up wit½ the
taxation of the people-I admit that-running it up at the
rate of a million a year. His duty is plain, the hon. Minister
of Railways being his judge, his own words telling him in
1881, that ho bas no right to come down here proposing no
greater reduction in taxation than 81,500,000 when he lias
$16,000,000 of a surplus. He claims it as an evidence of
statesmanship that he bas succeeded in takinig $16,000,000
out of the pockets of the people more than was noedea. Ie
it statesmansbip in England, where tbey have statesmen to
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administer their affairs? Let me point out to the
hon. gentleman that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer
of the United Kingdom was to bave a surplus, in
proportion to their revenue, equal to that which the
hon. gentleman has boasted of to-night, he would have
a surplus of $82,000,000. Fancy what would be said
of a Chancellor of the Exchequer in England if
ho could not estimate the requirements of the public service
nearer than $82,000,000. He would be ridiculed as unable to
grasp the fiancial condition of the country. The Finance
Minister will reply Io me : I estimated the surplus at
$3,000,000. Even then he was mistaken in his
estimate of the revenue. Alter five years experience
the hon. gentleman is astray in his calculation with refer-
once to the effect of this Tariff, $3,316,000. That would
be equivalont to a miscalculation on the part of the
Chancellor of the Exchequer in England of $46,000,000.
Fancy a Chancellor of the Excheuer in England makinga
mistake like that. Sir, the Finance Minister las to learn,
and lie las to ho told, that Finance Ministers are judged by
their ability to estimate closely what the revenue and
expenditure are likely to be, that they may ask from the
people no more than what is required to carry on the public
service. le has completely failed in this respect, for ho
has asked for $3,316,000 over and above $3,000,000 surplus
ho estimated last year. We remember the denunciation
heaped upon the late Minister of Finance because, during
his administration, ho had been unable to keep the expendi-
ture of the country within the bounds of the revenue-
ho who had to administer the affairs of the country with
one-third less taxation than at the present time. He was,
at any rate, able in five years to show a deficit of not more
than $5,000,000, or only $ 1,000,000 a year. The present
Finance Minister in his calculation is, in three years,
$16,000,000 wrong, or over $5,000,000 a year. Sir, this
surplus business is quite understood by the people of this
country. If the surplus was paid by the Minister
himself, if ho had some means of taking it
out of his own pocket and putting it into
the Publie Treasury, or if the combined supporters of the
Ministry had some ·means of putting that mnoncy into the
Treasury, then we would hail them as bonefactors of their
country. But when the bon. Finance Minister bas put his
hand into your pocket, and my pocket, and the pockets of
the people of this country, and taken therofrom
this $16,000,000, thon we claim that ho has not accomplished
any very great feat, though backed in his act by the
Parliament of this country. I say that ho las proved him-
self unable to estimate aright the resouroes of this country,
he has been unable to grasp the tax-paying power of the
people, and hoe is still going on in the same way, for ho tells
us that in the current year ho expects another $6,000,000;
and I suppose that for the year that is to follow we may
calculate upon a little surplus. In this matter of a surplus it
is time the hon. gentleman should act upon the advice of the
hon. Minister of Railways, and lighten the burdens that
are laid upon the people of this country. I tell the hon.
Minister of Finance that I believe, before the seven years
he has talked about rolls round, ho will find things in this
country very much changed-

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Blue ruin predicted-

Mr. PATERSON. Oh, no. I think that it is quite
possible that blue ruin may overtake the hon. gentleman9's
political fortunes, but I do not think that utter rain will
come to the country, bocause I think the country will exist
in spite of all the hon. gentleman can do to ruin it. But it
i8 quite possible there may be relief in the near future. I
am not one of those-and no hon. gentleman in this House
can make the charge against me-who take too dark a view
of the affairs of the country. I was one of the first to
acknowledge the time when prosperity began to dawn

upon us. I am fain to admit it to-day. My opinions are
not worth a great deal, but what I am saying now
is backed up by mon who are quite as good finan-
ciers as the hon. gentleman himsolf; and I mean
no disparagement to him when I say that a former
Finance Minister, once a colleague of the present First
Minister in, looking abroad over the commercial con-
dition of the country, has seen fit more than once in his
paper to raise a warning voice. Other commercial journals
point in that direction. It is not a prediction that I make
alone. Let me read to him what one of his own organs says,
a paper that supports the hon. gentleman opposite at least
three days in the week, lot me read from the Montreal
Gazette of March 8th, the fo'lowing editorial:-

I The disturbing elements which for same time past have existed in
the commercial atmosphere hare not yet been dissipated, and itis feared
that further disturbances as a result of over-trading are inevitable before
business regains its wonted health and vigor. Not in Oanada alone,
however, la this unsettled condition of affaira discernible, as the depres-
sion is certainly more marked in the United States than here, and has
become sufficiently developed in Great Britian to draw forth commente
upon it from the pres. Some of our leading merchants are of the opinion
that references to trade difficulties should be avoided as much as possible
in commercial articles, on the ground that they tend to create unneces-
sary distrust. In this view of the subject, however, we cannot concur,
for the reason that the more the question of commercial depression is
publicly discussed and understood, the more speedy and effectualis
likely to be the application of the remedy. It has come to be a recog-
nized axiom, that cycles of depression follow period of prosperity as
surely as night follows day, although we maintain that the former
sequence is not as necessary tu trade as the latter is to nature."

Then he goes on and instances cases in support of his state-
ment. Now, I hold that is very wrong language on the
part of the editor of the Montreal Gazette. That is blue
ruin, and I would suggest that the hon. member for Card-
well (Mr. White) should write to the editor of the Montreal
Gazette, protesting against it. The thing is an outrage.
That paper is guuilty of infidelity to the hon. Finance
Minister. Why, Sir, here we find the very expressions in
a good Tory newspaper that we used to hear in the time of
the Mackenzie Administration. Here we find a paper that
is known to the hon. member for Cardwell, a strong
supporter of the hon. Finance Minister, talking about
cycles of depression. Has ho forgotten that the hon.
1Finance Minister stili lives? Ias he forgotten who admin-
isters our affairse? Has ho forgotten that cycles may come
and cycles may go, but that applies to lands where they
have not such a Finance Minister as we have, for here thore
are no disturbing iufluences in the commercial atmosphere ?
How dare ho make these utterances in view of the failares
that are taking place. I read a speech delivered by the
hon. member for Cardwell very nearly, if not on the samo
day, delivered in a neighboring county where the hon.
gentleman held forth with ail the eloquence ho possessed,
and told the people how blest we are in having the present
Finance Minister, and that with the Tariff in force and the
present Ministers in office we were on the way to perpotual
prosperity. But even the Financi Minister has declared to-
night a want of faith in himself. He believed that for seven
years we would bave prosperity. Does he intend to die in
seven years, or to leave us in seven years; I pray him not. If
ho can maintain this buoyancy in the commercial atmosphere
and stave off this blue ruin, why should he only do it for
seven years; why should ho not live and serve his country and
not voluntarily retire ? Canada has placed him in that high
position, and it will expect him to remain and give effect to
all bis prophecies, and that for all time to come, because ho
says the present Tariff is to romain in force for all time to
come. Neither wages, nor the price of wbeat must decline
for ail time to come ; there is a little fall for the timebeing,
but the hon. Minister will regulate that. For all time to
corne our factories must have thoir home market. I recog-
nize the fact that, while I bolieve Canada is prosperous
to-day, and has another good year before her, long before
the seven years which the lion. gentleman has mentioned
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have elapsed, the country will be in the midst of one
of those eras of depression which the Montreal Gazette
truly says, come round in cycles; that one year after
you find depression existing in the United States, look
ont for depression in Canada, and I, faithless in the power
of the Finance Minister, would be glad if he had the
power to save us from that which will inevitably come. The
large expenditure of foreign capital in the Prairie Province
may for the time tide us over, but depend upon it that
when the Pacifie Railway is completed and trains are
running througb, when our exports decline and a poor bar-
vest comes, and there is a lowering of the United States
lumber market and decline in the price of our products in
England, then there will be a stringency in this country
again; and lot me tell the hon. Finance Minister that,
though ho rejoices to-day, and says the people to-day pay
their taxes willingly, yet at the rate ho is spending the
publie money now, taxes will have to be kept up with dimin-
ished importa, and the people having to pay 35 per cent. on
many of the necessaries of life, instead of 17J per cent, will
turn round on the hon. Finance Minister and say that their
bardons are greater than they can bear, and ho will be unable
to give relief, because the country bas entered upon an era of
extravagance, and expenditure can be more easily increased
than retrenched; and therefore it is that I look forward to
that time, and am willing to see the hon. gentleman sitting
in bis place and take all the pleasure that hoecan derive-
and ho seems to derive much pleasure from the fact-that
he sits surrounded with two supporters at bis back to every
one in the Opposition. This country will, as I have said, pass
through a period of stringency and trade depression as well
as of prosperity,and I venture to prophecy that in a few years
from now, the hon. Minister, if hc still retains his position as
Minister of Finance, will find that ho will be compelled to
offer apologies; he will explain how this factory and that
factory was closed; how wages in this department were
lowered, and how it occurs that the exports have declined.
I believe this, and I am confirmed in my view by writersin
commercial journals, eqaally well informed with the
bon. Finance Minister. Ani then we, on this side of the
House, will have the satisfaction of knowing that though
we may have had to wait a few years, tiIl a period of trial
came round, yet it was bound to come at last. We will know
that the principles laid down on this side of the House, and
acted on, were the correct principles, and that hon. gentle-
men opposite, who attempted to give the people relief by
means of bogus medicines, would be declared by the people
themselves, to have been administering quack medicines.
They would ask the advice of physicians who practise
according to well understood remedies, and when that
time came, the hon. Minister would find, that having had
his day of rejoicing and exaltation, tbat his utterances would
fall back on himself, and that ho bad proved powerless to ac-
complish the good ho declared ho would be able to accomplish
through the agency of the Tariff. I have not gone into a
discussion of Free Trade and the present Tariff. Free Trade
las never been an issue in this country. It has always been
held that we should afford protection, while raising the ne-
cessary revenue, and I have pointed out time and again that
under the late Administration the manufactures had attained
a proud and prominent position, as far back as 1876, when the
products of the manufactories of Canada, placed side by
side with the manufactured products of other nations,
challenged the admiration of the people who beheld them.
I have pointed out that the display of Canadian manufac-.
tures at the Centennial Exhibition, followed by the exhibi-
tions at Paris and Melbourne, aided by a grant made by the
Government, opened up a foreign trade to this country,1
Ihat in 1878 Lad expanded to $4,000,000. What haveà
hon. gentlemen opposite done to promote our manufactur-1
ing industries ? me few lines have been benefited, and I
am willing they should be benefited. But what bas been i
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the effact on the manufacturing industry as a wbole ? The
export trade bas not been developed. It fell nearly
$1,000,000 during the first year that hon. gentlemen were in
office; it fell $1,000,000 another year, and an aggregate of
$2,750,000 less of manufactured goods wore sent from this
country during the last tbree yoars than during the last
year of the Mackenzie Administration. And yet they claim
that they alone developed manufactures. Bon. gentlemen
opposite can take whatever credit they can find from the
claim that they benefited some industriesi but it must
be remembered that 'they bandicapped others, and those
the largest and most important in the country. Among
those handicapped were the manufacturers of agricultural
implements, and to-day the hon. Minister proposes that
au extra duty be levied upon that industry, to
b. borne by whom? By the people of Manitoba.
Poor Manitoba. The figures given to us by the Minister of
Customs himself reveals flis fact: that while the other
Provinces of this Dominion pay an average of $5 per bead
of taxation, Manitoba pays $16, and it is on the imports
directly into Manitoba, while the duties on the goods they
purchase in Montreal and Toronto have to be added to it.
In addition they pay enormous freight rates, monopolv rates
forced upon them, fastened uponthem by hon. gentlemen
opposite, so that every man in Manitoba with five of a family
faces the fact, that ho will have directly and indirectly a
taxation of about $200 a year to bear. Sir, I think that this is
a matter which deserves the attention of this House and
country-that in this fair land of ours from which we had
hoped for great things, under the management of hon.
gentlemen opposite, they are making it intolerable for the
people of that country. I am not so much surprised that
the agricultural implement manufacturers are seeking more
protection, because the Governmont by beaping taxes on
their raw material, compels them to ask for high prices, and
again, because the Government, instead of retaining the
Thunder Bay Branch, built with the noney of the people of
Canada, and which, when in our own bands, would have
enabled us to lay down a car load of freight 1r $40, or on
regular mileage rates for.$43, have handed ail the outlets
and the inlets into that country into thd hands ofthe Syndi-
cate, who charge these same men $176 to lay down a car of
freight for the same distance. That, Sir, handicaps thee
agricultural implement makers, who have to pay extortion-
ate freight rates; and who, in buying their raw rnaterial,
have duties heaped upon them by the hon. Finance Min ister;
and they say: Why, we cannot hold our own unloss more
protection is given; and if the hon. gentleman grants their
requestb h imposes on the people of that Province additional
taxation. Sir, there is a blight on that land inthe presene
of these hon. gentlemen,and I will not allow them to charge
on me disloyal utterances because I speak out openly in this
Bouse with reference to tbis matter. I will not permit them
to charge me with running down the country. I am not
doing so. No man in this House desires to see progress and
prosperity in this country more than I do; with the feelings
of a young Canadian I desire, above all things, to se. great
national progress in this country to which I owe my birth;
and I looked forward hopefully to the opening and develop-
ment of the North-West, which bas all the resources
required to make a great nation, and it is because I arn a
patriot to that country, and because I am a patriot to my
country, that I speak out plainly. I am not dialoyal to my
country when I speak in this way, and I arm not running it
down, It is a magnificent country, and it bas an enter-
prising people in it; but they are chained down hand and foot
by the Government of the day. I am, however, opposed to
the Government of the day, and herein lies my disloyalty. I
am disloyal only to their policy which has fastened these
fetters on what ought to b. a free nation. The Finance
Minister boasts of his majority in the House. We recog-
nize the fact, that though but 70, while they are 140, and
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you, Sir, the impartial one, whom we have in this House;
and that though it be the state of parties in this House, it i
not the state of parties in the country; and even were it so
no man is to be blamed for holding views different from his
fellow men; and we will maintain in all their force, and
propound with all the possible vigor of which we ar
capable, the principles that we think ought to guide us i
administering the affairs of this country. I have on ly
one thing to say, and I would not have alluded to it, ha
it not been for the boasting of the hon. Finance Minister
He might, under the circumstances-remembering by wha
means lis majority was attained-have, at any rate, fel
that it was not necessary to allude in such jubilant term
to the fact, that they are 140 to our 70. Not that we care
for that, for 70 believing themselves to be in the right
may stand in the face of not 140 but of 740; and when
that hon. gentleman knows the means by which they
obtained power; when ho remembers that he himself was
a party to the conception, and the introduction, and the
passing of a Bill through this louse, by which the late
Finance Minister, a man whose abilities the country might
have had the advantage of at this time, who had been
recoived in a constituency by the unanimous nomination of
bis party, in a constituency in which that nomination
meant bis election to this House-he might well have
refrained from making such a boast. The hon. gentle-
man was a party to the introduction of a Bill to wipe
out the ex-Finance Minister's constituency at the expense
of depriving him of a seat in this House; when he in
common with other hon. gentlemen opposite, day after
day, week after week, month after month, manifested
that noble, that brave and that chivalrous disposition
which enabled them to retire into the secret recesses of
a room, and there in darkness to take their maps and
change constituencies 'so as to strike at the members of
the Opposition, tearing townships from counties and cast-
ing townships into other counties, disfiguring, marring, and
blotting the whole map of Ontario, by legislative enactment,
in order to lessen the chances of many of their oppo-
nents in this House. That hon. gentleman professes
to have some regard for bis character; to have some
of the elements of fair play in him; and when ho remem-
bers that he was a party to this, that ho sat here and
plotted in secret in common with others of bis party, and
carried through this flouse a Bill in an underhand
way, and by this means succeeded in capturing the
Province of Ontario, ho might have refrained from his
boasting. Sir, if it be any pleasure to one of bis noble and
chivalrous nature, to see that he was successful in accom-
plishing what ho sought-to diminish the number of hon.
gentlemen on this side of the louse-the pleasure is his;
and, Sir, we on this side of the House would rather remain
bore from now until doomsday, a small minority, than
ever be guilty of doing that upon which we could not
reflect withouL feeling that we had committed an act which
could not commend itself to any man possessed of a noble,
brave, and chivalrous nature. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry I
have detained the Blouse at such length. I have spoken
with some vigor and force on the subjects which 1 have
touched ; but I have endeavored not to trespass beyond the
bounds of Parliamentary debate. Differing from the bon.
Finance Minister, I bave endeavored to give the reasons for
my views; and whether I have done so ably or not, the
House, at any rate, will be able to seo the lino of reasoning
which I have endeavored to adopt; and if that lino of
reasoning will commend itself to any independent members
Of this House and lead them to review the opinions of both
Political parties and take into more earnest considerationi
heretofore all the great questions of the day-not one, but
than the great questions of the day; and if it should be the
means of influencing them to cast their votes in the direction
which I conceive to be the right one, thon, Sir, I will feel

; more than repaid for any efforts that I have made in thus
s placing my views before you.
, Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker. The bon.gentle-
s man who has just taken bis seat, has devoted a large
d portion of the time which ho las occupied in replying to
e the Budget Speeches of last year and of the year before.
n Sir, those Budget Speeches wore before the people of the
y country in June last; the replies of those hon. gentlemen
d to thoso Budget Speeches were also before the country, and
, in the face of arguments used by hon. gentlemen opposite,
t the people of Canada-not the people of Ontario alone, but
t the people of the whole Dominion-returned to this Bouse
s a majority to support the hon. gentlemen who now occupy

the Treasury Beches. The hon. member has been good
enough to say that we should not boast of that triumph, bc-

a cause of the fact that it was achieved, as ho alleges, in some
parts, at any rate, by what was commonly known as the

s Gerrymandering Act. I did not understand the hon. Min-
ister of Finance, when ho referred to the fact that eight ex-
Ministers, who where in office during those five years that

t the opposite party where in power, had fallen victimi to the
popular indignation at the last eloection-I say I did not

f understand him to refer to the triumph in the Pro-
vince of Ontario alone. The fact is that of those eight
hon. gentlemen only one can, with any show of reason
or truth, be said to have fallen a victim to what
is called the Gerrymandering Act. The lato mem-

3 ber for Bothwell is now, it may be, occupying a position
which is not an uncongenial or unpleasant one; it is
one which, in some respects, las its advantages over
the position of a member of this House-that of an
editor of a leading newspaper in Ontario. Ho occupios
that position to-day, it may, perhaps, b said, bec-ause of
the change in the boundaries of bis late constituency, but
certainly the ex-Finance Minister cannot claim that to b
bis case. If the constituency which ho formerly repre-
sented was changed, the changed constituency is in this
House represented by an hon. gentleman who is in sym-
pathy with him, and who supports the party with which
he was connected; and the other constituency, into whicli
portions of bis constituency went, returned a member to
this House by the enormous majority of somewherc about
800. The late Finance Minister himself chose a place.
in which to try conclusions with tho Conservative
party, and in choosing that place he chose one in
which, judging by the preceding election, thoro was
fair reason to expect that ho might have soma chance of
success. What was the result ? He was beaten by n
majority of 157, and the township which was added by
the Act of last Session to the constituency, only gave a
Conservative majority of somewhere about thirty. Iow
was it with another gentleman in this Province? fHow
was it with an hon. ex-Governor of the Province of On-
tario, Mr. Macdonald, who ran in Glengarry and was so gal-
lantly beaten by the hon. gentleman who sits hehind me ?
IHow was it with the lateb on. member for Shefford, whoso
constituency was not gerrymandered ? How was it with
the late bon. and gallant knight of Westmoroland, whoec
place was taken by theb on. gentleman whom we are all
so delighted to see in this House? fHow was it with the
late Minister of Justice, Mr. Laflamme, in whose constit-
uency there was no change of boundaries ? How was it with
Mr. Laird who ran in Prince Edward Island, and who was
so unpopular that, if I mistake not, ho almost prevented bis
own colleague in finding a place in this House? How was it
with Mr. Jones who ran for Halifax, and who, I am
glad to know, was defeated by the hon. gentleman who
sits behind me? fHow was it with the ex-Speaker
of the House who failed te get the votes of one-fourth of the
constituency which formerly supported hm? What
influence had the Gerrymandering Act on those constituen-
cies ? If it had any influence whatever, it should have had
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an influence in their favor. If it was an Act which
deserved the name of an infamous Act-and I have heard
that term applied to it in western constituencies-the argu-
ment was good in every part of the Dominion, that the
party guilty of passing such an Act were unworthy of pub-
lic confidence; yet that measure, used along with other
measures passed by this Government, and denounced with
equal vehemence when they were before Parliament, and for
which they were responsible in all those constituencies,
failed to bring back these leading men to the other side
of the House. As we gaze on it from this aide and miss the
faces of those who used to do loyal battle for their party in
debate, we experience a feeling of absolute commiseration
at the poverty of the Opposition in this House. Sir,
the truth is, that the people of Canada, in June last,
gave their verdict for the same reason that they gave it in
September, 1878. They had had experience of the Liberal
party in power. They found that that party in power had
failed to carry out even the pledges they made in Oppo-
sition, and they found that, more serious than that, they had
failed to appreciate the wants of the people; they had ignored
the condition of affairs in which the country stood, and,
unwilling to trust them again, they preferred, even if the
statements made by the bon. gentleman opposite as to the
mal-administration of the Government were true, to trust the
destinies of this country to the Conservative party whose
administration they had had experience of for nearly twonty
years, rather than run the risk at a time like that of placing
the affairs of the country in the hands of hon. gentlemen
opposite. There nover was in any country a triumph so
signal, so significant, as that which came to the Conserva-
tive party in June last; and hon. gentlemen opposite, if they
realize the real sense of the country, if they could learn
to forget a little or leaun to remember a little,
would not come back to this louse the first Session
of a new Parliament with the worn-out speeches
whicb had been delivered in the old Parliament,
which had been before the country at the time of the elec-
tions, and the verdict of the people upon which had been one
of unqualified condemnation. I propose to review very
briefly some of the points to which the hon. gentleman has
referred in his speech. He commenced by referring to the
finances, and ie told us the old story that the Conservative
party had increased the expenditure of this country from
813,000,000 in 1868 to $23,000,000 in 1874. Well, we have
heard that before, and it las had no effect upon the country.
The hon. gentleman himself does not believe that there is any
force in the statement as a condemnation of any party in this
country. He knows that in 1868 we were four Provinces,
and that in 1874 there were seven Provinces. le knows that
in 1868 we were entering upon Confederation, that we had
not yet commenced to expend money upon the develop-
ment of this country. le knows that in 1873 and 1874 we
were in the full career of development; that we had
purchased the North-West, that we had almost built the
Intercolonial Railway, that we were commencing to enter
upon expenditures in connection with the North- West, and
be knows that there is no fair comparison between the periods
of 1867 and 1874. But, Sir, he fell into the further error off
misstating the expenditure on Consolidated Revenue account,
at any rate, in 1873-4. I will not here revive the old con-
troversies of the last Parliament. I will not discuss beyond
the mere statement of the fact which was so ably discussed
at that period, that the expenditure of 1873-4, instead off
being over $23,000,000 was $23,300,000, and that hon. gen-
tlemen opposité actually cooked the Public Accounts-I use
the word advisedly-in order that they might be able at the
end of their period to present a misleading statement, with a
view of making out -as good a case as possible for
themselves. By placing sums spent on Capital
Account, to the aceount of Consolidated Revenue, by
including Customs refunds and anumber of other items,
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I they added nearly $1,000,000 that certainly did not
belong to the expenditure of that year; and they succeeded
in raising the yearly expenditure from $22,300,000, to some
823,316,000. But it is when we come to deal with the
details of these expenditures, that we see the difference
between the two parties. It is quite true that hon. gentle-
men opposite, when in power, only increased the gen-
eral expenditure from $22,300,000 to 824,456,000. But
how was it donc? Will any one tell me that a decrease in
the expenditure on Public Works is a matter of economy ?
The hon. gentleman who has just sat down boasted
that public works were managed for a certain
sum of money. I do not know whether hie is aware
that the expenditure under Publie Works, has nothing what.
ever to do with the management of public works. It is ex-
penditure on Capital Account for the construction of public
works; and the only difference between the two parties in that
respect is this, that at one period, with an overfiowing
Treasury, the Conservative party were enabled to do what,
happily, they have been able to do ever since, viz.: expend
public money on the public works of the country, whereas
hon. gentlemen opposite, with annual deficits, were obliged
to stop such expenditure. And now they claim credit for so
doing, as if it was an evidence of economical administra-
tion. So with other expenditures, such as Immigration
and Quarantine, Militia, &c. But hon. gentlemen opposite
claim to have succeeded in decreasing the ordinary expendi-
turc during the fiveyears that they were in power. If you
examine the cost of collecting the revenue, which must be
to a considerable extent included in the controllable expend-
iture, you will find that, instead of being decreased during
that period, it was very largely increased. Between 1879
and 1882, the expenditure was increased considerable. I am
not going to trouble the House by reading over the items of
that increase, which are connected largely with Public
Works, Dominion Lands, the Census, &c. But when we come
to the Collection of Revenue,in which there is a fair chance for
comparison between the Administrations of the two parties,
we fiud the follôwing to be the result:-

REVENUE.

1879.
Publie Works............. ............ $ 1,863,149
Customs ...... ............................... 12,900,659
Excise .............. . .............. ..... 5,390,763
Post Office............ ......... 1,172,418

Total .......................... $21,326,989
EXPENDITURE.

1879.
Publie Works................. $2.. ....... 2,680,979
Customs .................... ........ 1........ n9,711
Excis ... ...... .. 211064
PoTtOffcet.............. 1,784,423

Total,................. ..... 7

1882.
$2,711,131
21,581,570
5,884,859
1,587,888

$31,765,151

1882.
$2,893,512

723,913
280,573

1,980,567

That is, Sir, the income during those yoars increased no
less than 810,438,462, or 49½ per cent., while the cost of
collection increased only $482,38S, or a fraction under 9
per cent. Now, Sir, if you compare Ihis with the period
when hon. gentlemen opposite were in office, you will find
the following result:

REVEUE
1874.

Publie Works.............................$ 1,509,915
(ustoms.....................14,325,192
Excise . ....................... ". 5,595,903
Post Office . ........... ...... -1, 139,973

Total ................................... $22,59,983
EXPENDITURE.

1874.
Publie Works........ ... $27B89,679
oustoms.. ..... ....- 658,299
Excise ................................... 206,935
Post Offiee....................1,387,270

Total . .......................... $4,642,183

1879.
$1,863,149
12,900,65J
51390,763
1,872,418

$21,326,989

1879
$2,80,979

711,721
211,064

1,784,433

$5,396,177
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That is, while the revenue decreased $1,242,994, or 5 per
cent., the cost of collection increased $753,994, or 161 per
cent. That is the answer I give to the hon. gentleman
when he undertakes to compare the expenditure from 1874
to 1879 with that from 1879 to 1882. Then, Sir, I take
some. details. I take the expenditures in relation with
the management of the Government railways. I have no
doubt that when the hon. Minister of Railways oomes to
deal with this subject he will do so very fully, but I will be
pardoned for stating one or two facts in connection with it.
Ifind that the mileage of the Intercolonial open in 1879
was 720 miles, and in 1882, 840 miles, an increase of 120
miles. I find that the train mileage run was 2,111,426 in
1879, and 3,195,566 in 1882, or an increase of 1,084,140. I
find that the passongers carried numbered 610,101 in 1879,
and 779,994 in 1882, an inerease of 139,893 ; that the tons
of freight carried in 1879 amounted to 510,861, and in 1882
to 838,956, an increase of 328,095 tons. One would naturally
imagine that, under these circumstances, with greater
mileage to work, with a greater carriage of passengors and
freight, and consequent larger expenditure, the increased
expense ought to be very great. Yet what are the facts ?
The revenue in 1879 was $1,294,099; and in 188C it was
$2,079,262-an increase in 1882 of $785,163 over 1879.
Everyone who knows anything of railways, knows that the
increase in expenditure and revenue always bear some re-
lation to each other. Yet in this case, we find that althouglh
labor was undoubtedly higher in 1882 than in 1879,
and the revenue was so, much greater, there was substan-
tially no increase in the cost of worktng the road. In 1879
the cost was $2,010,183, and in 1882, $2,069,657, an increase
of only $59,474 in expenditure for the production of that
enormously increased revenue and business. I find further
that the deficit in 1879 in the working of the railroad was
$726,081, while in 1882 its working showed a surplus of
89,605. The cost per mile of running a train on the Inter-
colonial was, in 1879, 95-50, in 1862, 64-74 ets., a decrease
of 30-73 cts. I ask whether, under these circumstances,
we may not fairly say that in relation to this, Our greatest
enterprise, upon which the largestexpenditure may be made
without any special oversight or attention of tho public or
Parliament, that it is an evidence of the careful administra-
tion which has characterized the conductof the hon. gentlemen
on the Troasury Benches. Take the matter of Customs as
another illustration, and what do we find? The hon. mcm-
ber for Wost Middlesex, in the debato on the Tarif in 1879,
stated this among other objections:
" The Finance Minister, in bringing down the Budget, said it would be

necessary to employ a number of experts to examine the goods imported
into this country,.so that their value might be appraised and the coun-
try saved from being defrauded. This meant a positive increase in the
collection of Customs hereafter. It meant his hon. friend would have
te dimisas a number of Custom House otticers and appoint others who
had had a peculiar training in order to do this business. it meant more
than that, au iucrease cf the number of Custom Blouse officers of the
present grade. When a bale of goods came te the CustomHouse con-
sisting of cottons, silki, velveteens, etc., in order to calculate the Gus-
toms dues, they would be compelled to measure every article. Then
the invoice would have to be looked into in order to levy the ad valorem.
Thu.j there would be a large increase in the labors of the Custom House
offiers. A large increase would be necessitated in the 0Oustom House
staff, and for that reason he objected to the Tariff as being expensive.'y

What las bon the result ? Tho cost of collections in 1874,
when lon. gentlemen opposite took office, was 4·55 per
cent.; in 1878 it had increased to 5-56, an increase of 1-01
per cent. In 1882 the cost of collecting the revenue was
&32 per cent., or a decrease from that of 1879 of 2·24 per
cent. But percentages, of course, are sometimes misleading.
They may mean a good doal, or nothing. I will, however,
take the actual figures. In 1874 the recoipts were $14,325,192,
and the cost of collecting those receipts, 8658,299. In 1879
the receipts were $12,900,6->9, and the cost of collecting,
8719,711, or a decrease in the revenue of $1,424,533, and an
increase in the cost of collecting that decreased revenue of
861,412-that is, 10 per cent, of a decrease in the receipts,
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r and 10J per cent. of an increase in the cost of collection.

In 1882 the receipts were $21,581,570, and the cost of col-
i lecting, $723,913, showing an increased revenue over 1879

of $8,680,911, and an increased cost of collecting of $4,202
-or 67 per cent. increased revenue at an increased cost of
collecting under j of 1 per cent. I think we may fairly off-
set that against the statement made by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site as to the difference between the two parties in the manage-
ment of our public affairs. I will take anotherDepartment,
in relation to which hon. gentlemen opposite are disposed
to charge inconsistency against the Conservative party.
When hon.gentlemen were in office they were charged with
having unnecessarily increased the Post Office expenditure.
They have since charged us with inconsistency because it
has also been incrcased by this Government. But what are
the factse? During Mr. Mackenzie's term of office, tho
revenue from Post Offices in 1874 was $1,476,207, and in
1879, $1,534,363, an incroase in the latter year of $58,156, a
fraction under 4 per cent. On the other hand, the expendi-
ture increased from $1,695,180, in 1874, to $2,167,266
in 1879, an increase of $471,786, or about 28 per cent.
That is to say, while the revenue increase was under 4 per
cent. the cost of collecting it had increased 28 per cent.
What has been the fact since ? In 1882 the revenue was
$2,022,996, or an increased revenue over 1879 of $8188,633,
3]Q per cent. In 1882 the expenditure, $2,459,356, or an
increase of $292,090 over the expenditure of' 1879, giving a
percentage of increase of 13½ per cent. ; thus while the reve,
nue increases 3l¾ per cent., the cost of collecting it only in-
creased 13½ per cent. When we look at this matter in another
ight, we lind this to be the result: the average cost per
Post Office in 1874 was $326, in 1879, $386.59, and in 1882,
$398. That is to say, an inerease of $60 per Post Office
between 1874 and 1879, and of only $12 between 1879 and
1882. Then, if you take the mileage travelled you will find
that the increase is more than accounted for. The mileage
of travel in 1874.-and that is a very good indication of the
expenditure of the Post Office, becanse it is one of the methods
by which you can show how postal facilities have been
increased to the people of this country-you will find that
the mileage in that year vas 13,929,180, and the cost
Il ets. per mile. In 1879 it was 16,156,034, or 13J cts.
per mile, being an inercase of 2½ ets. per mile. In
1882 the mileage had increased to 18,091,996, or 13
cts. per mile, so that there was no perceptible
increase in the mileage cost of working the Post Office
between 1879 and 1882. But if you look at what has
been done, the kind of mileage that has been covered, you
will see that there might reasonably have been a consider-
able increase. In Manitoba and the North-West Territories,
in 1874, the Post Office mileago covered was only 79,567;
in 1879 it was 149,843, while in 188. it had increased to
738,206, Po that with all that enormous development of the
postal facilitics in the North-Wost, the cost per mile of
working the Post Oflice las not increased during the time
the hon, gentleman on this side have had charge of the De-
partment, while during the time the hon. gentleman opposite
had charge of it the mileage cost increased 2j ets. per mile.
Then, another way of dealing with the matter is to look at
the cost per letter. I find that in 1874 the cost per lotter
was 4 ets; in 1877 the hon. gentleman opposite managed
still to incrense it to a fraction over 4 ets.; while in 1882
the cost per letter had been decroased to a fraction under
3140 ets. per letter ; so that in every way in which we look
at the administration of the Post Office Department we find
that we were right in charging extravagance against the hon.
gentleman for the increase betweon 1874 and 1879, and that
this Government is not fairly open to the same charge for
the increase since they came into office. Now, Sir, in
relation te our financial condition, I may further refer to the
state of our Public Debt, and I think it is worth while
looking at it in order that people may see what is the posi-
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tion which this country is occupying at the present moment.
This is of great importance, because it will be remembered
that in the debates in this House, in 1880, when the
Government proposed to assume the task of building the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, the hon. gentlemen opposite,
and especially the hon. member for 'West Durham,
pointed ont the serious evil that must result to this coun-
try, if there was a great increase in the Public Debt; He
pointed to the fact that emigrants from the other side,
choosing a country to come to, finding in the United States
a country where there was an annually decreasing debt, and
finding in Canada, a country where there was an annually
increasing debt, would naturally seek the United States
rather than Canada. Well,.Sir, under these circumstances,
I think it must be a matter of sincere congratulation to us
all, that we appear reasonably, at any rate, to have reached
a period when there would be no further material increase
to our Public Debt in connection with the enterprises upon
which we have now entered. In 1867, the net debt was
$75,728,841; in 1874, it was $108,344,964, or an apparent in-
crease during that period of $32,616,323. But of this increase
to which we are often referred as an evidence ofConservative
extravagance, there were no less than $20,452,340 for debts
allowed to the Provinces, that is to say, for the entry of
Manitoba, British Columbia and Prince Edward Island into
Confederation, and for the assumption of the debts of Ontario
and Quebec, amounting, with the equivalents to the other
Provinces, to $13,859,079, making an actual increase in the
burden of the country of $12,163,983, or an average for
seven years of 81,751,993. In 1879, $34,645,223 had been
added to the debt, being an average annual increase of
$6,929,045, making the net debt at that time, when hon. gen-
tlemen opposite left office, $142,990,187. In 1882,$ 10,671,463
had been added, making an average increase during the
time that the present Grovernment has been in office, of
$3,555,055, as there will be no increase during the next year
-that fact has been announced by the Finance Minister-
but, on the contrary, as there is a fair pros-
pect of a small decrease, we may take $2,667,866 as
the average increase under Conservative rule. Now, if we
leave out this $20,452,340 of debts allowed to the Provinces,
the net increase has been 857,680,667. We have to show
for that, in four articles alone, these sums : On canals we
have spent $12,671,125; Canadian Pacific Railway,
$26,046,339 ; Intercolonial Railway, $26,464,017; North-
West, $2,920,000, making altogether, $68,101,481; or we
have in these four items alone an excess of $10,420,812 over
the entire addition to the debt during the period since Con-
federation. I think that is a fact which we may fairly
present to the public, and especially to the emigrating
public in whose interest the warning was given by the hon.
momber for West Durham. We may fairly presont it as a fact
to reassure them to come to this country. Now,we have thisi
other fact by way of contrast between the hon. gentlemen op-
posite and hon. gentlemen on this side. During the time thatj
the Conservative party were in office down to 1874, consider-i
ably over $10,000,000 were expended on Capital Account, in,
excess of the additions to the public debt. From 1874 to1
1879, $6,723,083 were added to the debt more than were1
expended on Capital Account ; so that while the hon. gentle-1
men opposite were in office, they were expendingi
money every year obtained from loans, and there-
fore from additions to the Public Debt for the ordinary
administration of the affairs of the country. We mayi
well say to them that they could hardly have gone on(
increasing the expenditure upon public works-at a time(
when they were only able to carry on the affairs of the1
country-in spite of two increases in the Tariff, from one of
which they estimated an increase of $3,000,000, and from
another of which they estimated an increase of $1,600,000-
by increasing the debt $6,723,083 more than they expended
on Capital Account. What has been the r-esult since? IE
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find from 1880 to 1882 there has been expended on Capital
Account, 815,535,034 more than has been added to the Publie
Debt. I think we may fairly congratulate ourselves
upon this fact, a reassurmng one to the immigrant
-who is comparing the condition of this country with
that of the United States before selecting his residence.
Looking at the future I think we may fairly say, in spite of
the warning of the hon. member for Brant, that we will
have an annual surplus during the next five years of about
$3,000,000. I do not bolieve we can have very much less
than that, even assuming what the Montreal Gazette says
is correct, that we are on the eve of a period of depression as
as compared with the inflation of last year, in
view of the development of the North-West. That
will give us $15,000,000 in money during the next
fivo years to expend on Capital Account. In 1885
we shall have $32,467,169 of 5 per cents. maturing, and to
redeem. Redeeming them at 4 per cents., even at par, and
we may be able to go a little botter than that, it will be
equal to a new loan of $8,000,000, without adding a single
dollar to the interest-charge on thePublic Debt of this coun-
try, and af ter all the interest-charge is the measure of the
burden on the people. Those two items, amounting to
$23,000,000, will be applicable to Capital Account without
adding to the interest-charge, which, as I have said, is the
measure of the burden of the debt. Thon we shal have the
receipts from Public Lands. The hon. First Minister declared,
in 1880, that we would receive by 1890, 638,593,000, that
being on the basis of an annual increase of immigration into
the country of 5,000 s6uls, and from securities, being money
secured by land, $32,712,000. I am aware that statement
was challenged. The hon. member for West Durham, in
referring to it, said:

'The hon. gentleman expects to receive in the fourth year $1,870,000;
in the following year, $2,622,000 ; in the next year, $3,230,000; in the
next year, $4,112,090 ; in the next year, $5,058,ooo; in the next year,
$5,833,000; in the next year, $6,877,00; while the xast year of this
series of rapid progression is to yield, $7,562,000, to be received in cash
from sales in the North-West lands-an aggregate of $38,593,ooo apart
from the sums not yet due of $32,712,000. Now, I venture to say,
if every one of the other calculations be realized, if the hou. gentleman
gets into that country the amount of emigration he expects, and at the
time he expects, if he makes sales to the numbers and at the prices he
expects, these calculations as to the dates and the amounts of his receipts
will under no circumstances be realized, Under no circumstances will
he receive these suis or anything like them, at these times or anything
like them."

Now, in this, as in almost everything elso, time appears to
be the grea t enemy of hon. gentlemen opposite, and the great
friend to hon. gentlemen on this side of the House. What
do we find ? We are only in the second year, not the fourth.
That speech was made by the hon. momber in 1880, and at
the end of 1882 we had, by the Pu-blic -Accounts, acknow-
ledged receipts from public lands o $1,744,456; that is to
say, we have received in the second year within $125,544 of
the sum estimated by the right hon. gentleman for the
fourth year. 1 think we may fairly say, under those cir-
cumstances, we have reason to believe now, in view of
what has actually taken place, that the estimate given us
by the right hon. Minister of the Interior in 1880, will
be fully realized as time goes on, and giving the opportunity
for its realization, under those circumstances we wili be
in this position by 1890, or perhaps before that. In five
years from to-day, in all likelihood: the Pacifie Railw*ay
will be completed from ocean to ocean ; immigrants will be
able to take the cars at Halifax and go to Vancouver Island,
or rather to Port Moody, without changing cars
or leaving British territory. We will not only
have the railway built, but we will have the work accom-
plished without any increase being made t our public
debt. We will have to complote the improvements now
contemplated on our canals, and I hope we will be able to
dredge and improve the channels of'our rivers. We witl be
able to light and to greatly improve the great waterways of
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the North West, and I sincerely trust that this is a work
which will be undertaken by the present Administration.
We will be able, I hope, and I trust the policy of the Gov-
ernment will yet be to do so, to remove the tonnage dues
from all vessels from the time they enter the Gulf till they
reach Lake Superior, if they can go as far, so as to have
free navigation over our magnificent water system from one
end to the other- and we will be able to accomplish all that
without adding a zingle dollar to the public debt; but, on
the contrary, I believe, while making annual payments in
reduction of that debt, as they are doing to-day in
the United States. I think, under those circumstances, we
may fairly claim that the policy of this Government, not
only in regard to what is called the National Policy, but
their policy in regard to the material development of the
country, is in every respect one which merits the approba-
tion of the people, and justifies the verdict which the people
gave in June last. So much for the question of expendi-
tare ; and I corne now for a moment or two to touch on the
question of the National Policy, about which so much bas
been said. I find that the hon. member who preceded me
is not very strong in his position on this question. I can
remember very well that figurative speech of his in which
lie pointed out the great advantages which would result to
the people from an increase in the duties on tobaccos and
cigars And one can readily understand a gentleman
whose opinions as expressed originally in this louse, and
as we all hope he still entertains them, whose honest opin-
ions are to the effect that the true pdIicy for this
country is a policy of protection to native industry
-how difflicult it must be for him to take the
position and to play the rôle which was inposed on him to-
night, in the absence of another hon. gentleman who certainly
liad no difficulty in relation to circumstances of that kind to
embarrass him. What has been the position of this country
with respect to general trade ? There bas been an extra-
ordinary revival of trade. No one doubts that. The hon.
member for Brant admits that the country has been very
prosperous. It is true; but he could not forbear saying that
things were changing and that we were going to everlast-
ing smash. He remembered some failures, and rubbing his
hands, as hon. gentlemen opposite are in the habit of doing.
ie dec]ared with delight, " this is sweetness indeed, another

failure " The hon. gentleman declared we were on tho eve
of another period of depression, that there was a crisis
coming at last-and, indeed, he seemed most cheerful when
he came to that part of his speech. There was no
chance for them so long as the country was prosperous;
the people would never trust them so long as the
country was prosperous; but if times become depressed,
and the people do not care much who governs the
country, possibly they may have a chance, but so long as the
people feel an interest in and a hope for the country's
success and prosperity, hon. gentlemen opposite feel they
have no chance to take seats on this side of the House.
What has been our position with respect to general trade ?
That there is an extraordinary development, every one
will admit. I have a statement here, but I will not detain
thd House with details of exports and imports. 1 find by
it that the imports have increased from $81,964,427
to $119,419,500. But, Sir, the argument is used by the lon.
gentleman that the fact of our increased imports into this
country is proof that the policy of Protection bas not suc-
ceeded. He tells us that if Protection had succeeded, and
if we were manufacturing more goods in this country, we
ought, in the nature of things, to have imported less goods;
and I am bound to say that, as a genei al proposition, made
without enquiry, and without serious thought, it seems to
be a reasonable statement, and it is a statement which
Was made a good deal of, I know, on the public
platform. Now, Sir, what is the fact? We can take,
il this matter, the position of the United States. Hon.
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gen lemen opposite, when we used to diseuse the question
of a National Policy, or Protection, on the floor of Parlia-
ment, referred us to the United States. They told us that
the depression which was pointed out here, was due to the
depression on the other side, and when prosperity was
pointed to here, that it was due to revived prosperity on the
other side. We are now told that depression is threatened
in the United States, and that we are certain to have the
same condition of things here. They all said, during the
discussions of 1878, that dnring 1877 there was great
depression in the United States; we were pointed to
their industries standing idle, to the people who were
idle, to the tramps who were going about that country
unable to find employment, and to the fact that so large a
number of different kinds of industries had absolutely failed
and closed their doors. Well, Sir, in 1877 the imports
into the United States, less coin and bullion, amounted to
$451,315,992. Now, Sir, in 1882, the hon. gentleman will tell
us that the United States were prosperous, that we had our
prosperity because qf their prosperity, that their industries
were ail reopened-as was indeed the fact-that there
was abundant employment given, that every depart-
ment of the manufactures of the United States, had
assumed a very much better position, and yet, in spite
of that, the imports into that country in 1882 had increased
to F724,639,574, or an increase of $273,323,582 between
the time when many of their manufactories were closed
and the period when all those manufactories were opened
and working. Let me give you some details with relation
to that increase. I will take cotton, for instance. In 1877,
cotton goods were imported into the United States to
the value of $18,923,614, and in 1882, these imports had in-
creased to $31,285,306. Woollen goods-a large article of
American manufacture-were imported in 1877 to the value
of $31,955,244-in round figures, $32,000,000-and in
1882, this lad increased to $47,618,182. Silks, in 1877, were
imported to the value of $21,830,159, and in 1882, this had
incroased to 838,328,251, so that in these industries, which
had been suffering, and were suffering very seriously in
1877, and which were prosperous in 1882, the imports from
foreign countries of articles similar to those manufactured
in these factories had very largely increased. Now, Sir
an analysis of the imports into Canada-J admit that they
have largely increased-shows as strongly as anything
can show, how great has been the development of
the manufacturing industries of this country. Let me
point out some facts in regard to it. The total in-
crease in the imports in 1878, was $26,337,713; and
the incresse in raw material which goes into the manu-
factures of the country, and the increase of which is in
fact a pretty certain test by which vou may judge of
the increased prosperity of the manufactures of Canada-
was as follows : Steel rails, which are raw material in the
sense of going into our railways, increased from $1,049,107
to $3,531,330; coal, which is perhaps more applicable, be-
cause it is used in driving machinery in our mills, increased
from $3,054,846 to $5,118,6i16; hides and pelts, from
$1,207,304 to $2,215,419; wool, from $1,106,210 to
$1,843,857; raw cotton from 8774,703 to $2,286,534 ; leaf to-
bacco, from $703,581 to $1,334,110. There are a number of
others, which I wil! give in bulk: raw furs; hemp, undressed;
raw silk; india rubber, raw; rosewood, mahogany, &c.; rags;
machinery; used in our mills and factories, increased
from 8516,035 to $2,284,723, and that in spite of
the fact that the manufacturers of Canada who manu-
facture machinery for mills, are more than employed,
and are unable to fil the orders which are press-
ing upon them; broom corn and pig iron, making
the total imports of these raw materials for 1878,
00,929,163, against $22,091,211 in 1882, or an increase
in importe of raw material of $2,1462,018. Then i
take luxuries and goods which are not made in
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Canada, and the increased importation of which
may be said to be simply evidence of the increased power
of consumption of our people, and of their increased pros-
perity; and I find this-I will give simply the articles and
the general result :-flowers and feathers, laces, braids, &c.,
cassimeres, coatings, doeskins and meltons, carpets, tea,
cottons unenumerated, dried fruits, linen, silks, satins and
velvets-we manufacture some silks but it is not yet a large
industry in this coultry-and we find that these imports
increased from $10,886,266 in 1878 to $20,284,686 in
1882, or an increase in these articles of luxury,
or articles not made in this country, of $9,398,420.
Then, Sir, in other increases, I flnd that settlers'
effects increased from $803,506 to 81,557,246; and
coin and bullion, which go into the Trade Returns, from
$803,726 to $1,503,743 ; and articles of public use, such as
are used by the Government and the Governor Geno al,
from $239,744 to $597,669, making a total of from $1,846,976
to $3,856,658, or an increase altogether, on these items,
of $1,811,688. Now, Sir, let me recapitulate: the
increase in raw material was $12,162,048, in lux-
uries and articles not produced in this coun-
try, $9,398,420; and in special classes, $1,811,682 ; or
altogether in these three articles of goods, an increase in
the imports of 1882 over 1878, of $à3,372,150, or within
83,000,000 of the entire increase in our imports of 1882
over those of 1878. I think I may fairly say, there-
fore, that as to raw material the increase is an evidence
of the increased industrial prosperity of the country: as
to luxuries, and articles not manufactured in the country,
evidence of increased prosperity and of the increased
power of purchasing by the people of this country: and as
to those other articles, especially such articles as settlerts'
effects, evidence of the increased number of people coming
into Canada and the increased wealth of those people; and
when we come to analyze this increase, there is nothing
in it which justifies the statement of the hon. gentleman
opposite, that the increased importation indicates a de-
crease in the manufacturing power of the country. Now,
Sir, coming to some details with regard to our trade,
and to the direct effect of the National Policy upon it, I shall
refer to a few articles. Take first my favorite subject of
sugar-a sweet subject, and one which I like to dweli upon.
I notice that the hon. member for Brant, although the hon.
Finance Minister gave him the figures, made no reference
to this subject in his reply, but it is worth while giving the
figures in relation to that article. The importa from the
British and Spanish West Indies in 1874, when we had
refineries in Canada-beo the unfortunate policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite in not meeting the concealed bounty
given by the Americans to their sugar refineries,
which destroyed the refinerie in Canada-the im-
ports from these Islands to Canada were 40,000,000 Ibs.,
while inl 1878 our importa had decreased to 7,000,000 lbs.
In 1878 our importa from Great Britain were 53,238,162
ibs., or 49 per cent. of our entire importe of sugar.
In 1882 our importe had decreased to 3,239,080
Ibs. er 8 per cent. of our entire imports. Fromn
the United States we imported lu 1878, 45,195,334
Ibo., or 41 per cent. of our entire imports. In 1882 we
imported from the United States 7,695,441 Ibs., or 6 per
cent. of our imports. From the British West India
Islands, in'1878, we imported 4 per cent. of our entire
importations, and in 18 S2 26 per cent. From the
Spanish West India Islands, in 1878, we imported 6 per
cent., and in 1882, 36 per cent. From Brazil we imported
nothing in 1878, the trade from South America having
entirely disappeared, while last ydar 29 per cent. of our
entire imports came from Brazil. Under these circum-
stances, 1 think we may fairly say that, so far as the eifect
9f this policy on the West India and the South American
trade ls concerned, it has been eminently successful, and
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that is one way, at any rate, in which it has had an
effect en the presperity and development of the trade in
Canada. Thon, Sir, let us take the change in the char-
acter of the sugar. In 1878 we imported over 95,000,000
Ibs. of refined sugar ; last year we imported only about
6,000,000 lbs. Of partly refined we imported in 1878,
14,801,108 lbs.; last year we imported 55,383,936
lbs. Of raw sugar we imported in 1878, a little over
1,000,000 lbs.; last year we imported 73,635,927 lbs. Thon,
Sir, as to the number of sea-going vessels employed in
this trade, for that is another way in which the influence
of this policy upon the trade of the country is shown. In
1878 the number of vessels engaged from the British West
Indies was 238 with a tonnage of 22,137; in 1882 the
number had increased to 273 vessels with a tonnage of
37,697. From the Spanish WesL Indies in 1878, 57 vessels
were engaged, with a tonnage of 6,571; in 1882 the num-
ber had increased to 137 vessels with a tonnage of 23,470.
From Brazil we had three ships in 1878, with a tonnage
of 1,518, while last year we had thirty-seven vessels with
a tonnage of 17,696. So it will be seen that in these
respects there has been a very important development of
our shipping interest as a direct result of the National
Policy. I am aware that it is said that we have
lost very seriously in revenue by the adoption of
this policy, and that result used to be predicted by
the late h9n. Finance Minister (Sir Richard J. Cartwright)
when he was a member of the flouse. Now, we will take
the year 1878 as a basis, because the year 1879 was not a
fair year. Every one knew that the policy was going to be
changed ; it had been announced as part of the policy of
the Conservative party that they would encourage sugar
refining in Canada, and, therefore, thcre was a large importa-
tion of refined sugar just before the adoption of the Tariff.
Taking the year 1878, we find that the duties on sugar
amounted to $2,595,074. ln 1882 they were $2,528,384, or
a loss to the revenue in consequence of this policy, between
the years 1878 and 1882, of $66,690. How have we been
compensated for that loss ? We have it in the price of the
sugar to the consumer. We used to be told that the effect
of the policy would be to increase the price, but
we have not heard much of that lately. The figures given
by the hon. the Finance Minister to-night show that we
have actually saved 67 ets. per 100 lbs., and I will give the
figures to show howthat is made up. The average price
in New York last year, taking certain periods of every month,
was 69.35 per 100 lbs., less the drawback, $3.15, making
the net cost for export $6.20. The railway charges and
freight to Canada have generally been assumed at 30 cts;
the old Tariff gave 25 per cent. and 1 et. per lb., making
$2.55. To this we add 50 ets. as charges and commissions,
and that has been arrived at by taking the prices in lNew
York during the time we had no refineries, and taking the
prices in Canada for the same year, and the saie periods in
each month, and we find that the difference between the
price which we should apparently pay, adding the duty and
these other charges, and the price we actually pay,
amounted to 50 ets. per 100 Ibs. Adding that, and we find
that the average under the old Tariff would have been
$9.55 per 100 lbs., while the actual price during that period
was $8.88, or a saving to the people of this country
in this item of 67 ets. per 100 Ibs. In 1878, the im-
ports above 13 Duteh standard, amounted to 95,1.54,570
lbs.e so that the saving of 67 ets. per 100 lbs. was an actual
saving to the people of this country of $637,535, while
the actual loss to the revenue was only 866,690. In
addition to that, we had the advantage of the employment of
labor in the refineries, of a market for coal, of the employ-
ment for our shipping, of the employment of coopers, of the
consumption of raw material in connection with cooperage,
and of the other incidents in connection with thatindustry.
At the present time-we have five sugar refmeries operating
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in Canada, and I am very glad to know that the refineries of
Halifax are competing with those of Montreal for the trade
of the far West. That is a fact which every one should be
pleased to hear, because it proves that Halifax is peculiarly
well situated, by its nearness to the coal supply
and to the countrios which produce the raw
sugar, for the prosecution of industries of that kind.
Take next the item of tea. I flnd that with regard to it the
same prosperity and progress is going on. Under the dis-
criminating duty in 1873-4, before the Sir Francis incks
Act was repealed by the Tariff Act of 1874, we imported
15·85 per cent. of our teas from the United States. The
direct importa from China and Japan were 50.08 per cent.,
an increase in the two years under the duty of 20 per cent.,
that is, from 30-03 per cent. In 1878, the importa from the
United States had increased to 55 per cent., and those from
China and Japan had decreased to 18 per cent. under the
influence of the Tariff of hon. gentlemen opposite. Thon,
Sir, we have these other results of the discriminating duties
imposed in 1879. The importa of green and Japan tea were
as follows :-

Great Britain.. .......... ..................
United States ...............
China..................... . .
Japan................................. ..... ....

1878.

Ibo. percent.
1,254,154 19
4,144,872 62

129,480 3
1,101,928 16

The imports of black tea were as follows
1878.

Great Britain..............,....
United States...............
China...... ............................. .
Japan........................

Ibo. per
cent.

3,426,536 62
1,666,594 30

355,062 8
40.........

1882.

Ibs. percent.
1,734,930 17
3,465,289 32

891,787 8
4,613,386 43

1882.
Ibo. per

cent.
4,897,006 78

433,234 7
840,384 14

71,588 1

I think, Sir, that these statements are sufficient to show
that the policy adopted by this Government gave the tea
trade, that is, the distributing trade in tea, to the merchants
of Canada instead of to those of the United States, and
encouraged a direct trade with the countries of production.
Then, Sir, I take another article, upon which I think we may
fairly say the National Policy has had a direct influence,
that is the article of cotton. The following statement of
the different classes of cotton imports from Great Britain
will show the change which has taken place :-

Bleachedand unbleached ...... .......
Printed, painteci. coloreci. ieanm. denima

and irili
Clothing an
Ail other

1878. 1882,
$ 431,807 $ 483,738

lings......... .... .. I.................. 2,009,373 593,823
d wearing apparel............... 174,288 453,420
....................................... 1,752,805 6,119,138

Total.................. ............ $4,368,273 $7,650,119

In spite of agumented consumption of ali classes of goods
and the fact that the gross importation of cottons fronm
Great Britain in 1882 exceeded in value that of 1878 by
$3 ,28 1,8 46,or 77 per cent., the importation of ordinary grey
and wbite cottons actually decreased in 1880 and 1881, and
last year was only 12 per cent. greater than in 1878; that
is, while the whole importation from Great Britain increased
77 per cent., the particular class ofgoods that we manufac-
ture In Canada increased only 12 per cent. Now, our
imports from United States in the samce year were as fol-
lows:

1878. 1882.
Bleahdp or unbleached.............. $ 539,773 $ 534,810Printeci, painted or colored, jeans, denims

or drilling i....... ...... .................... 1,031,173 495,484Clothing or wearing apparel...... 191,441 182,324
Al other. ........ .................. 7..~.71..771...7

Total........... . . .. $2,491,458 $1,987,455

The import of cottons from the United States in 1878 was 36
per cent. of thewhole import. In 1882 tho import from the
United States was only 20 per cent. of the whole. The in-
crease in home manufactured goods may be inferred from
the fact that the importation of raw cotton increased from
7,243,418 lbs. in 1878 to 18,127,322 Ibs. in 1882. If anything
more can be offered to show how important has been the
development of these great enterprises in Canada, I think
it will be found in the evidences, which anyone can fnd for
himself at any one of the places where cotton industries
have been established, by contrasting their condition to-day
with what it was in 1878. If you go to the Hadon cotton
factory, the merchants at Montreal, or to the cotton
factories in Cornwall, in Hamilton, or in the Mari-
time Provinces, you will find everywhere the same
evidences of thrift and prosperity, the direct result of the
National Policy, and indicating how successful that polioy
has been in building up this important industry in Canada.
In the woollen trade the same happy condition of things
exists. The following statements will show the imports
in 1878, 1881 and 1882 from the United States and Great
Britain respectively:-

0Rox TEE UNITED sTATES.

Blankets .......................-........
Clothe and Tweeds............
Flannels......,...............
Hosiery ............................
Dresa GoodE....... ....... .....
Ready-made Clothing......... ........
All other ........................... .........

Total...................

1878.

$ 28,998
10,026
68,695
... ......

128,446
147,614

$883,779

1Vom GEÂAT BRITAIN.

Blankets.......................
Clotho and Tweeds............
Flannel....... .........

®osiery.................

Dreus Goodo........... ....6
Ready-made Clothing.............
An other........................

- Total.................

]878.
$ 172,274

933,367
261,646

.. . ...
759,439

5,130,6Â3

$7,257,369

1881.
$ 4,174

15,652
12,360
12,680
79,083
27,651
54,390

$205,390

1881.
$ 178,027
3,358,616

256,548
290,662

1480,221
829,629

1,04,548
$6,58,51

1882.
$ 7,401

21,947
10,027
19,470
3,317
25,420
76,562

$164,741

1882.
$ 238,749
3,828,238

452,117
458,642
265,662
424,302

2,595,201

$8,22,911

That is to say, comparing 1882 with 1878, the value of the
import of woollen goods from the United States has
decreased 57 per cent., while the value of the importa
from Great Britain has increased 14 per cent. Yet this
is the policy which we are told ias had the effect
of injuring our trade with Great Britain and of benefiting
our friends on .the other side of the line. But, Sir, in spite
of greatly improved trade, the imports of woollen goods all
over have increased only $785,907, or about 9 per cent.,
while the imports of raw wool have gone on steadily increas-
ing. In 1878, we imported 6,230,084 Ibs.; in 1880, 7,870,118
lbs., in 1881, 8,040,287 lbs.; and in 1882,9,682,757 lbs. And
this increase has been entirely in the finer grades, because
we imported from Africa in 1878, 306,450 lbs., and in 1882,
1,361.246 Iba.; and from Great Britain in 1878,265,212Ibs.,
ancd in 1882, 2,160,630 lbs.; while the import of Leicester,
Cotswold, Lincolnshire, Southdown combing wools, and
other like combing wools, such as are grown in Canada,
was last year only 36,073 lbs. altogether. So that we have
had a largely increased importation of those wools which we
do not grow in Canada, while the entire importation of wools
that come into competition with Canadian wools was only
36,000 Ibs. altogether. Now, i come to another question of
importance, which relates to the development of one of the
great natural resources of this country; I refer to the coal
trade. The hon. Finance Minister, when he introduced his
Tarif in 1879, referring to the coal trade made this esti-
mate,.which at the time was considered extravagant, but,
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in the light of what has since occurred, was an exceedingly
modest estimate, said:

"In the estimates of the Government out of 800,000 or 900,000 tons
now imported, probably there will still be 350,000 tons of anthracite,
and probably 150,000 tons of bituminous still imported, givin to the
Nova Scotia coal the balance of 400,000 tons, with, of course, an additional
supply, if, as we expect our policy is successful, in consequence of an
increased demand fer coal to supply the growing manufactures of the
country. ',

Now, what are the facts? The hon. Finance Minister was
speaking of the imports of 1878. In that year the quantity
of anthracite coal imported was 406,979 tons, and of bitu-
minous, 456,090 tons, a total of 863,061 tons. Taking how-
ever, 1878-79, there was in that yeair a still smallerquantity
imported, indicating that our industries were gradually fall-
ing away. In 1878-79 the importation of anthracite coal
was only 322,528 tons-; of'brtuminous, 355,347 tons, a total of
677,875 tons. In Nova Scotia the total output in 1879,
according to the report of the Inspector of Mines, was 788,271
tons, so that the native production and the imports in that
year amounted together to 1,466,146 tons ; that is to say,
that the whole consumption of coal in Canada, for that year,
amounted to that quantity. Now, what do we find ? We find
that the total output of our Nova Scotia coal mines alone in
1882, amounted to 1,365,811 tons, or to within 100,000 tons
of the output combined, and importation for 1879. We have,
therefore, an increase in the output from Nova Scotia alone,
of 576,510 tons. But not only is there that large increase
in the output in Nova Scotia, but we find the importation
has largely increased. We find that the Nova SeLa miners,
with all the development given to their industry, are unable
to meet the wants of Canada in consequence of our increased
manufacturing industries and our increased prospority. Last
year we imported from the United States: anthracite,
682,933 tons, and bituminous coal,. 708,446 tons, making a
total of 1,391,373 tons. Now, the effect of the competition
of our Nova Scotia coal upon the price of bituminous coal is
somewhat remarkable. The average price in 1878, according
to the entries in the Customs was $3.88J, and the average
price of bituminous coal was $3.45J. In 1882 the average price
of anthracite coal was $4.24, entered at the Custom Tiouse-
not the cost to the people of this country in cinsequeuce of
any duty or anything of that kind-niid of bituminous coal
83.45J. The difference was this, that the price of anthra-
cite in 1882 over that in 1879 was 35½ ets., and the price of
bituminous in 1882,as compared with 1879, showed a decrease
of 37f ets., and that in spite of the fact-which I obtained
from the editor of a mining journal in New York, one of
the best authorities going-that last year the price of
bituminous coal, free on board, was actually higher at New
York than the price of anthracite coal. I quote this fact
given by the editor of this mining journal, in answer to a
letter addressed to him asking for the average cost of
bituminous coal at this time as well as in 187. He was
not able to give the particular figures, but stated the fact
I have just mentioned. le says:

" The reporta of the coal companiesfor the year 1882 are not yet at band
to give you the cost at mines for an authority. The average price
obtained f.o.b. at New York or anthracite bas been close to $4, which is
considered a very satisfactory resuit. The coal companies aim to make the
principle profit on the earriage not on the sale of the coal. From
what we learu during the year in the bituminous market, the aveiage
selling price f.o.b., New York, as been about $4.15 to $4.25.'
Sa that while bituminous coal in the United States, free on
board, has been higher this last year than anthracite coal,
the cost of the same coal in Canada, in consequence of its
coming within the area of competition with Nova Scotia
coal, has been 37½ ets. per ton less than that of anthra-
cite. There is anotherfact in regard to this coal trade, which
is worth looking at, as showing the consequence of the de-
velopment of that industry. The avèrage sales of Nova
Seotia coal for the ton years up to 1879 inclusive were
699,104 tons, while the average sales in the three years
1880, 1881 1882 were 1,079,951 tons, showing an inoreas

Mr. #JUTZ (Cardwell).

average sale of 340,847 tons. We often hear reference made
to the subject of Reciprocity and the loss to this country by
the abrogation of that Treaty. It is well known that
the Amorican market was open to the coal of Nova
Scotia during the period of Reciprocity, and it is
worth while to look at what the effect of that was
upon the production in that Province. The sales during the
eleven years of Reciprocity averaged 389,796 tons, of which
average sales the United States took 236,829 tons, leaving for
the Dominion 152,967 tons. It is true that the reports of
sales to the United States are stated by the Inspector of
Mies to be unreliable. They are taken from the report of
the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, and are said to be under-
stated, but that does not affect the general output from Nova
Scotia. In 1881 the sales were 1,035,014 tons; in 1882,
1,250,179 tons, an increase of 215,165 tons. The home sales
in 18 81 were 268,628 tons; in 1882, 458,952 tons, an increase
of 190,324 tous. In 1881 the coal sent to the Upper Provinces
amounted te 268,628 tons; in 1882 it increased to 383,031
tons, or an increased sale to the Upper Provinces of 114,403
tons. So that Quebec and Ontario furnished, last year, as
large a market for the coal of Nova Scotia as the entire
output during the years we had Reciprocity with the
enormous American market open for the encouragement of
that enterprise. I think, that under those circumstances
we may fairly say that the National Policy has had a most
important influence in developing this particular branch of
Canadian trade. Then I come to tbe question of agricultural
proLection about which we hear so muach. The hou. memi-
ber for Brant took a good deal of amusement from this
subject, and I am bound to say the amusement was mutual
-we enjoyed it on this side quite as much as he did. It was
the old story we had heard before on the platforms all
through Ontario during the last election, and I presume the
hon. gentlemen in the other Provinces have heard it there
as well. We know it is not a dangerous kind of talk, that
it does not hurt us very much. But what do we find with
regard to the effect of agricultural protection ? First, as to
the question of price. I think hon. gentlemen will admit
that the nearer you can find a market, for what you bave to
sell to the place of production, the botter for the producer. I
think overybody will admit that as an invariable proposition.
It is quite true that, in relation, for instance, to wheat and
the larger exported grains, thbe price is tixed in Liverpool,
but it is also true that that market price in Liverpool is
fixed by the extent of the export to Liverpool. If you can
succeed in cousuming any large proportion of an article in
this country-take wheat as au illustration in Canada-
instead of sending it to the other side, you decrease to that
exteut the amount that goes to Liverpool, and you affect
the market, at any rate, to the extent of that decrease. So
that, although it is quite true to say that the price, as a
general proposition, is fixed in Liverpool, the price in Liv-
erpool is really tixed by the amount the wheat-producing coun-
tries have to send to Liverpool. Now, we find that, in 1878,
we imported 5,635,4Il bushels of wheat, while we exported
4,115,708, there being a net import of 1,519,703 against a
net import in 1883 of 342,722. It is quite clear that, allow-
ing nothing for the increased power of consumption of the
people,which wo find in every otherdepartment where we can
gauge it, we had in Canada, at any rate, a market to the extent
of that difference for the wbeat grown in the country. In
the article of corn we find the net imports into Canada were
3,400,562 bushels, which decreased last year to 1,688,180.
Peas, the net import was 9,584, bushels, which decreased
in 1882 to 3,638. Oats, an article that farmers are advan-
taged in having a home market for, in 1878 the net im-
ports were 2,011,513 bushels, while last year -they had
decreased to 71,111, practically disappeuring altogether.
Of barley, the net imports in 1878 were 26,2U4 bus-
hels, decreaeed in 1882 to 9,491. Rye decreased from
110,228 bushels to 1,447. Flour, barrel, dooreased
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from 311,706 in 1878 to 163,335 in 1882. Oatmeal, barrels
decreased from 3,005 to 2,783. Now, these were undoubt
edly results of the policy which imposes a duty or
agi icultural imports to this country, and maintaininc
a Canadian market for 'our agricultural productions
Converting flour into wheat, we have this as a gen
eral result :-Wheat, bushels, 1,923,836; corn, 1,712,382
oats, 2,000,402 ; barley, 16,713 ; altogether, 5,653,33:
bushels less imported from the United Siates than wer
imported in 1878. Then, at the very ]east, and, I believe
to a very much larger extent, in consequence of th4
increased power of consumption on the part of th<
people, we have a home market as a result of the policy
that was adopted, to the extent of the figures I have giver
During the discussions which have recently taken place, a
good deal has been said in regard to malt, and we are told
that the Government of Canada have very seriously injured
the barley interest of this country. Yet, what do we find
with regard to this? It is true the United States (Govern
ment have recently made some changes, and the fact thai
they have made these changes shows that this small coun-
try, as it used to be called-this country of 5,000,000
competing with a country of 50,000,000 - has become
sutficiently important to have its influence upon the United
States, and to send the trado interested to Washington to
get remediallegislation. The action of the Governmnentof the
Liiited States was to change their tariff from 20 per cent. to
20 ats. per bushel. The average cost, I believe, is 80 ets.
per bushel for malt.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is over 90 at present.
Mr. WHITE. The duty bas been increased, therefore,from

16 to 20 per cent., while the duty on barley bas been reduced
from 15 to 10 ets. Our duty bas not in any way been
changed. The imports irom the United States, in 1878,
were 101,940 lbs., which paid 2 ets. per lb. in 1880. The
imports, in 1882, were 341,020 lbs., which paid less than one
half a cent per lb. ; so that there bas been no such
change in the policy of this country as to justify that change
on the other side. All that bas been done on the other side
is this: they f und that our rralt inakers were competing
in a way to injure their trade, and they did what hon. gen-
tlemen here, who admire them in every other respect, seem
not to admire them in this respect of their tariff policy-
they went to Washington, and endeavored to get a change.
What bas been the progress of our exports of malt to the
United States ? In 1877, we exported 11,577,814 lbs., and
they have gone up, in 1882, to 40,055,907 Ibs.; and I do not
believe, in spite of the changes made by the Government of
the United States, that there is going to be any material
effect upon our exports of malt. Now, Sir, I propose to
deal with the question of our trade relations with England and
the United States. The charge made against this policy is
that it bas been injurious to England. My hon. friend
who preceded me, undertook to prove, from the fact
that the importations from the United States and
from England were more nearly alike this year than
they had been last year, that the tendency was
in the direction of our having increased imports from
the United States, and decreased imports froma England.
Well, we have, after all, only to do with the Trade Returns
we have before us; when the time cornes to deal with the
Trade Returns of the future, no doubt we will be able to deal
with them and show substantially the same results as those
which have been shown by this policy since it was adopted.
But what was the effect of the policy of hon. gentlemen
Opposite ? The imports from Great Britian in 1873 were
Of the value of 868,522,776; in 1878 they had decreased to

37,431,180, being a decrease of $31,091,596 during the
period hon. gentlemen opposite were in office, without their
putting a hand forward to stop this terrible decrease in the
importi from the Mother Land. The importa from the

i, United States, in 1873, were $47,135,678, and in 1878, in
tspite of the -general depression which obtained in Canada,

n and he reduction in our aggregate importa, the importa from
Sthe United ;Statcs actually incrcased to $48,631,739,

or an incrense of $896)061. Sinco that time what
i- has been the resuit ? The importa from Great I3ritain,

in 1878, were $37,431,180; in 1882, $50,597,341, an
Jincrease of $13,166,1t . The imports from Vhs Uniteil

e States, la 1878, were $18,631,'739; in 1882, $48,289)052, or
a decrease of $142y687. So that, while under the policy of

e hon, gentlemen opposite, trade with England gradually feli
e off, while that with the UJnited States heldljVc own and
F actually increased in spite of the general depression and

geer. alin off in trade, under the policy pursued
a by hs Administration our trade with Fngland bias ateadily
1 increased sind thsmt with the United States, according to the
I laat returns, lias aomewbat deoreased, so flar as importa are
1concerned. Lt la saidhowever, that the duty -apon dutiable

gosis higher from Great Britain than from the United
tStates, and it ia charged on that account that this policy le

inimical Vo trade with the Mother Country. On the total
importe of free and dutiable goodes from Great Britain

3the duty was 20J per cent. last year. On the whole
1imports froni the United States the duty reached 23J per
)ceun1.; but if you take simply Vhe dutiable gooda, hon. gen-

3 tlemen opposite appeur to have Vhe argument on their side,
)without eNamnination. 1 find that the duty ou d utiable goods

atone from Great Britain, lu 1882, was 24* percern., while
from thoeIjnitcd Stites it w-as only 21-1 por ccý-t .-t differonce
appoaring againat Great Britain of very nsarly 3 per cent.
For purposes of comparison it je absolutely neceeaary,

ihowever, Vo taire from the importe of the UJnited States
ithat cas of goods which form no part of our importe

i froni England-1 refer Vo breadetuifs and coal from both
countries. We imported a very smail quantity of coal

3 from Great Britain last year, s0 email a quantity that the
-importation bas almost disappeared; but among the bread-

e tuifs imported from the United States I include
3barley, beans, ce)rn, pease, wheat, cornmeal, oatmeal,
wheitt flour, and be-ides those there la anthracite

rcDal, bitu-.innu8 coal and coke; and I tind the
value of' these articles placod at 812,219,932, paying

L8978,370 duty. Deducting these from the aggregate
dutiabis importe from the United States, leaves $20,72 1,129
of imports oorresponding witîb ise from Great Iritain,

paig$6,095,54.t, or an average of 29 pet- cent, ho if we
eouefromn the importations fi-om the TJnited S'ates the

importations of breadstuifs and c,-al, and exclude from the
rimporte from Great Britain coal, we tind that on goode
imported from the United States, which tmay be said to be
manuflictnred goods, the averhge duty je 29 per cent.,
as againat 24* per cent. on those from Great Britain.
Under these circumstances we may fairly hold that, Bo far
as trade with -Ergland, under tho different tariffs ie cou-
cerned, we need noV fear acrutiny. Next 1 corne to the
vexed question of the balance of trade. On hs subjeet, as
on others, the hon. member for Brant had has amusement.
So far-aas thia aubject ie concerned, the posi tion whieh we
take on this side of the Blouse je hs: that Vhs tendency
of the policy of this Government muet be to
bring nearer together importe and exporta, and ultimately
make our exporte exceed our imports. We find that bas
been the result in Vhe United States by a bitnilar policy and
by a simi lar procesa of western development. In former years
ths balance of trade as it la called was against them, in late
years it bas been enormously in their favor, and theseame
causes which have produced those resulta there muet pro-
ducs the samne resulis here. It iti true, in Vhs meantime, in a
time of prosperity such as we have Lad, our imports may
be larger than our exporte, and I have no hesitation in
eaying if that should continus it would be a matter of grave
apprehonsion as to what the offet might b.. Whother the
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theory of the balance of trade be absolutely correct
or not, I am not going to discuss bore, but there is this
to be said about it, that the country is most prosperous
and most wealthy - îeaving out, of course, the
accumulated wealth of countries like England, for
I am speaking now of the newer countries whose
wealth consists in what is produced by thernselves-which
exports more than it imports, and is able to pay, and more
than pay, for its imports from its exports. Ihave no hesi-
tation in saying that if, I believe, the same process was
going to go on for years, namely, larger imports than ex-
ports, I think it would be a matter of serious apprehension,
and I am glad a newspaper in Montreal, with which I have
some remote connection, but for which, unfortunately, I do
not now write a great deal, and I did not write that particular
article which the hon. gentleman did that journal the honor
to quote, although I agree with it and do not repudiate it in
any way-I am glad to find a newspaper conservative, not
in the party sense alone, but in the interests of the country,
did utter words of warning when there was a tendency to
over-importation on the part of merchants. I believe the
effect of those words of warning, not from that paper alone, for
I should be sorry to arrogate to one newspaper so great an in-
fluence, was to cause many merchants to countermand orders
given to buyers. If we maintain our imports we are doing
wCll, b:cause the cour try is prosperous, and under ordinary
circumstances wo would largely increase them. But with
respect to the balance of trade, what is our position ? In
1878 our total imports were $93,081,787, our exports were
$79,333,667, leaving.a trade balance against us of $13,758,110.
In 1882 our imports were $11q,419,500, our exports were
$102,137,203, leaving a balance of trade against us
of $17,282,297. But, Sir, if you take out of our
imports in both years, the imports of raw material
-1 do not mean to say for a moment, recollect, that
this changes the general question, it simply modi-
fies it-whioh come into ihis country, and upon which
labor is expended in this country, and which go therefore
to build up wealth in the country itself, you will flind that
the position in which we stand to-day, is infinitely better
than the position in which we stood in 1878. I find, for
instance, that the imports of aw materiai, of preciseoly the
sanie classes, whieh I have already had the honor to submit
to the Hlouse-in 1878, were $9,929,153, and deducting
this, the balance of trade against us was $3,828,927. The raw
materal limported last yearwas $.¿2,091,211,which deducted
from our imports, leaves a balance in our favor of
$4,308,614, against $3,828,V47 against us in 1878.
Now, I think, that we may fairly say, that, taking the
argument whieh the hon. gentleman himself uses, in which
he points out the fact of the importation of luxuries which
came in, and were consumed, and which added prac-
tically nothing to the weaith of the country, and deal-
ing witLi it, and pointing to the fact that, in
this particular case, this large importation was an importa-
tion of articles which form the basis of the industries of the
country, and which, when they went to the consumer, pro
bably weî e worth three tines what they are here; and
comparing this with what would have been the effect if we
had not had that Taritf, if we had not had this protection,
if we had not had this importation of raw material,
and if our importation of raw material had remained as it
was before, and gone on with this period of inflation which
brought on the botter times to which hon. gentlemen oppo-
site refer, we may pertinently ask, what would have been
the position of this country to-day ? Our imports would
certainly have increased, and the importation of that class
of consumable goods, which come in, which are consumed
at once and disappear and add nothing to the wealth of the
country, would have been far greater; and instead of
$17,0J0,000 the balance against us would probably have been
three or four times that amount. Instead of that, by the
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policy which bas been adopted, although the balance is
against us-and I believe it wiIl not long romain against us
-it has more than been met by the fact that our imports in
excess of our exporte, are more than balanced by the raw ma-
terial that forms the basis of the industries of this country.
Then, Sir, I take the effect of the National Policy on our
relations with Manitoba and the North-West. The hon.
gentleman was good enough to say, that the people of that
country were ground down by this Tariff ; that they were
suffering terribly from the effects of it; but, does the hon.
gentleman know this-or bas ho troubled himself to en-
quire into it-'-that the imports into that country in 1878
paid an average duty of 19 per cent., while the imports into
that country last ycar, paid an average duty of 19J per
cent., so that this enormous tariff, which ho telle us is grind-
ing down the people of that country, has added one-half per
cent to the duty upon the exporte going into1that country ?
The imports into Manitoba and the North-West, in 1878,
were $1,283,414, paying a duty of $242,608, and last
year, $5,657,506, paying a duty of $1,106,356; the
average duty, as I have said, was only one-half per
cent. more than it was in 1878. Now, Sir, if you look
at the imports into that country as evidence of its wealth,
you will find that in 1878, they were $1,171,107 for
Manitoba, and $112,307 for the North-West Territories,
while in 1882, the importe were $5,223,856 for Manitoba, and
$433,650 for the North-West Territories. If you look at
the eharacter of these imports, you will find this-that in
1878, they imported of refined sugar from the -United States
to the extent of 828,012 lbs., while last year they
only imported, in spite of their greater population,
and the larger consuming power of the people, from the
United States 39,626 Ibs., or in round figures, 40,000
lbs., so that there was an increase of no less than
787,000 lbs. of sugar brought into that country, which was
supplied from the refineries of Canada, some of which, I
believe, came from such remote refineries as those of Hali-
fax. Thon, if you look further, you will find that of carri-
ages they imported,in 1878, $23,135 worth, and in 1883,only
811,624; of ready-made clotbing,$à7,523 worth, and in 1882,
$1,371 ; of mowing, reaping, and threshing machines, in
1878, $1,857 worth,aud in 1882, only $71 worth-this repre-
sents, I suppose, one mower. The importation of axes, hoes,
rakes, forks and shovels, increased only $301 since 1878,
although the purchase of these articles by the people of the
North-West, during the last tive years, must have increased
almost a hundredfold. Now that has been the result of this
policy in building up our trade in the North-West; in giving
to us, the older Provinces, the markets of the North-West,
and in giving us those markets without imposing any in-
creased cost on the people of the North-West, because it is
a well-known fact, established by the fact of the relative
duty which I have just cited, and in every other way yo
may choose to enquire into this question, that the people of
the North-West can obtain from Canada these articles as
cheaply,with an ordinary and moderate duty added, as they
can ho obtained for in any other part of the world. Mr.
Speaker, I do not know that I ought to detain thé
flouse any longer, for I find, that I have already
spoken a good deal longer than I expected to; but
I may say, in conclusion, this: the hon. gentleman who
bas preceded. me has referred to the fact that we are on the
eve of a state of depression. I venture, Sir, to think that
there will be no depression in Canada, in view of the fact
that the merchants of Canada, to-day, realize the fact that
there is a possibility of danger arising from over-importa-
tion. It is true that we have had some failures, but if the
hon. gentleman will take the trouble to enquire into those
failures, ho will flnd this to be the fact; that, in almost every
case, they have been the result of the employment of
money outside of the legitimate business of those intérested,
prompted perhaps it may be by the great inflation outside,
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and tomptations to invest in consequence of the enormous that Government was a menace to the continuance of that
boom in Manitoba and the North-West.. lHe will find, Sir. policy resulted in the fact that the popular vote and almost
that at ail times, under ail policies-and no one has ever the representative vote of the people went with the Con-
pretended that the case would be different-that men will servative party, in spite of the fact that hon, gentlemen
be tempted to take from their business what properly warned the people not to be alarmed about the National
belongs to it, in their hurry to make themselves Policy-that it was safe, at uny rate, and that no one was
rich, which is, unfortunately, characteristie of the age in going to interfere with it. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
which we live ; and that these results will produce, no mat- chosen to commence the new Parliament by a new attack
ter what the general prosperity may be, no matter what on that policy. They have chosen to corne here and in the
the policy will be, failure and disaster in individual cases. first speech made on that subject they have revived aIl the
But, Mr. Speaker, what we complained of, in relation to the old arguments which they ought by this time to be ashamed
policy of hon. gentlemen opposite, was this: that, at a time of, in order, if they can, to create a publi impression
wl en ihey saw industries being closed; that, at a tinewhon against that policy. These hon. gentlemen are not wise;
they saw commerce paralyzed; that, at a time when they have learned nothing by the lessons of the past. We,
the causes of these results were apparent to every man; on this side, can afford to smile while 'bey detounce the
that at the time when merchants came from every part National Policy. Every word they utter against it, every
of this Dominion and interviewed the Finance Minister of suggestion they make that it is not in the interests
th, day, and gave him data upon which he could go ifhehad of this country, is a warning to the people of Canada
been willing to accept their opinion, and if it were not for that they are not to be trasted ; and I venture to say that
the unfortunate character he had, of believing that ho alone when the calm, deliberate, clear speech of the hon. Finance
understood commercial matters, and that those engaged in Minister delivered to-night, in which ho not only explained
commerce knew nothing about them; that, at the time the financial position of this country, not only vindicated
when this condition of things existed, they took the ground the policy of which ho may well be proud of being the
that it was not for the Government or for Parliament to in- author, in this House, but in which ho indicated by the
t rfere in the slightest degree to remove those evils or miti- changes he has suggested that that policy is the fixed, irre-
gate those disasters. What we said at that time was that vocable policy of the Conservative party-when that speech
while the Government were not responsible for all the goes to the country to-morrow, when the people of Canada
disasters which had come upon the country, they were re- from one end to the other rend and ponder over i, and
sponsible for not taking all reasonable methods of removing when they read the speech of the hon. gentleman who has
those evils, so far as their removal was within the power of taken the position offinancial exponeat for the Opposition,
Legislative action. That was said by Conservative speakers and find in it all the old attacks-find in it all the old well-
in this House, and on Conservative platforms in the country. beaten paths trodden over again in the effort to diminish
The hon. gentleman has stated that the prosperity which the influence of the Conservative party, they wili bu con-
this country is enjoying was not in consequence of the firmed in the feeling they have already, and which they so
National Policy, because bank stocks were lower in 1879 strongly manifested in June last,.and will declare that these
than they were in 1878. Does the hon. gentleman pretend mon who can learn nothing by the experience of the past,
to say that that was a fair statement to make to this House? are not the men who should be entrusted in any way with
Does not the hon. gentleman know that in 1879 we had a most the administration of the affairs of a groat country like
disastrous bank failure in the city of Montreal-the failure of this.
the Consolidated Bank-resulting not from any condition of Mr. HESSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
things arising out of the National Policy, but resulting from Motion agreed to; and (at 1:25 o'clock a.m.) the Housea condition of things which had been going on for years, adjourned.
as the investigation proved, and which must always prove
disastrous to any banking institution which adopted them.
le must know that in the presence of that crisis brought
about by this failure, bank stocks did go down ; but does be
pretend to say that the National Policy had anything to do
with producing that effect ? Policies of this kind HOUSE OF DOMMONS,
are put upon the Statute-book, but the mere enactment of
sncb policies does not immediately produce the beneficial MONDAY, 2nd April, 1883.
changes expected from them. These are produced by
subsequent events; they are produced by the gradual, The SpzAKER took the Chair at Throe o'cbock.
steady, developing effects which follow the operation of ParYEas.
these Tariffs; and we may fairly say, so far as the National
Policy is concerned, that the Conservative party has reason ASSETS OF INSOLVENT TRADERS.
to look back upon the last four years with considerable
pride. We know that hon. gentlemen opposite were so Mr. CURRAN introduced Bill (No. 99) to provide for
confident of the feeling of the people of this country that,at the distribution of the assets of insolvent traders.
the recent elections which took place in the Province of Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the non. gentleman will give an
Ontario, they implored the people everywhero not toe
believe that the National Policy had anything to do with explanation cf the principles cf hit3rneaure.
the contest; they warned every man who ventured to Mr. CURRAN. I would much prefer that my hon.
speak upon that subject, that ho was speaking of a matter friend would wait until the Bill l printed. I may say that
which was not in issue in the election; that the Govern- the Bill is one which was prepared by the Montreal Board
ment did not intend to interfere in any respect with the of Trade after great care and deliberation, and that it makes
operation of the National Policy. Yet even in that several very important changes in the law,and that it, to some
Province of Ontario, which they have always claimed was extent, resembles an Insolvent Act. One of its provisionsis
a Liberal Province, under, not the Gerrymandering, Act of that the person who shall take charge of an estate of an
hon. gentlemen on this side ot the House, but under an insolvent shall be a guardian. In all places where the
arrangement ot the constituencies made by their own number of inhabitants does not exceed 20,000, the sheriff of
friends, so strong was the feeling of the people the locality shall be the guardian, in ther places ho shall
of that Province that the possibility of the existence of I be appointed by the Board of Trade. In no ease, however,
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shall the guardian be the liquidator of the estate,"but hoeis
to retain possession of the estate for a certain time until the
oreditors have met and have appointed a liqiidator; but the
liquidator shall not be the guardian,or anyone connected with
him, directly or indirectly. The general principles of the
Bill, with regard to the distribution of estates, are pretty
much the same as mightbe expected in a measure of this kind,
except that the procodure is sornewhat different. The Bill
is a long one, and I have not bai time to master all its details;
but coming, as it does, from a body like the Board of Trade
of Montreal, I think it is, at all events, entitled to the con-
sideration of the House.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there any provision for compulsory
liquidations, or any provision for discharge ?

Mr. CURRAN. There is provision for compulsory insol-
vency, but n> provision for discharge.

Bill read the first time.

LES REVÉREINDS PÈRES OBLATS DU NORD-
OUEST.

Mr. ROYAL moved the third reading of Bill (No. 19) to
incorporate Les Révérends Pères Oblats de Marie Imma-
culée des Territoires du Nord-Ouest.

Mr. BLAKIE. lu accordance with the notice which I
gave on the action of the House with reference to the Bill
for the incorporation of the University of Saskatchewan, I
move:

That the said Bill be re-committed jo a Committee of the Whole,
with instrucLions that they have power to amend the Fame, by adding
thereto the following words:-" Provided that the said curporation
shall within ten years after its acquisition ot any real estate, depart
with so muck of such real estate as is not required for the actual use
and occupation or other like purposes of the corporation."

Mr. ROYAL. I do not know whether the hon. gentle-
man wants to assimilate this Bill to the Bill relating to the
University of Saskatehewan ; but I really fail to see the
proviso. I would be extremoly obliged to the hon. gentle-
man if ho would state the object of this proviso, because I
believe it is simply covered by the other provision of the
Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I regret the hon. member was not in his
place on severar previous occasions on which I explained
the purpose of this provision. But I may say, for the infor-
mation of my hon. friend, that the purpose is to avoid the
possibility of corporations in the North-West Territories
holding in perpetuity in mortmain large quantities of land
not required for their own actual use. There is no desire to
prevent corporations of this description obtaining endow-
ment@ of real estate. It is natural and reasonable that in
that country, the principal portion of whose wealth is now,
and for a long time will be, land, should bc free to obtain
gifts and donations of land ; but it is quite consistent with
that freedom that they should be required within a reason-
able time to dispose of the land so held. As i have already
stated, this question came up in the Province of Ontario
about fourteon years ago, and the general rale thon laid
down, and invariably acted upon, so far as I know, with
reference to all corporations seeking endowment in land,
was that the extent to which they obtained land should not
be limited; but that the period during which they held land,
not for their own occupation, should be limited to seven
years. Some friends suggested to me that I might, without
being unreasonable, propose a more liberal period, and in
compliance with their recommendation, though with some
hesitation, I did propose ten years instead of seven. The
hon. member will observe that both in this Bill and that
relating to the University of Saskatchewan, the limitations
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inserted by the Private BIls Committee were limitations in
point of value, and were to the effect that these corpora-
tions should not hold more land than would be equivalent to
$50,000 a year at 4 per cent. on the value of the land.
But there was no provision for ascertaining the value of
the land, and my suggestion was that it would be a very
long time before the corporations would come to the con-
clusion that its present value would produce more than it
did when it first came into their possession. The true
policy is, that tbey shall not be limited to the quantity of
land, but that it shall not be allowed to stagnate in their
hands ; but that they shall not hold it for more than ton
years, unless it is for their own occupation. I do not wish
to assimilate this Bill to the University of Saskatchewan
Bill. The principles of the two are different ; but the
question whether we shall allow the holding of land in
mortmain in perpetuity applies to both, and they should be
treated alike.

Mr. ROYAL. With due deference to the bon. gentleman,
my humble opinion is that this Bill should properly be
brought before the Council of the North-West Territory,
and not before this House. But as that Council bas not had
any meetings for over two years, personsseeking incorpora-
Lion have to come before this House at a great deal of
trouble and expense. Now, it is to be expected that before
ton years the North-West Territories will be divided into
several Provinces, with organized Legislatures ; and it will
be the duty of persons seeking corporate powers like these
to go to those Legislatures. I believe it will be in the
power of those Legislatures to adopt any principle with
regard to mortmain that they think proper, and it must not
be lost sight ofthat we are legislating here in the place of
those Local Parliaments. No doubt it is the teîdency of
this Parliament to encroach too largely upon matters which
belong exclusively to Local- Legislatures; and this Act of
incorporation of the Saskatchewan University and several
other Bills from the North-West make our functions purely
local ones. I believe this tendency ought to be discouraged,
at least by this House. However, the adoption of my hon.
friend's amendment would only leave this corporato body
under the necessity of coming again before the Local Logis-
lature, when constituted and organized in the North-West
Territory, either to amend this proviso if adopted by
this flouse, or get some other legislation that will
enact their requirements. As seen by the preamble, the
object of incorporation is deflned, and in clauses three and
four the corporation binds itself to acq uire no property,
real and personal, except for its uses and purposes. By clause
eleven, the corporation will, at all times, be subject to make,
when required, a full return of their property to the Gover
nor in Council. This does away with the proviso to the
extent that ought to be desired by hon. members of this
flouse. It makes the proviso useless. However, as in the
other case, the proviso of the hon. gentleman has been
adopted, it is useless for me to oppose it very strongly. I
will content myself with expressing once more my regret
that the Council of the North-West Territories has not
been clothed with the neceesary power to dispose of such
cases of legislation. It is most unfair to subject those per-
sons seeking corporate powers to come over 2,000 miles, in
some cases, for a deed of incorporation. The expense
resulting to them, and the impossibility of our under-
standing their requirements, make our legislation in
such matters very undesirable. As the proviso has al-
ready been adopted in another Bill of incorporation, it
would be useless for me to oppose it. But I must again
express my regret that we have to deal with such logis-
lation.

Motion agreed to; Bill considered in Committee, amended,
reported, and read the third time and pamsed.
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CRÉDIT PONCIER F'RANOO-CANADIEN.

The louse resumed the further consideration of Mr.
Desjardin's proposel motion for the third reading of Bill
(No. 22) respectig the Crédit FoncierîFranco-Canadien, the
Mtion ofMr. Auger in amendment thereto, and the motion
of Mr. Ouimet in amendment to the proposed amendment.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I accept the amendrment to the
amend ment.

House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole.
Bill amended and reported.
Mr. AUGER. As this Bill has been amended twice, I

ask that the third reading be postoned till to-morrow, in
order that the atnendments may bprinted, and that the
members of the louse may see what they are. The
amendments are more than the original Bill.

Mr. DESJARDINS. The Bill has not been remodelled at
all. The only amendment of any importance is that which has
just been adopted, and I see no reason for postponing the third
reading unles it is to delay the Bill. I move that the
Bill be now read the third ti me.

Mr. BLAKE. It is very unusual, when a Bill has been
amended in Committee, to take the third reading the same
day when any hon. member obj3cts. I suppose there are
perhaps eight Pi ivate Bills still to come on, and there cannot
be the slightest d:nger that the third reading of this Bill can
b imperilled. It is the usual course ofthe Flouse when an
hon. member suggests a postponement of the third reading,
to allow it to be postponed. I do not say that these are two
distinct stages, but they are two steps in the progress of
tho BIl ; and I think that, for the future, we had botter agree
that they shall succeed one another on the same day, even
though there may bave been an amendment in Committee.,

Mr. BLANCHET. It is not usual to have a Bill re-
printed at every one of its different stages, except when it is
remodelled. The Rule apphies only to readings of Bills.
lt has been so decided by Speaker Anglin; and during my
time it was usual to go into Committee to report the BihI,
and read it the third time the same day. The Rules of the
lIouse, and with its practice, apply only to one reading a
day.

Mr. BLAKE. I distinctly stated that I considered this but
two stops-not two stages. Iquite agree with the hon.gen-
tieman that it is perfectly within the Rule, and within the
practice, when there has been a new amendment made in Com-
mittee. But it is not in accordance with the general principle,
I think, to take the Bill from the Committee of the Whole,
and read it immediately when an hon. member has objected.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In certain cases it is quite
true that the flouse bas ordered a Bill to stand over to theî
next stage for the third reading after an amendment has
been made, but that is not the general practice. Re.
peatedly Bills, after having gone into Committee of the
Whole, and been reported to the House, have been recom-
mitted once or twice, and have even then been read the third
time the same day. Of course, I do not suppose there is
the slightest danger that this Bill wiIl be delayed more
than twenty-four hours by the course that is suggested, and
I think the promoter of the Bill would do well to consent
to leave the third reading for to-morrow. Some fifty or1
sixty hon. gentlemen have Private Bills before the tiouse,
and they will all be interested in getting this Bill removed
from the paper to-morrow, and, as the hon. member for
Shefford insists upon it, I would suggest that the third
reading be taken to-morrow.

Mr. DAVIES. There aire a number of hon. me mbers in this
House, who, I may e.ate, will teel it their duty to oppose1
the third readiig, unless some provision is made by which1
the interest of aetuaa borrowers of the company may not
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be prejudioed. I am satisfred that this Bil will alter
entirely the relations that exist between the borrowers and
this company. It will offer a premium, to this company
to charge 2 per cent. more, and I think it an uanfair and ýan
unjust thing. I think the piomoter of the Bill would de
well to introduce some clause whioh would prevent this in-
justice, otherwise I shall have to vote against the Bill.
Common sense teaches us thaît if we give this company the
privilege of charging 8 per cent., when they have three or
four hundred thousand dollars out at 6 per cent., they will
increase their rate of interest. If the promoter of the Bill
can show me soma method by which those who have bar-
rowed four, five or six years ago can be protected in the
contracts they have made, I shall vote for the Bill; if not,
I shall feel it my duty to oppose it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not see how the hon.
gentleman can consistently act as ho has just stated, be-
cause, after al, the bargains made or contracts entered into
botween theecompany and borrowers cannot be interfered
with, any more than any other contract with individuals
can be interfered with.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman misunderstands me.
What I wished to say was, that this Bill offered inducements
to the company to force the conditions of the contract.

Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. The case stands thus : the
borrower had borrowed money from the company at 6
per cent., and a contract bas been entered into between the
company and the borrower. So long as the borrower ful-
fils the conditions of the contract, the company cannot
foreclose and go back on the contract. Will the hon. gen-
tleman ask Parliament lhat, although as regards future
loans, it is proposed to give this company only the samo
privileges that had been granted to other loan companies ?
We shall take advantage of that fact to this extent-that
when borrowers at 6 per cent. shall not faulfil the condi-
tions of their contracts, the company shall not have the
right to foreclose, but shall be compelled to continue the
loans. Such action would be very unjust. We cannot
take the position of interforing between the company and
borrowers. Parliament bas given the company the right
to loan money at a certain rate. It has taken advantage of
that right, and borrowers have entered into contract with it.
So long as the borrowers falfil the conditions of the contract,
they cannot be broken. But how can the hon. gentleman
prevent the company from foreclosing if borrowers do not
fulfil the conditions of their contract? Will ho declare, by
this Bill, that, although the borrowers do not fulfil the con-
ditions, the company cannot foreclose, but shall be obliged
to continue the loans without having the advantáge of the
clauses in the contract now existing? Surely the hon.
gentleman cannot take that ground, for it is a ground that
is untenable. When it was proposed to place this company
on the same footing as all loan companies, it was objected
that, if Parliament gave it the right to loan money at 8 per
cent., there were other charges made by the company
which would increase the rate to 9 or 10 per cent. So soon,
as this point was brought before the notice of the promoters
of the ill, he agreed that the whole amount to be paid by
the borrower in future should not exceoed 8 per cent, there-
by placing it on precisely the same footing as other ceom-
panies, and it would be very unfair now to interfere between
the present borrowers and the company.

Mr. BRECKEN. A large sum of money has beun invested
in Prince Edward Island by the company, and, I suppose, the
objection raised by my bon. colleague (Mr. Davies) is, that
when power is given to this company to increase the rate of
interest, it will naturally become very sharp with borrowers
who do not pay their interest according to the conditions of
the mortgage, because it will be to the interest of the com-
pany to foreclose under powoe of sale. That very likely
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will be the effect of it; but I agree with the hon. Minister
of Public Works, that it would be novel legislation to place
a clause in the Bill to protect mon who do not perform the
conditions of their contracts. I take it that the borrowers-
for I wish to see the borrowers protected as much as does
my hon. colleague-will occupy precisely the same position
as do borrowers when a change takes place in the môney
market, and there is a rise in the value of money. We know
that it is sometimes difficult to obtain more than 6 percent.
on good investments in real estate, and perhaps twelve
months afterwards 7 or 8 per cent. can easily be obtained.
Lenders of money are then very sharp, and when borrow-
ers for a term of years do not perform the conditions of
their contracts, they foreclose. I agree that if the terms
of the contracts, which are usually for ten years, are per-
formed by borrowers, it will not be within the power of
the company to make any demands upon them; so I do
not understand how the suggestion of my hon. colleague could
be carried out, for it would be legislating to protect a
borrower who failed to fulfil the terms of his contract.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I think the explanations offered by
the hon. Minister of Public Works, and the hon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Brecken), are sufficient answers to the remarks
of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). I think no
one can contend that the Bill, as effered, can have any retro-
active effect as regards loans already made. To accept the
suggestion of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies),
would be to offer a premium to those borrowers who neg-
lect to fulfil the conditions of their contract, and I do not
know how the hon. gentleman can really propose an amend-
ment in that direction. It is impossible that this House
should accept it unless it seeks to interfere between the
company and its borrowers. I see no reason why there
should be further delay in passing the Bill, which has been
discussed in all its phases, overy reasonable amendment
offered having been accepted; and I do not think oither the
public, or the House, would be bonefited by a further delay
of twenty-four hours. So I must insist on the third reading
of the Bill, if I am entitled to it.

Mr. ORTON. I think, perhaps, a plan could be devised
by which borrowers should be notified of the new powers
obtained by the company, whereby they would be empow-
ered to charge 8 per cent. on new loans. I have no
doubt that the effect of giving this enlarged power to the
company will be to cause them to try to induce borrowers
at 6 per cent. to allow their interest to become overdue,
after which the company would say: "We will foreclose the
mortgage, but if you borrow money at 8 per cent. we
will not proceed against your estate."

Mr. MACKENZIE. The only objection to the Bill is,
that there is any limitation, which 1. think will be useless.
Now, I do not see how such a provision as is suggested,
could possibly be framed; and, in the next place, I do not
think there is any danger of such a thing happening, as
my hon. friend from Queen's thinks may happen. We
know that all last year the rate of interest earned by com-
panies in the west, at Toronto, did not exceed 6j per cent.
on the average, simply because money was plentiful. It is
somewhat scarcer now, owing to the operation ofthe National
Policy, and prices are dearer; but money can be got with-
out any difficulty at under 8 per cent., even now, I think;
and in any case, I am not able myself to support any pro-
positio which would impose any restriction on the dealing
in any commodity; and money, in my opinion, is simply a
commodity.

Mr. AUGER. I have the honor to move that this Bill
be not now read the third time, but that it be read this day six
months.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Last year I votedagainst' this
Bill, whon introduced by my friends of the Credit

Mr. Bazczxx.

Foncier, on the ground that they had obtained certain
special privileges in thoir charter, on the promise being
given to the people of this country that they would loan
money at 6 per cent. They have since, however, abandoned
those special privileges, and they come to us now as any
other lean company would, for the purpose of obtaining
power to loan at the same rate as do other companies, at
the lowest rate in fact charged by any company. I think
it proper to point out the fact, that, as I understand it, this
is not an increase from 6 to 8 per cent., but really from 7 to 8.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. MACKENZIE. Yes.
Mr. WHITE. As I understand it, the power that they

hact before, was to charge 6 per cent, and 1 per cent.
commission.

Mr. BLAKE. When they charge 1 per cent. for admin-
istration, it was specially provided by our Act that it should
be included in the 6 per cent.

Mr. WHITE. By the Act of last Session ?
Mr. BLAKE. No; but by the Dominion Act which is

repealed by this Bill.
Mr. WHITE. If this be the case, I do not see any special

necessity for putting in the amendment which was proposed
the other night.

Mr. BLAKE. Because that would have given them 9
per cent.

Mr. WHITE. Because it would simply be the old Act
after all.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. WHITE. And they would be exactly in the same

position, if by our legislation they could not charge a com-
mission.

Mr. BLAKE. But they could charge a commission.
Mr. WHITE. They will simply have their position

changed ; and are to be able to chargé 8 per cent. instead
of 6 per cent. with all their conditions exactly in the same
way as before. Whether this be the case or not, this factis
to be borne in mind, and I make this statement simply
because of my vote last Se-sion - ih at this company now
stood in exactly the same position as does any other com-
pany. When particular loans expire which they have
given, if money is worth more than 6 per cent, in the
country, probably they will seek to foreclose mortgages,
and re-loan to the parties, if they were willing to take
money from them, at 8 percent. ; but if, on the other hand,
money is not worth 8 per cent., they will probably go on
like other companies, at less than 8 per cent., and the loans
will continue in the saine way ; but, Mr. Speaker, inasmuch
as they come here simply like any other company, having
given up their special privileges, and the privilege of charg-
ing anything for administration, I think we cannot do
otherwise than put them in the same position as are
other companies which loan money in the country.

Mr. DAVIES. I find that I was misunderstood by the
hon. member for East York, in the explanation which I
gave. I do not oppose the Bill because the company seeks
to charge 8 per cent., or because this is too high, or too low
a rate. I quite agree wilh him in the principle h has laid
down-that no limitation should b put upon the rate
charged. The point we make is this: Years ago we passed
a Bill allowing them to charge 6 per cent., and say a party
has borrôwed from them $1,000 at that rate. At the time
ho made the contract, ho knew very well that if ho broke
it, they had no inducement to foreclose the mortgage, be-
cause they could not re-loan the money at a higher rate
than 6 per cent.; but now we come in while contracts are
pending, and remove this distinction, allowing the company,
if they foreclose, to charge 2 per cent. more, and offering a
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plain inducement of 2 per cent. to the company to foreclose
every existing mortgage; that is the ground on which I
protest.

Motion, 6 months' hoist (Mr. Auger) negatived on the
following division :-

Allen,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Burpee (Sunbnry),
Cjampbell (Renfrew),
Catudal,
Cook',
Davies,
Farrow,
Fisher,
Gillmor,

Allison,
Arnyot,
Baker<7Victoria),
Barnard,
Beaty,
Béchard,
Bell,
Benoit,
Benson,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Billy,
Blake,
Blanchet,
Blondeau,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bowell,
Brecken,
Bryson,
Burnham,
Burus,
Cameron (Huron),
Cameron (Inrerness),
Cameron (Victoria),
Campbell (Victoria),
Carling,
Caron,
Casey,
Cimon,
Cochrane,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
Desaulniers,
Desj rdîn6,
Dicinson,
Dugas,
Dandas,
Dupont,

Messieurs
Harley,
Innis,
Irvine,
Jackson,
Keefler,
Kirk,
Landerkin,
McMillan (Huron),
McCraney,

M ire,
McNeill,

NiT

Plttf,
Ray,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springr,

Vail
Wheler,
White (Hastings),
wilson,
Yeo.-35.

Messieurs
Ferguson(Leeds-Gren), Massue,
Ferguson (Welland), Méthot,
Forbes, Mitchel,

Foster, Montplaisir,
Fréchette, Muloek,
Gagné,e)Bin
Geoffrion, Orton,
Gigault, Paint,
Gironard (Jac.-Cartier)Paterson (Brant),
Girouard (Kent), Patterson (Essex),
Gordon, Piekard,
Grandbois, Pinsonneault,
Guilbault, Pope,
Guillet, Reid,
Gunn, Richey,
Hackett, Rinfret,
Haggarte Ross (iear),
Hall, Ross Middes,r),
Hawkins, Royal,
Hay, Rykert,
Besson, Scott,
Bhikey, Small,
Billiard, Smyth,
Homer, sproule,
Hurteau, Sutherland (Oxford),
veso, Sutherland (Selkirk),

Jarniegon, Tassé,
Kilvert, Taylor,
Kinney, Tilley,
Kranz, Trow,
Labrosse, Tupper (Cumberland),
Landry, Tupper (Picton),
Langevin, Tyrwhitt,
Laurier, Valin,
LE sage, Vanasse,
Livingstone, Wallace (Albert),
Macdonald (sir John), Wallace (York),
McDonald(Cape Breton) Watson,
Mackenzie, Weldon,
Mackintosh, Wells,
Macmillan (Middlesex), White (Cardwell),
MeMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Renfrew),
Mccallum, Wigle
McCarthy, Williams
McDougald, Wood (Brockville),
Mclsaac, Wood(Westmoreland)et
McLelan, Wright.-145.

Bill read the third time, and passed.

KINGSTON AND PEMBROKE RAILWAY.

Mr. GUNN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 36) to amend the Act incorporating
the Kingston and Pembroke Railway Company, and the
Act amending the same.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. GUNN moved to strike out the following words com-
mencing in 19th line, 1st clause: "Said point to be at the

village of Renfrew, or the village of Cobden, or at some
point between Renfrew and Cobden."

Mr. HAGGART. Before that amendment is put, I wish
to offer on it a few observations. This point was well con-
sidered in the Committee, and the reasons for framing the
clause as it is were then very fully given. The town and oeunty
of Renfrew has given a bonus of $8,000, and exemption
from taxes for twenty years, to the Kingston and Pembroke
Railway Company, on condition of its coming to the village
of Renfrew; and by this clause, which is proposed in
amendment to the Bill as it came from the Committee, the
company would be enabled to avoid the village of Renfrew
altogether, and leave it, as it were, off the main lino.
What the people of Renfrew want is, that the conditions
which were embodied in the by-law shall be carried out in
meaning, if not in letter-that is, that the main line of the
road shall go to the village of Renfrew. That is the con-
ditions upon which they gave the bonus and exempted them
from taxation for the next twenty years. That clause was
embodied in the charter of the company in the Railway
Committee, and now the proposition of the promoter
of the Bill is, that it be struck out, thus enabling the railroad
company to adopt any line they choose. I believe the prin-
ciple to be a correct one, that the line of anyroads to which
we grant charters should be defined, and that no company
should be enabled to offer inducements to different villages
for the purpose of obtaining bonuses from therm. The House
should insist that the contract which was entered into with
the village of Renfrew should be carried out as to the main
line, and if they wish to go to Eganvilie they have the
option of doiug so.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This bonus which was given to
the Kingston and Pembroke Railway, was given on condi-
tion that the line should be built to the village of Renfrew,
before, I think, the 31st of December, 1883, and they were
to put up certain station buildings and shopin the village.
No bonus was to be paid until these conditions were per-
formed. At that time, the branch to Eganville was not
thought of-in fact it was not thought of until three months
after the bonus was voted. If the Committee will notice
the terns of the amendment which was made in the Rail-
way Committee, they will see that the hon. gentleman is
altogether in error, because it ·efers only to the branch line
-not to the main line which may go to Renfrew, or may
not. That is a question which does not come into considera-
tion so far as the amendment is concerned. The Railway
Committee did not say that this branch line should start
from Renfrew, or from Cobden, which is fourteen miles
distant from Renfrew; and this shows that the Committee
did not think of the question of bonus when they inserted
that provision. When the condition was inserted in the
Bill, there was no evidence given as to whother it was a
convenient starting point or not; and it depends on the
reports of the Engineers where the branch line shall start
from. It may start from Renfrew, or from Cobden, or from
some place between those two points, and why should the
House insert a condition which may compel the company
to build a branch lino there, or four or five miles longer
than is necessary? I do not think the people of Renfrew
have any legitimate excuse for asking Parliament to start
the line'at some particular place, as that is a matter which
depends on the reports of the Engineers.

Mr. BLAKE. I am unable to agree with the hon, gen-
tleman who has just spoken. The hon. member for South
Lanark (Mr. Vgart) proposed the limitation in the
Railway Committee. The promoter of the Bill accepted
that limitation there, and there was consequently very
little discussion in the Committee, simply because there
was no conflict there. Had not the promoter of the Bill
accepted the suggestion, we would no doubt have had a
discussion of the local questions involved, and all the
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materials brought before us upon which any particular
claims of the village of Renfrew may rest. I agree entirely
with the hon. member for Lanark as to the general view
that we are too vague altogether in reference to the routes
of railways of which we authorize the construction. There
is ne very close restriction imposed by this amendment,
because there are fourteen miles within which the com-
pany may start the branch lino to Eganville; but if that
arrangement is not feasible the Railway Committee is the
proper place to settle the question. We cannot here go
into the evidence as to whether a particular line is the
proper one or not, or as to what contract, if any, was
entered into with the village of Renfrew. For two reasons,
I think, if any change is to be made, the proper course is to
refer the Bill back te the Railway Committee: first, because
there was a unanimous agreement as to this particular
matter; and, second, because it would be objectionable to
leave the route wholly undefined, as it is proposed to be
done.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think the suggestion made
by the hon. member for West Durham is a good one. It is
quite true that the Bill was not amended in the Committee,
and it is also true, as the hon. gentleman bas stated, that
this fact was not the result of any discussion, but of ana
agreement made between the parties; and if there be any
misapprehension the best plan would be to refer the Bill
back to the Railway Committee, where the question may
be fully considered and dealt with satisfactorily.

Mr. BLAXiE. I did ut intend to suggest the reference
back ; but I say, if this Committee is disposed to make the
amendment, the reference should be made as a preliminary
course.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What influenced me in the
Committee was the impression I derived, from a very brief
interchange of observation, that the terms upon which
the subsidy had been obtained from the village of Renfrew
were being violated. Consequently, so far as I am con-
cerned, I concurred in the present amendment. It is now
stated that this was a misapprehension-that the bonus
was voted three months before this question of a branch line
oame up at all. I think, therefore, the wiser course, would
be to refer the Bill back to the Railway Committee.

Hr. IIAGGART. The proposition as to the main line
was that it should go to the village of Renfrew. They intend
to run their lino, then, from some point on the main lino to
Lake Nipissing. I suppose power will be asked for, at
some future day, to extend the road irom Eganville to Nip-
issing. Then it wilI no longer be a branch, but part of the
main line, and there will be two or three miles oi road run-
ning to the town of Renfrew. Will not Renftew then be ou
the branch, and Eganville on the main lino, no matter what
name you may call it? e_.

Mr. WHTE (Renfrew). I think the proposition that
this Bill should be referred back to the Railway Committee
is a very proper one. Those who were present at the dis-
cussion of the Bill before that Committee, will remember
that the hon. gentleman in charge of it consented to the
insertion of these words in this clause; and I have not yet
heard any reason from that hon. gentleman why the words
should now be struck out. It is true, as suggested by the
hon. member for South Lanark, and by the hon. member
for West Durham, that we do grant powers to railway com-
panies which are too extensive in regard to the building of
branches from the main line. The hon. the Speaker stated
that the company who had put their money into the railway
had a right to say what point they would select as their
point of divergence; but the bon. gentleman will remember
that the Kingston and Pembroke Company were authorized
to build a road from Kingston to Pembroke, and that the
Ontario Legislature largely subsidized that road. If the

Mr BLAMR.

Bill be allowed to pass in its present shape, there is no
guarantee that the point of divergence on the main lino may
not be at some point south or east of Renfrew, or that the
road will ever reach the point which its original charter
intended, but that the line may go to Eganville, and thence
to the Georgian Bay. I think he Bill should go back to
the Railway Committee, and that the people of the town
of ,Renfrew should havelian opportunity of giving such
evidence in favor of the point of divergence being at Ren-
frew, or at some point westward.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I suppose the hon. gentleman will
propose, if the company do not carry out their original
agreement, that the Government should pay back the
bonus.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I have no objection.
Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I think the proposition that

the Bill should go back to the Railway Committee is a pro-
per one. For my part, I should like to see the provisions
of this bonus by-law; but this is not the place to enquire
into that question. I do not think that we should dictate
to a railway company the route they should select, so
long as we define the points. We define here Egansville
as a point to which a branch shall be built from the main
line. We cannot suppose that the company will build any
other than the shortest and the most advantageous line, as
they are building it with their own money. i do not quite
see the force of the observations of the hon. member for
South Lanark as to the right of the town of Renfrew to dic-
tate to the company where they shall build their branch.
I can understand that the town bas the right to see that
the condition of their by-laws are fulfilled; but I do not see
that it has prescribed anything with reference to this pro-
posed branch. But I think the Railway Committee is the
proper place for these suggestions to be considered.

Mr. GUNN moved that the Bill be referred back to the
Railway Committee.

Motion agreed to; and Bill reported, and referred back
to the Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines.

TUE ACADIA POWDER COMPANY.

Mr. TUPPER moved that the louse resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 40) to grant certain powers to the
Acadia Powder Company.

Motion agreed to; and Bill considered in Committee and
reported.

Mr. TUPPER moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. BLAKE asked that the third reading be postponed,

as the Private Bills Committee had sent this Bill back with
the report that it had not deait with the question of jurisdic-
tion; and the hon. member for Bellechasse, who had taken
the most interest in Committee, was not in his seat.

Motion withdrawn.

PRESBYTERLAN MINISTERS' WIDOWS' AND
ORPHANS' FUND.

Mr. RICHEY moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee on Bill (No. 63) to amalgamate the Presbyteri.an
Ministers', Widows' and Orpihans' Fund, in connection with
the Presbyterian Church of the Lower Provinces, and the
Widows' and Orphaus' Fund o ithe Pesbyterian Churoh in
the Maritime Provinces, in connection with the Church of
Scotland, and to create a corporation to administer such
funds.

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

(In the Committee.)

Mr. RICHEY. In reference to the first clause it lias been
discovered, since the Bill was reported, that certain word&
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were omitted.from the printed copies, which were.in the
original drift. I now move to substitute a clause of which
I have given notice for that whioh stands as the first claue.
The oniy alteration is to insert the usual words which were
omitted : " For giving succession and the commun seal, and
power to sue and be sued."

Bill reported.

BILL IN COMMITTER.

The following Bill was considered in Committee, and
reported -

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Board of Management of'
the Church and Manse Building Ftnd of the Presbyterian,
Chaich in Canada, for Manitoba and the North-West.- (Mr.
Ross, Lisgar.)

THE DOMINION PHOSPHATE AND MINING COM-
PANY.

Mr. GAMERON (Victoria) moved tha t the House resolve
itself into -Comiittee on Bill (No. 49) to incorporate the
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Company.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
ÇCommittee•.

(In the Committee.)

On the second clause,
Mr. BLAKE. It seems to me rather strange, that

although this company is to commence with a paid-up
stock of only $75,O0, it may be allowed tu increase tu
$1,000,000.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I suppose the company
expects to begin business in a small way and extend
it. No donbt the development cf phosphates in that region
is capable of great extension. The sum of $75,000 may be
suffioient to commence with, and if they extend their oper-
ations no doubt they would need a much larger capital.

On the third clause,
Mx. BLAKE. It seeins to me that the eightlh sub-sectioii

is an unuual and -exceptional provision. I do not see why
we should make special provision for the winding up of this
particular crompany, when we have a general law previd-
ing for the winding up of all companies.

Mr. CAMB8RON. The reason is this: Supposing it
invests its capital in a phosphate mine, and after four or
five years that mine becomes exhausted, and they are not
disposed tu go on with their operations any furthier, surely
there ought to be some provision to facilitate their winding
up without compelling tuem togo to the expensive process
of winding up by special applicaLion for an Act of Parlia-
ment.

Mr. BLAKE. That would apply tu any company
engaged in any mining enterprise at all. We ought tu con-
sider the principles upon which we arrange for powers to
wind up a company, which involve not only the question of a
company's internai affairs, and how its assets shall be dis-
tributed, but also the question of its liabilities tu the publie.
I am not aware that we have heretofore provided, in any
Private Bill, for the winding -up of-the corporation. I believe
we have left it either to the.general law, or to such special
laws as have been passed fr'om time to time for the winding
Tp of corporations.

Mr. -CAMERON. The protection given tu the public in
the winding up of this company is very ample. It requires
to-be advertised for three months that the creditors may
come iii, and requires the consent of two-thirds in value of
the stokholders. Surely there .s no possibility of wrong
being doue,

Mr. BLAKE. I do not agree with the hon. gentleman.
To say that unless the creditors have a notice in the Canada
Gazette, or some other paper, for three inonths, and unleos
they shall heur of this affair, or bappen to see the newspaper,
and put in their claim, the whole asbets of the company
may be taken and divided between the shareholders, is not
only wrong for those who happen not to have heard it, but
it seems to me to be a most extraordinary and unsafe -pro-
vision. Those companies are noL capable of boing dissolved
except by some prosess of law ; but in this Bill it is
arranged that this company shall be wound up and its
assets divided, even althougli the creditors may not have
seen the notice in the newspapers and in the Official Gazette.

Mr. CAMERON. There is a clause in the Bill providing
that, after notices have been given "thereupon or after
such date, upon the said secretary or managing director
filing a certificate, vorified by his oath or solemn affirmation
with the Secretary of State in Canada, representing that the
company is not indebted nor under any cotitracts or obliga-
tions future or present, with or towards any person or
persons whatsoever." I think that this provision affords
ample protection to the public.

Mr. BLAKE. The question is, whether this House is
prepared to adopt a proposition to insert in Bills for incor-
poration of such companies 2 ciause empowering the com-
pany upon giving notice in a newspaper and in the Offcial
Gazette. If so, 1et us understand it; and a general law
should be passed providing that all companies of this des-
cription may be wound up in this way. But it seems to be a
very novel, and, so far as I know, an unprecedented appli.
cation, and it should not be applied to one company uniese
applied to all. I move that sub-section eight of clause three
be struck out.

Mr. CAMEPON (Victoria). I was not present on the
Private Bills Committee when this Bill passed through. I
am not aware whether any official reasons were given for
the insertion of this clause beyond those I have stated, but I
fail to see any objection to thii clause being incorporated in
the Bill. I do not know whether the Government have
any objection to it or not. The duration of business will,
ïa ail pi-obabilay, be limited.

Mr. IVES. W hen this Bill was discused in the Private
Bills Committee an objection similar to that raised by the
hon. member for West Durham iwas made to this clause.
1 am not aware that any special reasons were urged why
the clause should be inserted; but it was contended that this
provision was similar to a provision in the Geneî al Act, and
that there was no reason why it should not be inserted, and
as a majority of the Committee favored the clause it was
adopted.

Mr. BLAKE. If no special reason was represented to the
Private Bilt Committee I wholly fail to see why this House
should pass a special law for the winding up of this particu-
lar company.

Mr. HALL. I was not on the Private Bills Committee
when this Bill was before it, and there may have been
reasons given why special advantage should be ex-
tended to this company. Although some of the incorpora-
tors are foreigners they are not strangers to the country.
They have been largely engaged in developing the mining
interests of the Eastern Townships, and they have carried on
business very successfully and very satisfactority. They came
to the relief of our mining industries at a time of general
depression, and they have restored those interests to succees-
ful operation. They now seek to extend their operation in
this vicinity by developing the phosphate interests of the
Ottawa Vadley. This company is different to an ordinary
one seeking incorporation ; it is not like a company lumor-
ated Lor manniaoturi4g purposes, the extent of whose opera.
tions you can tell u advanoe. This is in the nature ofanex.
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periment, and, with gentlemen of means and standing who
have been so suecessful in the past atthe head of the company,
there seems to be no impropriety in providing that they
shall have the power to wind up the affairs of the company
nnder the regulations laid down in the Bill. After giving
notices it is provided that the managing directors shall de-
clare under oath that the company is not indebted, nor under
any contracts or obligations. Undei these circumstances,
and in view of the record of the incorporators in this coun-
try, it seems to me exception might be made in their favor,
and opportunity given them to wind up the company as
provided in the Bill, if it should not be found successful.

Mr. BLAKE. It is utterty impossible to adopt a par-
ticular law for one company, because of the special respon-
sibilities of the incorporators, and not extend it to other
companies. We assume that all incorporators are honest
and responsible persons. There is no provision against
transfer of stock, and therefox o the eompany may b e
wound up by different persons from the original incorpor-
ators. I have looked at the Jcint Stock Companies' Act of
1869, and I find no such provision as was mentioned by the
hon. member for Victoria.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). It was the bon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) who said he under-
stood that the provision was similar to one contained in the
General Act. No reason has been adduced why the louse
should not provide in a Bill of this kind for the winding up
of the company if they see fit, so long as care is taken that
the public interest shall not be prejudiced, more particularly
aq the company is of that character which will, in all pro-
bability, cause the company to cease to exist after a few
years, which is not the case with some other companies.
A banking company, or a manufacturing company, do not
contemplate being wound up; but where the company is
incorporated and depends for its existence on the extent to
which phosphates are discovered, and the market available
for the product and other causes of that character, it seems
only reasonable that we should give it the power to wind
up when its business ceases to be profitable. The fact that
it has not been the practice to insert provisions of this kind
in such Bills, is not a suicient reason why we should not
insert such a provision now, if it is fair and reasounable.
This provision answers that description, and should be in-
serted. I am informed that this provision for winding up
is copied verbati ni from a General Act passed by the Ontario
L-gislature last Session; and that is no doubt the Act
to which the hon. member for Richmoid and Wolfo referred.
Now titis company, apparently, would prefer to be wound up
voluntarily before it might become insolvent if its business
ceased to be profitable; and I think that this would be
much more desirable, than for it to go on and carry on busi-
ness when its business ceased to pay, and then be compelled
to come and petition for winding up powers. In clause five, I
move to insert after the first line, the words "and general
meetings of the company," and strike out " and of its
Directors," The company is quite content that its head-
quarters should be in Canada, and that its general meetings
should always be hold here ; but it does not wish to be so
tied down, that the meetings of the directors shall neces-
sarily take place here. i believe that the parties who propose
to incorporate this company are all, or mostly al], Americans;
the capital is to come from the United States, and they wish
to have the power to hold meetings of the directors out of
Canada.

Mr. BLAKE. That is a general question. The Private
Bills Committee, I think, amended the Bill so as to provide
that the meeting of the company, as wellas its headquarters,
shoulid bc located in Canada; and it is for the Committee to
decide the general question, as to how far they should be
altered.

à&r. H.

Mr. CA MERON (Victoria). If all the meetings had to
be held in Canada, it would involve four or five gentlemen
coming, perhaps, from New York or some other point in
the United States, at an expense of $50 to $60 each, once a
month, or whenever it might be necessary to attend a
meeting, with reference to the current business of the com-
pany, whieh could be as well transacted there.

Mr. JAMIESON. I was, I think, the member of the
Private Bills Committee who objected to the provision that
the head office of the company might be located either in
the United States or in Canada. There was also consider-
able discussion with reference to the provision that the
majority of the directors might be resident out of Canada;
and it seemed to be the desire of the Committee to allow
the majority of the directors to be aliens, while the head
office, at all events, should be placed in the Dominion; but I
do not see that there can be any reasonable objection to
allowing the direcfors to hold meetings on the part of the
company ont of Canada. Of course it is the poliey of the
Government to bring as much rapital as possible into the
country, and I do not think that any obstacles should be
thrown in the way of parties residing out of the Dominion
who desire to employ capital in Canada. This should be
encouraged, and, in my opinion, the proposition of the hon.
member from Victoria is a very proper one.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Probably the sense of the
louse will be met by striking out the words "and of its
directors," so that all the meetings of the shareholders shall
be held in Canada, at the head office of the company. I
will, consequently, simply move that the words in the second
line, "of its directors," be struck out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think that this would
meet the objection, as it will permit them to hold their
unofficial meetings where it may be most convenient to
themselves.

Mr. BLAKE. The meetings of the company occur per-
haps once a year, but the meetings of directors, who have
extensive powers like these, will conduct the whole busi-
ness. I only desire to know if this rule of allowing them to
be held ont of the country is the one which is to be adopted
by the Government, or concurred in by the Committee in
like cases.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). I do not see why, in cases
like this, where a capital is foireign, the directors should
not be allowed to manage their business in the country in
which they reside. The result of being too stringent in
this respect would be to drive foreign money out of the
country.

Mr. CARON. Though the feeling of the Committee ap-
peared to be that the general meetings should be held in
Canada, I did not understand that the sane rule was to be
applied to monthly or weekly meetings of the directors for
the purpose of transacting ordinary business, To apply
such a rule would be to impose a great deal of inconvenience
and expense upon the directors.

Bill reported, read the third time, and passed.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

TIIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally considered in Comn-
mittee, reported, read the third time and passed

Bill (No. 10) to provide for the amalgamation of the Bank
of Nova Scotia with the Union Bank of Prince Edward
Iland.-(Kr. Tupper.)

Bill (No. 67) respecting the Citizens' Insurance Company
Of Canada, limited.-(Mr. Curran.)
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Bill (No. 23) further to reduce the capital stock of the

Quebec Life Assurance Company.-(Mr. Bossé.)
Bill (No. 29) to incorporate the Bank of London in Can-

ada -(Mi. Dawson.)

NORTIERN RAILWAY COMPANY OF CANADA.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 93) respecting the Northern Railway Company of
Canada.

Mr. BLAKE asked for explanations.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) said he was unable to give any

information, as he simply meved on behalf of Mr. Cameron.
His object was to bar the Bill brought before the Railway
Committee, and he did not bind himself to support or
oppose its provisions, not having yet examined the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry that the second reading should
be proposed of an amendment of this importance to the
public without any explanation of it boing given, I
do not know whether the attention of Government bas
been called to this measure, but having regard to
the fact that the public interest is very deeply
concerned it is only reasonable to expect they should
have looked at the provisions of this Bill. I do not feel
disposed to let it go to the Railway Committee of
without pointing out to the House what seem to me very
objectionable provisions. The legislation in reference to the
Northern Rai lway Company's securities is of an old date and
has been almost continuous. Before Confederation the
bonded debt, whicb amounted to a very large sum of money,
and stood first, was postponed once or twice, until, at the
time of Confederation, it stood second or third in rank-the
first rank being the first preference bonds amounting to
£650,000 sterling and the second rank the second preference
bonds amounting to £283,900 sterling. By an Act passed
in the first Session of the first Canadian Parliament, third
preference bonds were authorized of £50,000 sterling in
A's, and £100,000 sterling in B's. One-half the latter
were issued to the Government, so that the Government, by
the arrangement then made, became the holder of £50,000
in the second preference bonds which are dealt with by this
Bill, and £50,000 in the third preference bonds. Thore was
an Act passed in 1871 and an Act passed in 1872,
both authorizing the leasing of certain rail ways, and in each
case authorizing a guarantee of the land of these railways and
security so arranged for as stood of a higher rank ;
so that in 1872 the position of the Government was that it
held £50,000 of the second preference bonds, and £50,000
of the third class bonds, and a lien of some millions of dol
lars below that. There was a proposal made in 1872 for a
settlement of the Northern Railway debts for £100,000,
which was not accepted; and subsequently, in 18î5, the
hon. member for East York inade another proposal that the
debt should be settled for £100 000 in cash, and certain
arrears of interest, and the Government should. retain the
twe sets of securities for the arrears of interest, I think,
making about double the former proposal. That proposal
was agreed to. In the same year, 1875, a general Northern
Railway Act was passed, consolidating their legislation and
providing for their securities in a very ample manner. By
that Act power was given to the Northern Railway Com-
pany, upon the maturity of any of their bonds of any rank,
to issue new bonds to the amount that would be necessary
for the redemption of the bonds which were maturing, and
to place them in the same rank. Such a power they now
have. Now, they are not satisfied, it seems, with that
power, and the second preference bonds being about to
mature, they are asking that we should pass a law to allow
them to issue perpetually terminable bonds of the same
rank as the second preference, not merely of the amount
that is necessary to redeem the second preferences,

but to such an amount as that the interest charged
shall be no greater than the interest charged upon
the present set of preferences-in a word, they are
expecting, and rightly, no doubt, from the improved con-
dition of the country, the market, and perhaps the im-
proved condition of the railway, that they will be able, if
we allow them to issue second preference securities, to issue
them at a lower rate of interest than 6 per cent, the result
of which will be that they will get a larger amount of
capital than is necessary to redeem the expiring
bonds. If they were to make an issue at 5 instead
of 6 per cent., for the amount of interest which
they a>k authority to emit, they would procure a capital
of £340,680 instead of £282,900, which is the amount ofthe
second preference bonds, making an excess of £56,780,
which they would have for other purposes. Now, the prac-
tical result of that is as if a farmer mortgiged his farm to
somebody for $5,000 at 10 per cent., and then made you a
second mortgage for $2,500 at 10 per cent. When the first
mortgage matures, if he came and said to you: I can borrow
money cheaper than at 10 per cent., I can borrow it ut 6
per cent., and so 1 want to borrow $8,000 at 6 per cent. and
put it before your mortgage for $2,500. Yon will be ail the
better off because the interest charged would be only $4.80
instead of $5. That is what we practically propose. We
propose a Bill to givo them the power to increase the capital
charged aht ad of the third preference bonds A and B, and
the preference stock amounting to several bundred thou-
sand dollars which bas been issued undor the logislation of
1875. Now, not merely are the private investors in the
preference bonds A and B, and in the preference stock,
interested in this mode of legislation, but the public also,
for the public is a holder of£50,000 of these third preference
B's. But I object to the proposal which they, having ample
power under the 3lst sec. of the Act of 1875, to emit bonds
of the same rank and standing as the third preference bonds
as is necessary to redeem the second preference bonds, that
they should now come here and ask this Legislature to allow
them to emit as much bonds as will involve an annual
charge of £17,380-or whatever the interest is-in order
that they may raise enough to redeem the second pre-
ference bonds, and also some more money for the general
purpos s of the road. I say that would be an improper
interference with the rights of the private holders of the
subsequent securities, and a detrimental interference with
the rights of this country. Supposing, ultimately,
when the new bonds matured, that they could not raise
money to redeem them ut the rate of 5 per cent. -which they
may expect to emit them at now, they would have to pro.
vide for a new issue, with a nominal amount of the proposed
presont issue, of some £340,000. 1 see that the hon. gen-
tleman catches the idea. I am only anxious it should be
clearly stated now. Well, Sir, the Bill also proposes a
clause which, I think, demands very earnest enquiry. I do
not thoroughly understand the gist of it; but it seems to me
to be dangerous. As I have said, former legislation
authorizes the leasing of certain railways and the guaran.
teeing of an obligation to pay 1 he rents, but these rents
were a certain proportion of the gross earnings of the rail-
ways. Another clause in the Bill is that the railways
should have power to guarantee the debts of the leased rail-
ways to an amount represented by the rent. That makes a
positive and absolute charge higher up than some of its out-
standing securities, not dependent on the traffic of this
railway, but positive and absolute, and, therefore, it may be,
a larger charge than the increased charge, to the prejudice
of the security holders. Then the Bill contains another
extraordinary clause, which seems designed to give abso-
lute and unlimited power to this railway company to
expropriate such lands as the directors deem necessary for
the purposes of the railway, going beyond their own Act
and going beyond the Consolidated Railway Act. It oould
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not be more liberal if you were dealing with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway-and I need not say more than that. Now,
Sir, considering that the president of this company is a
member of the Government, and that one of its directors is
a brother of another member of the Government, I should
have sxipposed the Government would know something
about this Bill, but it seems to me that with all these
peculiar advantages they have had for obtaining informa-
tion as to the character of this legislation, they have not
yet acquired from their colleagues any of these details. I
would refer them to the hon. Minister of Justice and to
the hon. Frank Smith, and I hope that with their assistance
they may be able to amend some of the objectionable
features of this legislation before it goes much further.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. -I may say that my attention
has been specially directed to the point which the leader
of the Opposition has just referred to, and that was the
power given the company of expropriation which as he has
said, was a very unlimited pùwer ; and it was proposed,
when the Bill went to the Committee, to deal with that
subject.

Bill read the second time.

DUTY ON LAND PLASTER.

Mr. WHELER enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to reduce or repeal the duty on land
plaster imported from the United States for fortilizing pur-
poses, during the present Session ?

Sir LEOTARD TILLEY. It is not the intention of the
Goverun.ent to change the duty.

HIGH COMMISSIONER IN ENGLAND.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether an understanding has
been reached that Sir Charles Tppper is to succeed Sir
Alexander Galt?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The only answer I can
properly give to that is, that no offer has been made to my
hon. friend who sits near me, and, consequently, there has
been no acceptance.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF VANCOUVER ISLAND.

Mr. GORDON enquired, Is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to make provision for a more extended geological
survey of Vancouver Island, the present year?

Sir JOHN A. MACDO)NALD. As I understand from
the director of the GeologicalSurvey, Prof. Selwyn, it is the
intention, as far as possible, to use the chief force on the
mainland; but, perhaps, ha may be able to send some per-
soni this year to the Island.

PIER AT WESTPORT, N.S.

Mr. VAIL enquired, Whether any portion of the 2,000
provided in the Supplementary Estimates of last year for a
public pier at Westport, Digby Count , bas been expended;
if not, when is it intended the work shall be commenced,
and whether the Government intend to provide an addi-
tionil sum for this important work iin the Supplementary
Estimates of the present year?

Sir HECrOR LANGEVIN. It is true that last Session
Parliament voted $2,000, but its exp, nditure was allowed
to stand, as further enquiry was necessary, and that has not
yet been made.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY AND QUEBEC CITY.

Mr. LANDRY enquired, Whether it s ethe intention of
the Gevernment to give to the City of Quebec, the capital

Mr. BLÀxE.

of the Province of that name, the advantage of having an
office of the Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say, for the informa-
tion of the hon. gentleman, that the Intercolonial Railway
had an agent already in the capital of the Province of
Quebec, near the St. Louis Hotel, and it is not proposed to
appoint any other officer at present.

FERRY BOATS ON THE ST. LAWRENCE.

Mr. L ANDRY enquired, Whether the Government have
come Vo an understanding with the proprietors of the
North Shore Railway, la relation to the construction of
ferry boats to ply between the eastern terminus of that
road and the western terminus of the Intercolonial Railway;
and if so, what that understanding is?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Government have not
come to any understanding with the proprietors of the
North Shore Railway in relation to the construction of
ferry boats to ply between the northern terminus of that
road and the western terminus of the Intercolonial Railway
as yet.

PASSENGER ACCOMMODATION AT "THE
CROSSING."

Mr. LANDRY enquired, Whether the Government have
come to any understanding with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company and with the Quebec Central Railway Company for
thejoint construction, at the locality called " The Crossing,"
of a station to be used by the three companies; and if so,
what the understanding is ?

Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. No understanding has yet
been arrived at.

IMPROVEMENTS AT PORT ALBERT HARBOR.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron), in moving for a return of a copy
of all i eports, plans, and surveys made by the Government
Engineers of Port Albert Harbor, in the Oounty of Huron-
and a copy of the estimate of the costs of extending the
piers at said harbor-and of all correspondence between the
Port Albert Pier Company and the Government, respecting
said harbor, said: I beg to draw the attention of the hon.
Minister of Public Works to this matter. He knows some-
thing of it, and that the work is of very considerable
importance. This harbor is situated on the east shore
of Lake Huron, and a very considerable amount of
trade is done at Port Albert. The hon. gentleman
some years ago expended, and properly expended, a
very considerable sum of money on works there. Last
year $2,200 were expended and some useful and valuable
work was done; and so much alive did the hon. gentleman
appear to be to the necessity of continuing and completing
the work, that he sent an engineer from the Department
there during last summer or fali, and had a survey made of
the harbor, and an estimate prepared of-the additional work
required for the purpose of making really useful the
works already constructed. I believe the surveyor
made the survey, and that such survey and specifica-
tions, together with estimates of costs, are now in
the Department. I trust the hon. Minister will find
it consistent with his position to carry out the suggestions
made by the engineer, Mr. Grey, to expend a still larger
sum of money there, otberwise I fear very nuch the works
already constructed there would be of little value. I am
told that the cost would not be very much to make the
work perfect and suitable for the trade. I observe there is
nothing in the Estimates for this work, but I hope the hon.
gentleman will be able - to place some amount therein to
complete it.
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Mr. FARROW. I am very glad the hon. member for

West Huron has moved for these papers, and spoken so
favorably with respect to Port Albert Harbor. It is known
to this House that since 1872, I have paid al] the atten-
tion within my power to having something donc to the
harbor, and my efforts have not been in vain in the past. In
1873, I think I was the means of obtaining a grant from the
hon. Minister, who now so ably presides over the Public
Works Department, of the sum of $4,000, which was very
thankfully received by myself, and more thankfully received
by the people of Port Albert. They feel to this day very
grateful to the Minister, and I am glad to know that he is
inclined at all times to listen to our representations for heip
in that quarter. While on my feet, I may state that after
we went out of power in 1873, very frequently I went
to the then Premier and Minister of Public Works, in
this relation; but I could get nothing from him, and
I may add that my hon. f'iend from West Huron, who
was in the Hlouse at the time, never came to my assist-
ance on those occasions. 1 will not, however, treat him
in the same spirit, but will second his endeavors, and
do ail I can to aid him in this direction. My hon. friend
now represents this particular part of Huron, but formerly
I did so, and, I may say, I feel a deep interest in all that
pertains to Port Albert Harbor, and I am very glad to state
that the hon. Minister of Public Works has given me, in
this connection, great encouragement. He las a sum of
money unexpended, and he will use it for dredging, &c.;
indeed he manifests a very liberal spirit, and I hope he will
see his way clear, if not this Session, at all events, during
another year, to give us about $6,000, in order to make a
complete job of it. What we want is this-we nay as well
not be mealy-mouthed about it, and if we ask for a pretty
large sun, we may get one-half-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then you had better ask
for twelve.

Mr. FARROW. Well, I would ask for $12,000 if I
thought I would get $6,000, but the harbor is not in a satis-
factory condition at the present time. It is a natural bar-
bor and it las been of great use to the people in the neigh-
borhood, who are very far from our railway. This small
harbor is of great advantage to the people for the shipment
of grain, timber, cord-wood, bark, staves and a great many
other commodities, What is required is an exten-
sion of the pier about 300 feet into the lake. This, with
some dredging, wiil make it a very fine harbor. When
this is 4one we will not trôuble the Government in this rela-
tion for agreat many years, and I have no doubt that our
prosperity will continue during the coming year. The bon.
Minister of Public Works will sec his way clear to granting
us $5,000 or $6,000, or probably more if we need it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I will bring down the papers
asked for with great pleasure. I must say, I have always
taken a great deal of interest in this work during the last
ton or eteven years. True, there was a slight interregnum
of five years, during which it appears that this, my pet
work was neglected, but, I suppose, that the intention
was to enable me to do more for this locality than would
otherwise be possible. The surveys and examinations whicb
were lately made, have not yet been examined by me; but,
I hope to be able to do this during the present week. Ard,
although I cannot promise the hon. gentleman any vote now,
nevertheless, I shall look into the matter, and sec whether I
wili be justified in submitting any proposition to my collea-
gues before the Supplementary Estimates are brought down.

Motion agreed to.

EXTENSION OF THE ST. JEAN PORT JOLI WHARF.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) in moving for a return, to
supplement the return to an Order of the liouse of the 21st

of February, asking for a copy of all correspôndence, &c.,
relative to the constriction of an extension of the St. Jean
Port Joli Wharf, in the County of L'Islet, in giving the date
of the memorandum which is found at the end of these docu-
ments, and the timo when it was submitted to the hon.
Minister of Public Works, by lenry F. Perley, Chief
Engineer, said : Mr. Speaker. In making this motion, I
wish to give and obtain a few words of explanation con-
cerning the papers produced relative to the St. Jean Port Joli
Wharf.. I hold in my hand this correspondence ; attached
to these papers is a document, which is the report of Mr.
Perley, engineer, stating that it was when the contract, or
when the application for the contract had been submitted to
the hon. Minister of Public Works, that it vas discovered,
as is set forth in the memorandum, tbat the work was
te be given by contract. and not by tender. There is
no date to this memorandum; it does not appear, moreover,
ut what time the engineer submitted this memorandum;
there is a strange omission in the correspondence ex-
changed between the Department and certain personsin the
county of L'Islet. I have taken a great deal of interest
in the con>truction of the St. Jean Port Joli Wharf, at
each Session since 1878. I asked that the works com-
menced on this wharf should be continued, because these
works were net only of local, but of general utility for the
navigation of the St. Lawrence River, especially at that
point called "La Traverse," and that it afforded means for
having a port of refuge or a shelter for vessels in distres@,
especially towards the end of the season of navigation. We
must remember that there were some years ago a large
number of vessels in distress on the shoro beyond La
Traverse-among others, the Rona, the Nola, &o. This was
the reason which called for the construction of this wharf.
In 1876 I earnestly interested myseif, as did aliso the muni-
cipality in this neighborhood, which was so much in need
of the wharf as a local amelioration, ia order to induce the
then hon. First Minister, the present hon. member for
East York, to make an appropriation for this work.
I had much difñiculty in obtaining it, and it was only by
proving to him in a clear andpractical manner that it was
not only a local benefit, but a necessity in the general inter-
ests of commerce and navigation. that he consentedto make
an appropriation of 82,000 to assist tho construction of the
wharf. The municipality itselffurnished the sum of $2,0CO.
It was to this sum and the subsidy of the Government that
we owe the construction of the wharf as it exists ut
present. This wharf was constructed in the best manner
as regards the solidity of the work, and in a most
exceptionally economical manner, and the result is that
the construction of the wharf only cost $1.25 to $1.2ti
per cubie yard, whilst the estimates made in the Depart-
ment of Public Works, and by other engineers and archi-
tects, give a minimum of $2, and sometimes as high as
$2.50, and even $3; so that with the subsidy froin the
Government and the $2,000 voted by the muricipality,
we sucoeeded in making a very useful work for the mimici-
pality and for the general commerce. Now, as I just
remarked, I at several preceding Sessions made a demand
for an additional grant in order to enlarge this wharf, and
notwithstanding my importunity, notwithstanding all the
zeal I could bring to bear on the subject, I could not succeed
in obtaining it. It is true that, personally, I had no claims
for favors from the Government. But the county which
I represent, and whose interests ought to be considered,
should have received this grant. Finally the justice of
the demand was recognized, perhaps owing te the incident
of the General Elections which took place on the 20th of
June last, and the sum of $4,700 was placed in the Estimates
for this extension. This concidence, the benevolence of the
Goverument finding itself on the eve of the elections, had the
effeet of awakening a little public opinion on this sub-
sidy, in a most opportune time. I have in my hands the
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correspondence of Mr. Charles Marcotte, member. of the'
Provincial Assembly, who laid before the Government the
necessity of spending a few hundred dollars for the L'Islet
wharf; he asks at the same time, that the works on the St.
Jean Port Joli wharf be undertaken as soon as possible. In
order that this correspondence may be better understood,
perhaps, it would be better for me to read the letter of Mr.
Charles Marcotte as it is not long. It is datod on the 19th
May, 1882:
"Sin H. LÂNGEviN, K.C.B.,

IOttawa.

"Sn,-I am instructed by Mr. Taché of the Department of Agicul-
ture, I think, to request you to permit Prosper Plourde, of L'Islet, to
make alittleiimprovement to the wharfofL'Islet, the expense not ex-
ceeding one hundred dollars. This improvement consists in replacing
planks, building ladders, &c. It is necessary that Mr. Prosper Plourde
be appointed guardian of the wharf.

" This gentleman is willing to undertake charge of the work without
remuneration, in order to permit of free use of the wharf, as ordinarily
the wharf is covered with plank and timbers, and it is impossible to
drive a conveyance on it. "

Here is the most important part of the letter:
d It is necessary that the work on the St. Jeaa Port Joli Wharf be

done by day work, and that Mr. Alphonse Gingras, of St. Jean Port
Joli, be the overseer."

This is important, for, as this is dated the 19th May, Mr'
Gingras was one of the candidates who had to be induced to
withdraw from the contest. I think the bon. Minister of
Public Works knows something about it. hlbis Mr. Gingras
was appointed, and his mouth was closed.

Mr. LANDRY. With a plank.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Yes, with a plank. A short time after-

wards, that is to say, on the 2 Ith May, 1882, a hurried reply
was sent to Mr. Charles Marcotte: '

"1 am inatructed to inform yon that, pursuant to the request contain-
ed in the letter of the 19th May, the Engineer-in-Chief of the Depart-
ment is authorized to expend the sum of $100 for repairs on the wharf at
L'Islet, and alseo .to commence the works at St. Jean Port Joli. Mr,
Prosper Plourde, of L'Islet, and Mr. Alphonse Gingras, of St. Jean Port
Joli, will superintend these works in their respective municipalities."

Thus as soon as the demand was made, the answer was sent,
and the request acceded to. All this took place before the
20th June. At this same date the Secretary of the Public
Works Department writes to Mr. Perley :

" The hon. the Minister authorizes you to cause the works of the St.
Jean Port Joli pier proceeded with under the vote of the last Session,
and Alphonse Gingras of that place to superintend their execution.
Payments in connection with these works cannot be made until after
the lat July, 1882."

After this letter was despatched the election of the 20th
June, in the county of L'Islet, took place, and my hon.
friend the Minister of Public Works attached an extreme
importance to the works. He even.came in advance to visit
the St. Jean Port Joli wharf, and promised what would be
done. Naturally, after the official promise of the Minister, it
was expected that the work would be done. But on the 3rd
July, Mr. Gingras, who was some time previous appointed,
complains that the order to commence work bas not arrived.
lere is what ho says:

"I am impatiently awaiting your orders to commence the works on
the 8t. Jean Port Joli wharf. Al the men requisite to perform the
work have been engaged, and are only awaiting my instructions to put
them to work. I am surprised to see that Mr. G. P Bender bas not yet
received the necessary orders to commence the work. A reply instruct-
ing me te commence the work is anxiously looked for.

"Yours very devotedly,
4 ALPEHONSE GTNGRAS."

Matters rested there until I demanded an answer, at the
commenceméntof the Session, from the Government through
the Minister of Public Works, if it was really the intention
of the Government to extend the wharf in question? The
first answer which I received was the customary one. . "The
matter is under consderation." I persevere a little, how-

M.r. CàGÂEAu.

ever, when I undertake anything which concerne my
county. I approached the subject a second time, and I
asked the Government if it was their intention to again
appropriate the sum previously voted? This time I learned
it was the intention of the Government to avail themselves
of the vote in questi'rn and go on with the work. I must
interpret this formal declaration in the most favorable light,
and I interpret it in that light accordingly. Now, in the
public interest and in the interest of ny county especi-
ally, I would like to know after the first promise made
to me, what was the date of that memorandum, and at
what timo it was placed before the hon. Ministers;
because, it appears to me there was, if I may so express
it, a change of opinion. It was decided at one time,
to proceed with the works at once, to build them by
day work, to employ a certain superintendent, but, as
soon as the elections were over, a different conclusion
was come to. Was it deception ? Will the country believe
it bas been deceived ? At least many believe they have
been duped. It will be well, if the Government can
give an explanation which will justify their conduct subse-
quent to the election. I attach a great deal of importance
to this wharf on account of its public utility. I desire to
invite the attention of the Government, and especially of the
bon. Minister of Public Works, to the construction of these
works in proper season. When these works were first
commenced, I took care myself to see that they were
commenced as soon as possible in the season, in order
to avoid the necessity of working in the autumn season
when the we.ather is cold and the days short. We
succeeded in finishing the first wharf in good season, and
the consequence was that it was built very much cheaper
than if it had been built at a time wheîi the workmen would
lose a great deal of time. The hon. -Minister of Publie
Works will permit me to observe that if the credit is not
again voted, it will be necessary to use the money already
voted before the end of the fiscal year, that is, before the
lst of July. Again, if the contracts are not given immedi-
ately, if notices are not given in order to attain the object
the Government has in view- the speedy complotion of the
work-the 1st of July will soon pass; we will not then be
able to spend the moneys which have not been voted anew,
and it will be necessary to await a new vote from the House.
At present, whatever may have been the motives which
have changed the intentions of the Government, and have
induced them to postpone the completion of these works,
although the Government may have been disappointed in
not being able to carry the election in the county of
L'Islet as easily as they expected, it is not because my
humble self is here that the county should suffer, and I
expect front the Government, notwithstanding they have an
opponent in me, that they will render justice to the county
of L'Islet. I rely on the French Canadian patriotism of the
hon. Minister of Public Works to do justice to my county
as to ail others.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I will o1ly
say a few words in answer to the bon. member from L'Islet
(Mr. Casgrain). The hon. member rep'resents in this House
a county which adjoins my own, and the extraordinary
affection ho manifests towards his constituents, he extends
to a certain extent to mine. Not long ago it occurred to
him to make an excursion into my territory, to hunt in my
Jands, and to hold up for public execration one of my princi-
pal supporters-

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). Name him.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation). The hon. member for

L'Islet would liko to know his name; he bas already forgot-
ten it, but I will be able to remind him of it in a moment,
because I have on the Orders of the Day, a motion to that
effect. Three sentiments, it seems to me, animate the soul
of the hon. member from L'Islet-a sentiment of grief, a

.378



00MMO'S DEBATES.
sentiment of pleasure, and a sentiment of vain curiosity.
Al these sentiments, Mr. Speaker, are at war with one
another, and have produced the speech which this House
has just listened to. The hon. member complains that last
year we ignored a gentleman who was opposed to him. It
appears we did not remove enough of such gentlemen, for
if the hon. member eccupies a seat in thisiHouse, it isowing
to the fact that he had two Conservative candidates against
him.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). The other candidate was
not a Conservative.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). The hon. member says
that I am mistaken, that the third candidate was not a Con-
servative. Thon in that case was not the lon. momber re-
sponsible for his candidature, and will not the reports cur-
rent in the county find an echo in the words of the hon.
member ? The hon. member complains that the works on
the St. Jean Port Joli wharf were not undertaken, when
the county was unrepresented, or rather when the county
was literally overrun with the numerous candidates who
solicited its support. But the hon. member again destroys
the effect of this complaint when he adds in his peroration
that he would like to have the works done in a convenient
season, when the days are longest, when nothing is to be
feared from cold weather. Thus it is precisely because this
time had not come or was past, that the Government was
prevented-probably by the report itself of Mr. Perley-
and this explains why the Government, in acting as it
did, met the views of the hon. member from L'Islet.
Consequently, the latter made a mistake in allowing
this expression to pierce his oration. The second senti-
ment which the hon, member gave expression to was
one of joy that the works were again to be resumed. He
thinks that this is due to his efforts; perhaps he does not
know that from all parts of the county, from the leaders
whom he opposed, have come demands that the money voted
last year should be expended this year, and at such times as
the hon. member speaks of, and soon enough to avoid the
inconveniences which he particularized a moment ago. The
third sentiment which seems to explain the two preceding
ones, is that curiosity which is only natural on the part of
the hon. member. I do not know whether it is oppr-
tune and healthy, and whether it possesses all the advantages
of the climate of the county which my hon. friend ropre-
sents. But this curiosity has entered this House; it is
necessary to satisfy it, and it is all about a missing date.
If the hon. member had simply asked the Government at
what date the letter of Mr. Perley was written, he would
have been answered immediately, whilst now with Lis
motion, everything leads us to believe that it is not the date
at all that ho wants, but something which ho could not
establish in his own county when he was there. Ho invokes
the patriotism of the Government to undertake these works,
and not the patriotism of the Government alono, but the
French Canadian patriotism of the Governmont. Such
an expression surprises me, and I can find no argument
in reply to the enthusiastic appeal of the hon. member.
The still greater reason of publie interest which the hon.
member seems to invoke is that this light is opposite La
Traverse. lie las not told us, Mr. Speaker, what traverse:
I suspect that his life has been dotted with traverses, and that
he experienced many of them in his late elcetion. Ho wants
this wharf to put an end to all his traverses. In this light I
think it would be vory patriotie on the part of tho Govern-
ment toe comply with his appeal, not reiterated will I say,
becaue the voiceoofthe lion. member is se!dom heard, when
itis a question of working for the interests of his county.
This is the first time that we have had the pleasurse of hear-
ing him express himself with the patriotic French Canadian
accent. In the matter of the public interest, Mr. Speaker, I
think that the county of Montmagny offers greater advan-

tages ; and if the hon. member looks at the question fiom
this stand-point, I have no doubt that the Goverument, in
causing a profound. exploration to be made, will arrive at
the conclusion that the basin of Montmagny will botter
realize the object desirel by the hon. member, and I believe
that if the Government wishes to commit itself to an excess

-of Fren ch Canadian patriotism-if I may be permitted to use
the expression of the hon. member from L'Islet, itwill do s
in favor of the côunty of Montmagny.

Sir HECTOR L ANGEVIN (Translation). Mr. Speaker:
In reply to the hon. member froim L'Islet, I may observe
that I have no objection to give the date of the memorandum
which ends the return which was presented the other
day; but as for giving him the date at which it was
submitted to the hon. Minister of Public Works, I must
ask tho hon. niembor to excuse me from doing so. I
cannot give him this information-whieh is Departmental
information for the Minister and lis employé. There would
not be the least inconvenience to give it to him, but the
hon. member ought to understand that I cannot commence
to tell him at what day of the week, at what hour of the
day, whother it was the evening or the morning, that I have
my official duties with the officers of my Department. If
the bon. member desires his motion to be adopted, ho must
abandon that part of it, or I must ask the House to refuse
his motion. As to the date of this memorandum, I am able
to tell him now that it was the 9th of March of last year.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation). If tho on. Minister will
pardon me I will venture to tell him that th date cannot
be the 9th Mai-ch last year; it must b3 the 9th March last.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN (Translation). It is the 9th
of March ultimo. IL is a memorandum which was made by
Mr. Perley for me. Ie advises me as to the condition of
the matter. I do not think that the hon. member can gain
anything by having this date. What does six or eight
months amount tor after the date which he speaks of ; this
can have no significance. As to Mr. Gingras, of whom ho
speaks, he wishes the country to infer that he sold himself
in consideration of employment or in the hope of employ-
mont. The hon. membor is entirely mistaken. Mr.
Gingras is not a man to sell himself. He did not sell him-
self. Mr. Gingras was not advised by my Department,
nor by any official of my Department, that he would
ho employed. It was the intention to employ him in
case the works went on, but as I decided not to under-
take the work, ho was not employed. As to the condi-
tion that the payment of the works, if any were constructed
before the lst of July, could not be made till after that date,
if the hon. member will take the trouble to examine at
what time the money voted for these works was made pay-
able, ho will see that the money was not at my disposal till
after the 1st of July, and that, consequently, I could not
pay a cent of that money to any one before that time. I
could, of course, lawfully commence the construction of the
work before the 1st of July. There is nothing to prevent
us commencing work at the end of May or the beginning of
June, and paying for them after the lst of July, when the
money is at the disposition of the Minister in conformity
with the vote of Parliament. The hon. member says he
hopos that th Government will not make the county of
L'Islet suffer because it did not carry the county. Although
tho Government has not the advantage of having in this
Chamber a member from L'Islet to sustain them, it is por-
fectly satisfied with the resuit of the vote, inasmuch as the
tion. member only represents a minority Of the county. At
ail evonts, I congratulate the hon. member for taking so
much interest in his county, and for trying te obtain public
works for it. But the ion. member lai no occasion to give
hinself so much trouble in the matter of these works at
L'Islet, and at St. Jean Port Joli, for the intention of my
Dlepartment, as I said the other day, was not to let this sub-
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sidy be lost, but, on the contrary, to use it as I said the
other day. The hon. member need not fear that the first
of July will arrive, and that, the works not being com
pleted, the subsidy will be lost. The Department under-
stands exactly what it has to do in the premises, and the
money which Parliament gave it for these works will be
certainly expended for them. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to amend his motion by lcaving out the last part of it.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I have no objection to amending the
motion as the hon. gentleman suggests. I may say, how-
ever, I have gained the object I bad in view by ascertaining
that the report of Mr. Perley came after the first question
I made on the subjct-when I asked the Governnient
whetherthey did not intend tocontinue the work atthisplace?
This memorandum was put in after all the correspondence ;
and I suspected before, what I am sure of now, that it
wa~s put iai as a cover, and for the purpose of giving a
plausible reason for the work not having been proceeded
with immediately after the election. The date of this
memorandum is the 8th of March last-not the 8th of
March, 1882-so that I repeat that it was put there to
cover all the correspondence, and I say that such a fact is
not at all creditable to any Government.

Sir -HECTOR LANGEVIN. The bon. gentleman is quite
mistaken. The correspondence was ended just before, and
that sheet of paper was added for the purpose of making
the correspondence intelligible, for without it the informa-
tion sought by the hon. gentleman would not have been
given. Mr. Perley made me this short memorandum to
show what occurred, though we had no documents in the
Department. The hon. gentleman, instead of finding fault
with the Department, should feel thankful for having
obtained that information, for the correspondence might
have been confined to the other papers and omitted this
one, and thon the bon. gentleman would have had every-
thing I had in my Department.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Apologise.
Mr. CASGRAIN. I wish I could, but I cannot.
Motion, as amended, agreed to.

LAWS IRESPECTING THE SALE OF INTOXICANTS.

Mr. BLAKE, in moving for copies of despatches on the
subject of Canadian and Provincial laws as to the im-
position of restrictions on the sale of intoxicating drinks,
and of reports and Orders in Council in reference to such
despatches, said : I observe by the English Parliamentary
Reports that some montbs ago application was made by the
Imperial Government to this Government, and perhaps to
other Colonial Governments, for information on the subject
of Canadian and Provincial laws respecting the imposition
of restrictions on the sale of intoxicating drinks; and so long
ago as the 29th of November last an Order in Council was
passed, transmitting a memorandum from the hon. Minister
of Justice giving full information on the subject of the laws
in relation to that question. I have made the motion
because I think it would be interesting to have that corres-
pondence brought down to us. While I am on my feet, I
wish to say that we passed an Order of the House a littie
while ago, calling for ail correspondence between any mem-
ber of the Government and the licensed victuallers, or any
one on their behalf. The return which bas been brought down
in answer to that Order is incomplete,inasmuch as it is simply
a return from the SecretaryofState declaring that there doce
not appear to be-I presume in is office-~any correspondence
between the Goverument and the icensed victual [ers. It
was not supposed that the correspondence would corne
through the official organ of the Government-the Secretary
of State's office-as the Order was for correspondence with
any member of the Government. What I alluded to in
making the motion was, that a deputation lad visited the

Sir HlElTOR LANGEVIN,

First Minister, that information had been requested by him
of these persons, and that it was announced in the papers
that they had forwarded the information to him for the use
of Council. A return which speaks only of correspondence
with the Government as a whole, and not of correspondence
with any member of the Government, is one which does
not fully answer the Order of the louse. However, having
called attention to tbe fact that the Englisl Parliamentary
papers contain these particular documents, I hopo that we
shall not receive a return from the Secretary of State's
Department, that there does not appear to be any corres-
ponden'ce on the subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONARD. As regards the first por-
tion ofthe hon. gentleman's remarks, I would say' that there
was a circular despateh sent by iler Majesty's Government
to allthe colonies, for copies of the lawg respecting the sale
of intoxicating liquors, and a return was made from the
Department of Justice embodying a sort of collation of the
laws. I understarnd that that is what the hon. gentleman
wants.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will be brought down,

and I think it is in print, so that there need be no delay.
With reference to corresponderce with myself, I cannot at
this moment state whetber I did receive a paper from the
licensed victuallers. If there be such a paper I will bring it
down at once.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved for a return showing the
amount paid for rolling stock purchased for the Intercolo-
nial Railway for each year since the lst of July, 1S78, the
nature of such rolling stock, and the place were manu-
factured; the amount of such roliing stock charged to
capital and revenue respectively, and the amount intended
for the equipment of the Rivière du Loup section and the
Intercolonial Railway proper, respectively.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I shall have great pleasure in
laying upon the Table of the House, the information asked
for by the hon. gentleman, and, I t.hink I shall be able to do
so very shortiy-at ail events, before the Estimates on that
subject are considered.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) moved for a return showing the

nature of the rolling stock purchased for the Intercolonial
Railway as contained in the item of $153,853 84 on page
238, Part Il. of the Public Accounts of 1882; the place
where such rolling stock was manufactured, and the price
paid for the different kinds of rolling stock respective]y.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My attention was called to
this motion, and I have lad prepared a paper containing all
the information required, which I row lay upon the Tatblo
of the louse.

Motion agreed to.

THE BRITISHI VESSEL GENL

Mr. CASGRAIN moved for copies of ail correspondence,
Orders in Councia, documents and communications between
the Sccretary of State and the Department of Marine and
Fishories concerning the aplication of divers sailors in the
port of Quebec praying for a release froin confinement and
te return to sea,&c., at the reque-t of I. Temple, master of
the Britihlà vessel Genii. lIe said: There las been for many
yeurs inI te part of Quebec a custom prevailing among
shipmasters i want of sailors, especially at the end of the
season of navigation, of resorting to the gaol whore sailors
are sometimes detained for breach of discipline or other
trifling offen ces, and tie sailors, on signing the
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necessary articles, are released and put on boa
the ship for which thoy are engaged. In th
month of October last, Captain Temple, of ihe Geni, was c
the eve of leaving the port of Quebec, but he lad no sailor
so ho went to the Quebec gaol and through the mediunm of
gaoler got four men who were willing te go on board h
vessel, and who voluntarily signed lhe articles. These me
were G. Hindman, William Palmer, W. Neill, and G. Ken
nedy. To make the transaction proper and regular th
captain sent a petition to the Government, through th
Secretary of State, and also notified, by letter, the Dejar
ment of Marine and Fisheries of that petition. Singulairi
enough no answer at all was received by Captain Teipli
to his communication to the Department of Marine an
Fisheries. The acknowledgment of the recei pt of the pet
tien was sent to him the day after the petition was sent
the 7th of November. On the 9th of November the Torontc
JMail got hold of this matter and published an article on il
only three days after the communication took place bc
tween the captain and the Government. How the .Mai
got hold of the information I leave to the Department t
explain. Doubtless some of the officials must have lot ou
the secrets of the Government, but that, of course, is a ver
small matter so far as Captain Temple is concerned, thougi
it may be of importance to the Department and the genera
public. In the meantime another captain, Captain Geddes
master of the Greyhound, of York, also wrote asking for
those seamen, and ho received from the Department thi
answer, to which I call the attention of the hon. Minister:

"OrrAwA, 8th November, 1882.
"Sin,-I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 3rd inst.

addressed to the Minister of Marine, stating that you had sent a petition
to the Secretary f Stateprayng for therelease from gaol o·certai
iniprisoned searnen te, enable y ou te, have a fuil crew for your vessel,
and requesting the Minister of arine to interest himself in your behalt
In repy, I am to inform you that the Minister does not wish to inter
fere with the ends of justice and that he has no power to release sailors
or other prisoners confined in gaol for criminal acts.

"I am, Sir,
"Your most obedient servant,

"WM. SMITH,
"Deputy Minister of Marine, 4c."

Two or three days later, these same men who had been
refused to Captain Temple and Captain Geddes were handed
over to the master of anotber vessel owned by Mr. James
G. Ross, of Ross & Co., Quebec. In the face of this letter
from the Department, I am at a loss to understand how it
was the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries ordered
the reloase of these men. I remark that these were not
mates but ordmnary seamen, and that the custom had
hitherto prevailed in the port of Quebec of releasing seamen
by telegram. I demand the correspondence to satisfy
Captain Temple who owns a British vessel, and who com-
plains of thed iscrimination shown in favor of Mr. J. G.
Ross, a Canadian ship-owner. I think the letter of the hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries goes too far. It is well
known that ho has net the right to release from gaol, buthe
may exorcise on behalf of the seamen the discretion of
making a recommendation to the Governor in Council, when
a petition is laid before His Excellency, and not impede the
granting of such a petition. Captain Temple complained
that the shipping paid for the maintenance of the police in
the port of Quebec, and it was net right that the Depart-
ment should act against their interests. Under these
circumstances I think that the correspondence will not only
satisfy Captain Temple, but will serve hereafter either as a
precedent or as a guide, so that ship-masters may know what
help teoxpect from the Marine Department in obtaining
eailors, especially at the close of the season.

Mr. McLELAN. I would ask the hon. gentleman to in-
elude the Departient of Justice in his motion. When a
criminal has been convicted and is in gaol he comes under
the control of that Department, and application for release

rd must be made to it. The application referred to was sont by
he the Department of Marine and Fisheries to the Department
on f Justice. From the correspondenco you nwill find that
s, Captain Temple communieated with the Departmont by tele-
a gram, and on that telegram the sailors were released by
is order of the Department of Justice. Not being so alert as
n others, Captain Temple lost the mon. Ail the Department
n- did was to order their release, not to hand them over to any
e one, and the men were obtained by another captain who
e was also on the look-out for them and was quicker than
t- Captain Temple.
y Mr. CASGRAIN. . I have no objection to the Depar-tment
e of Justice being included. My object is to ascertain how it

i- was that somebody was able to intervene, because the delay
t wts very short. The captain of the Jane Byre says he
' never received any communication whatever from the De-O partment of Marine and Fisheries, and that the, articles were
-> actually signed. I have a certificate given by the shipping
l master of Quebec that these men were engaged on a Satur-

o day evening and put on board at once. The captain, of
t course, could have at once engaged his men, but ho pretends
y tbat it was a piece of favoritism exercised to the ad-
h vantage of James Ross, proprietof. of the other vessel. That
,h is what will appear hereafter.
, Motion agreed to.
r EXPENSES TO ENGLAND.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant) moved for a return show-
ing the expenses in detail, with dates, incurred by the several
members of the Governnrt, and any other person or

n -persons in the service of the Government, sent to Elngland
or elsewhere on behalf of the Government, from 16th
December, 1880 to the present date.

Mr. CAMERON (West Huron). There is no use allowing
this motion to pass unless the Government pay some atten-
tion to it. In the early part of the Session of 1b8, I moved
a similar resolution, and the return was brought down in
1882. Early in the Session of 1882, I moved a similar
resolution, and the return is not yet before the louse. My
hon. friend may expect to get this return in about twoyears
from now, unless the Govcrnment pay more attention to it
than they did to my r esolutions. The returni is very short, and
there is no reason why we should not have it within a week
or ton days.

Mr. BLAKE. My hon. friend seems to assume that the
return will not be very voluminous.

Motion agreed to.

CHARGES PREFERRED AGAINST HUBERT
IIÉBERT.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation) in moving for copies of
all charges brought against Hubert Hébert, employed as
chief station master at Montmagny, relative to an accusa-
tion of fraudulent practices sustained by declaration of P.
B. Casgrain, Esq., member for L'Islet, said: Mr. Speaker.
The hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) whom I do
not find in his place, asked me just now to mention
whom ho accused in this House of having committed fraud-
ulent practices. I hope that the motion which I have just
put in your bands will give him this information. A few
days ago a motion was made by the hon. memberffor L'Islet.
This hou. gentleman who makes a specinlty of raising points
of order, ought, I thirk, to!study Parliamentary Rules and not
put inb is motions, facts which might b echallenged. He
assertod that Mr. Ilubert Hébert had been found guiîty of
fradulent practicea, and hoecalled the attention of the
Government to this fact. This matter therefore is open
for discussion and challengable to such an extent. The
judgment which I have in my hand does not declare Mr.
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Hubert IHébert guilty of fraudulent practices; and even if
this judgment found him guilty of fraudulent practices, I
do not think it is of such a nature that the Government
can interfore. The matter in question was a Local Election.
In the Election Act of the Province of Quebec, which
governs the elections in the Province of Quebec, there are
clauses which define what fraudulent practices shall be, and
there is in that Act fraudulent practices specified as such
which are not in the Federal Act. Thus, according to
claues 254 of the Election Act of Quebec, it is stated:

'' Every candidate or bis agent employed in any .on
the subject, or on the occasion of any election, with an elector entitled
to vote, will be also, as well as such elector, deemed to have com-
mitted an act of corru»tion and punishable in consequence."

Thus what the Provincial Act declares to be a fraudulent
practice is not one in any sense according to the Federal law.
It thus appears that a candidate or his agent may be found
guilty of fraudalent practices according to the laws of the
Local Legislature, and not be guilty according to the
Federal law. But come to the facts. Mr. Hébert, who is
the person under consideration, was reported against by the
Judges of one court. This is the judgment, or at least the
report, made by there Judges on the 5th of January, 1883.
This report is addressed to the Speaker of the Quebec
L gislative Assembly, the hon. Mr. Taillon. It is signed
by the three Judges who pronounced the judgment:

"We have the honor to transmit to you the judgmeut of the Supreme
Court, sitting in revision at Quebec, in the case of the contested elec-
tion of the Electoral District of Montmagny, which judgment declares
the petitioner, Nazaire Bernatchez, elected in the place and stead ofthe
defendant, Louis Napoleon Fortin, and we make to you at the same
time * 2. That fraudulent practices appear to
have been committed in the said election by the following persons:-
Hubert Hébert, Xwiver Let>urneau, &c. * * * But
that noe of tihem received notice of the accusation, in conformity with
section 270 of the Electoral Act of Quebe c."

This, Mr. Speaker, is the only document which exists, and it
is in virtue of this document that they wish to dismiss this
employé. This is what the Federal Act says, clause 104.:

"104. Every other person than the candidate fiund guilty of fraudu-
lent practices in any proceedings in which, after notice of accusation
and who bas had occasion to be beard, cannot, during the eight years
following the date of his conviction either be elected te sit in the
House of Commons, nor vote at any election of a member for the House of
Commons, nor fill any office in the gift of the Crown or Government of
Canada."

In cither of these cases whero fraudulent practices may be
in contravention with the Local Act or even with the Federal
Act, it cannot be said that this officer has not a right to
retain his position, for Mr. Hébert does not hold his
p lace in virtue of an appointment froi the Crown or
Government of Canada. But as a matter of fact it is clearly
established that ho has not been found guilty. le bas been
prosecuted, the case is pending, and the judgment bas not
been rendered. I think that the hon. member from L'Islet,
whom I am very sorry to say is absent from hie seat was
wrong in raising this question, and to invoke on the head of
this man, who is not declared guilty, the thunderbolts of the
Government.

Mr. LAURIER (Translation). In the absence of my hon.
friend the member from L'Islet, I will endeavor to relate
the facts which I thiuk have not been correctly stated by
the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr. Landry). The
member from L'Islet brought no accusation against Mr.
Hébert. He made no motion in the House, and my hon.
friend knows perfectly well that aIl that tbe hon. member
from L'Islet did, was to ask the Government, in terms
which the Government allows, to enquire if the Gov-
ernment had been informed that M1r. [lébert hd been
reported by the Etection Judges for fraudulent practices at
the last election. Those are the exact words of the motion
made by ti member from L'Islot. In this motion the
member f. mn L'Islet asserts nothing citner as to the guilt or
innocence of Mr. Hébert. He contented himself in simply

Mr. LANDr.

asking the Government if it had been informed that one of
its agents hal been reported by the Jadges as guilty of cor-
rapt practices. I am not propared to say, myself, and the
member from L'Islet did not say, that Mr. Hébert was
either guilty or not guilty. I am not hore to defend Mr.
lébert eitirer. My hon. friend bas nothing to do with
offending him. Re says he is innocent, and I have only to
hope that hoeis innocent. But, at all events, there is a strong
presumption of guilt against him, when three Judges report
that ho has been found guilty of fraudulent practices. I
ought to say also in justice to the member from L'Islet that ho
has not in any manner invoked the thunderboits of the
Government on the head of Mir. Hébert ; but with a good
deal of reason, as I believe, he invited the attention of the
Government to the fact that one of its eofflers had been re-
ported by the Judges of Eleetion guilty of fraudulent
practices. Certainly, if these facts are truc, the attention of
the Government ought to be drawn to this matter. But I
will go furLher. What entirely justifies the motion which ho
has made is, that the Governmont had anticipated this
motion, and that the Minister of Raiihvays has doclared that
he took cognizance of this judgment, and that ho lad rcfer-
red the matter to the Minister of Justice. LInder these
circumstances I think that my hon. friend had no right to
bring against the hon. member from L'Islet the accusation
contained in this motion and, I think, in justice to him, ho
ought to reestablish the facts.

Mr. LANDRY. I regret not to have been understood by
the hon. member from Queboc East (Mr. Laurier), and I
regret that ho has not taken the trouble to read the question
ma(de by the hon. member from L'Islet. He would have
found that the hon. member from L'Ilet affirms a fact.
Here is what he says :

" The Government has been informed that one, named Hubert Hébert,
employed as agent and station master at Montmagny, bas been recently
reported by the Judges of Election as having beea found guilty of cor-
rupt practices in the last election, and in suchc ase has the Government
taken or does it intend to take any action in the matter?''

Now, what does the judgment say ? That fraudulent prac-
tices appear to have been committed. Not that they have
been committed, but that they appear to have been con-
mitted, and the judgment adds that the notice of accusa',ion
was not given to any of the accused in conformity with sec-
tion 270. That is to say that not one of t hese persons was
affordeJ an opportunity of defending h:mself; and it is on
those facts that the hon. member from L'Islet deel.ueo, ex
cathedra, if I may so express myself, that Mr. Hubert lfebert
was reported by the Judges of Election as having been found
guilty of fraudulent practices. The simple exposition of these
facts, rendered public by the documents which I have just
cited, establishes conciusively that 1 was not wrong in ac-
cusing the hon. member from L'Islet, but that ho was very
wrong in accusing Mr. Hubert -Hébert of having committed
fraudulent practices when nothing of the kind appoars,
neither in the report of the Judges nor in the judgment it-
self, to estaolish the truth of these charges. With these
observations I tbink I bave perfectly reestablished the facts,
and that the House will award me a verdict in the debate
which has just taken place.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Roturns were severally agreed
to :-

Copies of all documents and correspondence relating to
the seizure of tobacco from the brig Adeline, and the enquiry
held the 17th to 21st May, at the requost of' Messrs. Lome-
surier & Fils respecting the said seizure.-(Mr. Valin.)

Copies of all petitions and corrospondence relative to the
rights of settlers or squatters on the Railiway Reserve, Van-
couver Island.-(Mr. Gordon.)

882



COMMONS DEBATES.

Copies of all corespondence relating to the building of a
breakwater on the west side of Liverpool Bay, between any
person or persons whomsoever; also ail petitions, ail sur-
veys and reports by Government engineers, with an esti-
mated cost of the same, from 1870 to 1882.-(Mr. Forbes.)

Beturn showing all sums paid to defray expenses of the
late elections to this House, in the different electoral dis-
tricts throughout the Dominion; showing the returning
offlers and deputy returning officers to whom the same
were paid, and distinguishing the different services for which
the same were allowed.-(Mr. McCraney.)

Copies of all documents (complaints, reports of enquiries,
&c.), relating to a seizure of tobacco quite recently made on
the premises of Mr. N. Bernatchez, and other merchants of
Montmagny, under the law which permits a seizure of con-
traband tobacco wheresoever found.-(Mr. Landry.)

SALE OF INTOXICATLNG LIQUORS.

Mr. GIGAULT moved that the petition of His Grace
the Archbishop of Quebec and others, read and received on
the 28th March inst., be referred to the Committee appointed
to enquire into the best means of regulating the sale of In-
toxicating Liquors.

Motion agreed to.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. MULOCK. Before the House adjourns, I should like
to enquire from the hon. Minister of Railways, when ho
proposes to introduce his Bill respecting the Consolidated
Railway Act.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say in reply to the
hon. gentleman, that I would have doue so before, but
several points have cropped up, as the hon. gentleman
knows, in the Railway Committee, and I deferred the intro-
duction of the measure until a little later, in order to embrace
anything which, according to the general impression, ought
to be embraced in that Bill. That is the only reason for hav-
ing deferred its introduction.

Mr. MULOCK. I presume nothing will happen to pro-
vent such legislation taking place this Session.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No; the Bill will be intro-
duced.

Motion agreed to; and Cat 10:35 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUzsDAY, Srd April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

THE SUPREME COURT.

Mr. LANDRY introduced Bill (No. 100) to limit the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in appeal.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. LANDRY (Translation). The only explanation I

cau give is in the very titie of the Bill. If the hon. mem-
b ri will please wait until the second reading of the Bill
takes 1 Lce, they will have an opportunity of voting upon
tho principle.

Mr. BL AK E. No; the Bill says to restrain the jurisdic-
tion of the Supreme Court, but does not explain how far it
iS to te restrained, It is, therefore, perfectly indefinite.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). It only refers to the Civil
Law.

Mr. BLAKE. Which civil law, that of Quebec, or that
of the other Provinces?

Mr, LANDRY (Translation). To them all.
Bill read the first time.

THIRD READING.

The following Bill was read the third timo, and passed:-
Bill (No. 46) further to amond an Act intituled: An Act

relating to Banks and Banking, and the several Acts
amending the same.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BUDGET.
The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed

motion of Sir Leonard Tilley: That the House go into Coin-
mittee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising a
Supply to be grant d to Her Majesty.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). In continuing this adjourned
debate, I desire to notice that the tone of the Ministerial
benches on the question of the Tariff has considerably
altered since last year. The hon. Minister of Finance him-
self struck a lower key, and the hon. member for Ca-dwell,
who followed him, indulged in a soies of explanations
which satisfied me that hon. gentlemen opposio do not feel as
comfortable in regard to the Tariff as they did some years
ago. The hon. member for Cardwell, whom I am sorry not
to see in bis place, besides being apologetic, was somewbat
syrnpathetic as well. He could not refrain, in the first
place, fron boasting of the victory in Juno last, nor could
he fail in reminding us of some of the unfortunate defeats
which occurred on that occasion. As Mark Antony came to
bury Casar, not to praise him, so the faces absent from the
Opposition benches gladdened his heart exceedingly. I am
not going to follow. this line, and to call the attention
of the House to the defeats which at former Elections ovortook
bon. mem bers holding the views of hon. gentlemen opposite,
such as the defeat the hon. First Minister met in 1878, that
which overtook the late Sir George Cartier in 1S72, and the
necessity Sir Francis Hincks was under to sock a constitu-
ency in Vancouver's Island a few years ago. Tho hon.
momber for Cardwell, after having satified himiself that his
party achieved a great victory in June last, turned his
attention to t be speech dolivered by the hon. member for
South Brant, and was kind enough to censurehim for laving
referred to the fact that the policy of the Conservativo
party, while in power, from 1868 to 1873, was a policy that
involved increased expenditure and inflicted serious burdons
upon the country. The hon. member for South Brant, on this
occasion, appeared to me to merely notice tho fact that his-
tory repeats itself. Ho referred to the increasod expenditure
from 1867 to 1873;. then to the fact that from 1873 to 1878
the increase was very slight; and tinally, coming down to the
second Conservative period, from 1578 to 182, ho found
that the eld extravagant policy of the Conservativos, which
had added $10Q,000,00 to our expenditure in theflirst period,
had begun again, and was doing its work by adding, in the
short period of five years, $4,00,000 more to our expondi-
ture. This is but history repeating itself, and is an histori-
cal fact which will always b found repeated in connection
with Conservative Administration. It is a serions matter
that the expenditure of this country should increaso so
rapiily. Wo are not so large a nation that wo can afford to
increase the burden of expendituro at the rate at which vo
are now adding to it. We are not so prolific in wealth or
inexhaustible in resources i hat this increase eau go on with
impunity. This extraordinary exponditure means some-
thing more, it implies a beavy burden on the country
while it is con paratively prosperous ; it means that, should a
reversal take place and prosperity in the least degree
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slacken, and our exchequer is not so buoyant in the next
five years as it bas been in the past, we have incurred an
expenditure which it will be difficult to reduce, and that
when the revenue shrinks the expenditure will remain the
same, to our serious embarrassment. Let us sce of what
character the expenditure is. Is it a small matter that from
1878 to 1882 our expenditure should have increased from
$23,500,000 to $27,500,000 ? Or is it a small matter that
we should incur obligations of which no Finance Minister
caa very well reliove himself ? Let us look at this expendi-
ture somewhat in detail. The hon. member for Cardwell
felt justified in defending the increased expenditure from
1868 to 1873. He said that we then, in 1868, had four
Provinces, and the eularged demands, owing to the enlarge-
ment of the country, necessitated increased expenditure.
Hie was apologetic for that expenditure-

Mr. WllTE (Cardwell). Not at all.

Mr. ROSS. When he came to the economy practised by
the late Administration from 1873 to 1878, ho was disposed
to censure that economy. Extravagance in the first
period pleased him, but ho could do nothing except
blame the economy practised during the following period.
When ho came down to 1878, and saw the expenditure of
bis hon. friend in the first period repeated, he again had re-
course to apologies and explanations. But can the hon.
gentleman justify the enormous expenditure in the ordinary
and controllable departments of this country? Can ho jus-
tify the fact that while, in 1878, the controllable expenditure
was only $6,542,510, and that, in 1882, it had swelled to
$8,293,161 ? Can ho justify an increase, if we inelude all
the items included in 1878, of $2,262,473 in five years ? If
we examine the details we will find that the expenditure
was not incurred in a direction absolutely necessary for the
interests of this country. Let him look, for instance, on the
expenditure on Civil Government. In 1878, it was $823,369;
in 1882, $946,03 1-an increase of $122,000 in five years in
that Department alone. And the ainount this year is
$1,109,100. That is a Department in which, if the Govern-
ment were disposed to be economical, they might have ex-
ercised great economy; and it will be noticed that in the
expenditure for Civil Government the expenditure was not
incurred for objects noeces-ary for the prosperity of the
country. For instance, in the matters of salaries alone the
increased expenditure for five years amounted to $j06,579.
Nor is the increased expenditure confined to 1880 alone.
We still have the facts before us, although the hon Finance
Minister tells us that we expended $50,000 less last year
than in 1881, that the interest account of this country in-
creased very largely the last five years. We have the fact
that the charges for collecting the revenue have increased
very largely, and also that in the ordinary and controllable
expenditure the increase is $2,250,000. With those facts
before us, it is time the Government should be warned. It is
time they should apply the pruning knife, with much greater
vigor, to the extravagance which characterizes their
policy. Will hon. gentlemen opposite justify the large in-
crease in immigration expenditure? What does this in-
croased expenditure indicate? It indicates simply that the
policy of the Government in regard to the settlement of the
North-West has been comparatively a failure. It indicates
that, notwithstanding they have free lands to give to immi-
grants, they are obligcd to incur a hcavy expenditure in
order to settle these immigrants. Where can you find, in
the policy of the Unitd Sitates, that tbey in.curred such an
enormous expenditure for Immigration in the settlement of
their prairies? Nowhere. But hero you have the fact
that the Government now ask 8500,000 to settle immigrants
on their prairies said to be fertile. The Government feel,
that by their policy in tho North-West they hàve handi-
capped the settler, and must provide addiiional facilities
and offer additional inducements to seculo settlement.|

Mr. Boss (Middlesex).

I need not enteruinto tho varions details of the increased
expenditure; it has already been doue by the hon. member
for South Brant (Mr. Paterson). We have an alarming
increase in Superannuation, an increase, according to the
present estimate, of about $88,000. We have an increase of
$161,000 in Militia; and we have au increase, accordingto the
Esti mates now before us, of nearly $500,000 in Public Works.
In referring to the increase in the Public Works, the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. White) said that, under the old Ad-
ministration, the late Minister of Finance was very economi-
cal in spending public money3 for public improvements.
True, iL rnay be said ; and perhaps the hon. gentleman was
right when he said so, that the nocessities of the revenue re-
quired considerable economy in that Department, as well as
in any other Department; butthe hon. Ministerof Finance, in
proposing this large estimatejustified theexpenditu-e on pub-
lic works, on the ground that at least, ho said, those hon.
members in whose constituencies public instiLutions were
erected, would not complain. Sir, that is one of the grounds
on which we do complain. The hon. Minister of Public Works
in the late Administration, erected public buildings on some
principle. In towns of certain population, with certain
demands upon the Government for public conveniences,
public improvements were made, custom houses and post
offices were built. Under the present Administration, there
seems to be no principle. Sond a representative from a con-
stituency to this louse, and the probabilities are, that if
that hon. member is only importunate enough, and brings
sufficient pressure to bear upon the Government, his con-
stituencies will be favored with a custom house or a post
office, or soe other public improvement. We object to
expenditure on public works in tbis manner, on the ground
that the Government have no right to spend the uble
moneys of this country in order to strengthen themselves in
the various constituencies, and to give to their friends, when
they go back for election, an additional plea on which to ask
for the confidence of the electors. Is it true, are we safe in
assuming, shall I dare to infer, from the remarks of the
late Minister of Public Works, from the remarks of tho
present Minister of Publie Works in his late tour through
Ontario a year or two ago, that that is the policy of
the Government, and that this increased expenditure
of $500,000, over and above the expenditure of the
late A-iministration, is so much moncy to be spent in
the various constituencies of Ontario in order that the hon.
gentlemen opposite, who know right well that before this
Parliament expires they may have to do things that will
much interfere with their popularity-that they may then
have a ground for appealing to the public by pleading the
liberality of the present Administration ? Then we corne to
the expendituro upon Indians, an expenditure which the hon.
Afinister of Finance sought to justify on the ground that
unless we were liberal with the Indians there would be
bloodshed in the North-West. le said : " Would any of you
refuse to feed and clotho those Indians and to provide for
thom liberally rather than that they should be troated as
they aie treated in the United States ?" No one proposes to
deal with the Indians on any other than a liberal and
humane ground. But does that liberality,does that human-
ity, justify an increase of $500,000 ? He knows the
ludians are not very numerous. How is it that hon.
gentlemen opposite cannot foed, clothe and provido
for these Indians as well as was done under the late Admin-
istration ? Is it possible, Sir, that thore is some misrnanago-
ment? Is it possible that the hon. First Minister does not
properly look after this Department? If any proof was
needed to show that thero is at least strodg suspicion that
Ihis Department is grossly mismanaged, we -have that
proof in the fact that under the late Administration all the
Indians in the North-West were fed, clothed, andprovided
Jor, for the sum of $421,.503, whereas last year it required
the sum of $1,183,414 to pay for this very same service.

384



COMMONS DEBATES

Now, we come to another Department on which the hon.
member for Cardwell bestowed a great deal of attention.
After apologizing for the increased expenditure in some of
the Departiments referred to, ho planted himself on the
administration and collection of revenue, and ho took the
ground that because, under the late Administration, the ex-
penditure sometimes increased while the revenue decreased,
there must be some extravagance, and that, under the pre.
sent Administration, because the expenditure did not
increase as rapidly as the revenue thero must consequently
be economy. Is that a logical position to take ? Lot us
enquire into some of the expenditures incurred by the late
Administration in the collection of revenue. I find that the
expenditure for the collection of revenue increased, under the
late Administration, to the extent of$5t4,682. Now, for what
was that expenditure incurred? Why that increase?
Prince Edward Island had just come into Confederation-
that necessitated our taking charge of the post offices
in that Island. The post offices in New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia that had been way offices were changed to
general post offices, and a large expenso had to
be incurred. The total increase in the entire collec-
tion of the revenue under the late Administration, which
was $564,682, was made up by the inerease of $337,668 in
the Post Office Department, and $96,484 in the Weights
and Measures Department. We are told by the hon.gentle-
men opposite that the increased expenditure in the Post
Office Department was incurred in order to provide
increased postal facilities for the people of this country. Is
that statement correct ? Let us see. I find the entire
expenditure in that Department, from 1878 to 1882,
increased to $348,991; that in all that entire increase only
the sum of $83,482 was incurred for increased mail service,
and that the balance, $265,507, was incurred in increasing
the salaries of the postmasters and other expenditure in
connection with that Department; that is to say, for every
dollar expended in givingthe people increased postal accom-
modation during the last five years, more than $3 were in-
curred in increasing the salaries of postmasters and post
office officials, and providing for their comfort. Is that an
increase which hon. gentlemen can justify ? For the Pro-
vince of Ontario the increase, since 1878, is $214,569, and of
that increase only $39,434 went for increased mail service.
In the Province of Quebec the increase was $58,397, and
only $7,087 went to increase the mail service of the coun-
try. Take the Province of Manitoba, where it is said an
enormous expenditure has been incurred. The increase in
providing additional mail facilities for that Province was
$31,980, -whereas the whole inerease in the postal expendi-
ture of the Province of Manitoba amountel to $62,902.
That is, for every dollar expended in Manitoba to provide
additional facilities for that Province we have $2 spent in
other directions, $22,457 alone being spent in increasing the
post office salaries in that Province, So we have this
fact that, notwithstanding the necessities of the mail
service and the large increase in the expenditure
for the Post Office Department, that increase was
fnot necessitated in ordor to provide an incroase of
postal facilities for the people of this country. Besides the
increases in the collection of revenue and in the expendi-
ture, we find, on close investigation, that hon. gentlemen
Opposite have a peculiar way of covering up their increased
expenditure. For instance, we have $500,000 charged to
Capital Account in the Dominion Lands surveys, which for-
merly was charged to Revenue Account and to the Consoli-
dated Fund. We have large sums paid for rolling stock on
the Intercolonial Railway charged to Capital Account which
formerly was charged to Revenue Account, so that it is only
by the strictet scrutiny, and with considerable difficulty,
that we can accurately ascertain the annual increase in the
expenditure of the country from yoar to year. Take these
two items as samples. For instance, if you look at the

49~

expenditure last year for Dominion surveys in Manitoba
you will find $1,500 paid to Sir Alexander Gait for travelling
expenses, incurred by him on a trip to that Province.
What had tho trip of Sir Alexander Galt to the Province of
Manitoba, about a year ago, to do with Dominion land
surveys. I hear, I do not know whother I am rightly
inforned or not, that Sir Alexander's trip was to
improve his financial condition ; at aL events, ho
investod largely in the coal mines in the Souris dis.
trict, and lis son resigned a position under the Gov-
ernment to net as manager of the Souris Coal Mining
Company, in which Sir Alexander Galt is a large share.
holder; and, so far as I can see, from the Public Accounts,
Sir Alexander Galt drew this amount of $1,500 for
travelling expenses to Manitoba while this little item of
business, no doubt, among others, was being transacted.
Thon, we have the hon. Minister of Railways going on a
trip to British Columbia. The country is charged with
$1,600 in connoction with that trip. The country is also
charged in connection with the hon. gentleman's trip to
England the same year the sum of $500; but on looking for
that item hon. members are almost amused to find it
entered under Capital Account, Pacifie Railway section,
British Columbia. Thon if you look at the exponditures
under the head of Capital Account, Eagle River section,
Pacifie Railway, there appears $800 charged on account of
Pullman car exponses incurred by His Excellency on his
trip to Manitoba, and $1,950.73 for the repairing
of the car "Keowaydin," charged to the samo ae-
count. Is that tho honest way to placo before
the people hIe actual expenditure, the ordinary expen-
diture, of this country ? What had the repairs to
the Pullman car " IKeowaydin " to do with the construction
of the Eagle River section of the Pacifie Railway ? And
yet those items, and similar items, can bo found in the
Public Accounts. I find $1,522.73 chargod to Capital
Account, Lachine Canal, and $,850 charged to Capital
Account, Welland Canal ; and when we examine what the
charges are, we find they were sums of money paid to La
Minerve for publishing the report of the Chief Engineer of
Canais. Instead of the amount being charged under ordin-
ary expenditure, wherc it could beo easily discovored and
closely criticised, it is hidden away under Capital Account.
And what is strangest of ail, in endeavoring to arrive at a
correct result as to what the expenditure of the country is,
in endeavoring to expose this enormous expenditure, and
while pointing to the Public Accounts and showing that the
expenditure has increased to the extent which the Public
Accounts disclose, we will be told, we are told over and
over again by the hon. Minister of Finance, that the expen-
diture per hoad is 13 ets. less now than it was in 1878.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The average from 1874 to
1878.

Mr. ROSS. And that if you add the deficits under the
Mackenzie Administration to the ordinary expenditure, and
deduct the surplus under the present Administration from
the ordinary receipts, you will find, ho says, that the
expenditure is 13 ets. per head less than under the
old Administration, Is that a fair way to ascertain the
truc expenditure? Is it net a fact that the money which
the hon. gentleman calls surplus, was collected in the same
way and from the samo constituency as the money which
covers ordinary expenditure ; and that the tax-payer is
taxed day by day for this surplus the same as ho is taxed
for the ordinary exponditure of the country. If that be
truc, on what ground cau the hon, gentleman exclude the
surplus f rom the ordinary collection ? But let us examine
this matter a little more closely. If yen take up the report of
the hon. Min ister of Customs, who has made an assessment of
the amount per capita paid by the people of this country, we
will sec how the expenditure, and how the Tariff bears upon
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the tax-payer. According to this report, the people paid, in
1878, 63.46 per head; in 1879, $3.50. This was the first
year of the new Tariff, and a slight increase, of course, took
place. In 1880, the people paid $3.83 per bead; the next
year, $4.25; and the next year, $5.02, so that the report of
the hon.Minister of Customs reveals the extent of the burdens
imposed on the taxpayers, and goes to show that, under
this Tariff, the payment made by the people of the country
bas increased at least $1.50 per head since the Tariff was
imposed. If you will notice in the same report how the
burdens are distributed over the various Provinces, the
force of the argument will become still clearer. For in-
stance, in 1873 the amount of Customs duties received from
Ontario amounted to $3.06 per head-; in 1882 it had in creasd
to 3.82. In 1879, the people of Quebec paid $3.97 per
head; in 1882, $6.74. In 1879, the people of Nova Scotia
paid $3.05 per head; in 18S2, $3.99. The people of New
Brunswick paid $3.67 per bead in 1879, now they pay -1.54
The people of Manitoba,who are receiving.the special atten-
tion of the hon. Minister of Finance just now, paid,
in 1879, $9.14; in 1882, $16. The people of British
Columbia paid $10.32 per head in 1879; last year, $13.73.
Here we have the fact established beyond dispute that
there bas been an enormous increaze in the expenditure,
and that the expendure presses, and must press heavily
upon the people. When you add from $1 to $5 per head
to the burdens imposed on the people, bon. gentlemen
opposite, in their self-complacency, will say they do not
feel .it That is impossible. It is no answer for the hon.
Minister of Finance to say that, if you add the deficits and
deduet the surpluses it will appear that the people pay 13
ets. per head less, than thoy paid botween 1874 and 1878.
As further evidence that our position in this respect is one
which requires serious consideration, let us turn to the ex-
penditure of the United States, and make a few compari-
sons. We find that, under the head of ordinary expendi-
turc, what is called civil and miscellaneous, the people
of the United States are taxed at the rate of
$1.10 per bead, that is to carry on the ordinary govern-
ment of that great Republic. The people of Canada, taking
the same departments of expenditure, are taxed to the
extent of $2.03 per head; or, in other words, they are called
upon to pay almost $2 for every $1 exacted from the
people of the United States. If you take the expenditure
for aH purposes, the rate in the United States is $5.19, and
in Canada $6.20. Besides, the expenditure in Canada bas
increased at a much more rapid ratio than the expenditure
in the United States. From 1881 to 1882 there was an
actual reduction of $25,177,962 in the expenditure of the
United States, whereas in the same period there was an
increase of $1,500,000 in the expenditure of the Dominion of
Canada. This fact itself should bea sufficient warning to us that
if we are going to hold our own and compete with the Amer-
ican Republie in all respects, we must not heap upon the
people of this country intolerable burdens, weighing themn
down and crippling their resources. I do not, Sir, propose
to follow the bon. member for Cardwell, or the hon.
Minister of Finance, any further in the matter of expendi-
ture. I think the fact already stated, that, in the last five
years, the expenditure bas incrcased over $4,000,000, is in
itself so convincing a proof that hon. gentlemen opposite
have not managed the affairs of this country economically,
that furtherdetails are unnecessary. Nor need I add the addi-
tional fact that the ordinary controllable expenditure, which
is quite within their reach, quite within their direct con-
trol, bas increased $2,250,000; nor need I say a word more
to establish beyond contradiction the extravagant tendencies
of the present party in power. The hon. member for Card well
having disposed of this extravagance, and after having
apologized for this extravagance to his own satisfaction,
expressed sympathy for the hon. member for South Brant,
because, I suppose, the hon. gentleman assumed that the

Mr. Boss (Middlesoex).

hon. member for South Brant now occupied the position of
an advocate for a Revenue Tariff, after baving, as the hon.
member for Cardwell said, advocated a Protectivive Tariff
yerrs ago. Sir, the hon. member for Cardwell migh have
spared bis sympathy in this particular instance. The hon.
gentleman himsolf is to-day in a very anomalous position,
compared with bis position nof a few years ago. Who in the
House does not know thyt the hon. gentleman was a strong
advocat e of Free Ttrade, not more than ten years ago ? In
the Montreal Gazette, when Sir Richard Cartwright was
aboi t to bring down the Tariff of 1874, the bon. gentleman
used these words:

" Let our wise men run the Dominion Ship ai nearly as possible on the
Free Trade plan, and we shall have no fear for ber safety."
These were the views of the hon. gentleman in 1873 ; and
no more radical Free Trade views could be propounded by
any bon. gentleman.. Nor were thesebis views as expressed
in the publie press alone, but in the Dominion Board of
Trade, where bis views were formulated in that resolution.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon ; but may I ask where ho gets that quotation, the
first one, which ho bas just given.

Mr. ROSS. From lIansard.
Mr. WHITE. I was not in Parliament in 1874, and

could not be so reported in llansard.

Mr. ROSS. What I was trying to say-I do not know
whether the hon. gentleman correctly understood me or
not-was, that not only did the hon. gentleman state these
views in the Montreal Gazette, in 1873, but before the Do-
minion Board of Trade in 1874 ; and I think that is what I
did say.

Mr. WHITE. I understood the hon. gentleman to say
I had said, they should still steer the Ship of State on Free
Trade principles; and I wanted to know where ho got that
quotation.

Mr.. ROSS. It is taken from the Montreal Gazette
of 1873; and the quotation which I am going to read just
now is from the report of the Dominion Board of Trade of
1874, and we will see whether the two correspond. We
would not expect that the hon. gentleman, between 1873
and 1874, would modify bis views very much. I find that hi&
resolution of 1874 expresses very strong Free Trade senti-
ment-, and it is very natural to suppose that the previous
year-a-nd the hon. gentleman eau see the force of the
argument- the Montreal Gazette would have contained the
very same views. Here is the resolution of the hon.
gentleman in 1874:

" That without forming any opinion, some of the details of the present
Customs' Tarif, and the anomalies which are inevitable in all Tariffs,
this Board is of opinion that no change should be made in it unless the
exigencies of the public service demand large revenues, and that in such
case any increase to be made should be in accordance with the principle
of the present Customs' Tariff."

That was a Revenue Tai iff:

" Which while not interfering with the commerce of the Dominion
affords incidental protection te its manufactures."

Precisely what we said then, and still say now:

" That this Board is of the opinion, that permanence in the fisca
policy of the country is most important alike to its commerce and to i
manufactures, and that no changes should be male in the Tarif no
demanded by the absolute exigencies of the revenue."

Will the hon. gentleman note that last clause:

" No changes should be made in the Tariff not demanded by the
absolute exigencies of the revenue,"

Does the hon. gentleman pretend to say that the changes
made in the Tariff regarding agricultural implements,
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sleighs, and carriages, and ploughs, are demanded by " the
exigencies of the revenue ? " The hon. gentleman will not
say so, nor any hon. gentleman who sits on thai, side of the
Bouse. Let us now-having put the hon. gentleman right
regarding hie position, and reciprocated hie sympathy for
the hon. member for South Brant-proceed to notice some
of the apologies whieh we have heard so pathetically made
by hon. gentlemen on that side of the House, in this present
debate. In the first place, the hon. Minister of Finance, and
the hon. member for Cardwell, both apologized for an
adverse balance of trade. I remember, Sir, that
when, in 1880, the hon. Minister of Finance, posed as
a great financier, because, baving placed bis band
on the commerce of Canada, ho had increased our
exporte and reduced our imports, establishing an equili-
brium, and this was one of the strong points in this Tariff,
the hon. member for Cardwell thought that this was a
great achievement, and all the members on the back benches
cheered this acheivement of the hon. Minister of Finance
as one of the most wonderful feats of financial skill ever
performed in this House, or anywhere else. Well, Sir,
things are very different from what they were in 1880; and
the hon. gentleman who had, by one wave of bis hand, kept
the exporte of foreign countries from Canada, and by another
wave of bis hand sent the produce of Canada across the
seas, is to-day apologising for and explaining away an ad-
verse balance of trade of $17,000,000. And in bis investiga-
tion allow me to congratulate him on having discovered
what political economists believe to be the true solution of
this financial problem, namely: there is and may be an ad.
verse balance of trade, and yet a country may
be progressing, because froight and charges, and other
items too numerous to mention, may enter
into the account, and make up the balance, though
it does not appear in the Trade and Navigation
Returns. Let me notice further, that the explanation of
the hon. Minister of Finance did not satisfy the hon. member
for Cardwell. This temple into which all their friends are
invited to enter and worship-this shrine for all their de-
votees-was to be desecrated the hard facts contained in
the Trade and Navigation ]Returns against this fetish being.
The hon. member for Cardwell gave another expla-
nation. Ris explanation was, that the imports last year
were greater on account of including raw materials, which
were absorbed in the manufactures of this country;
and although this did not appear in the Trade and
Navigation Returns, yet, after all, the balance of trade
might not be so bad a thing. What was suich a bad
thing when we were in power, and what was then
driving the country to ruin and proving so disas-
trous, was now a different matter; and the hon.
gentlemen are to-day face to face with the fact, that they
are just as powerless to regulate the balance of trade, as to
do anything which political economists know right well
cannot be done by the legislation of this, or of any other
Parliament. The bon. gentleman apologized, in the
second place, for an iricrease of imports into this country.
I remember very well when the bon. Minister of Finance
posed again, and exhorted the House as to the great loss
whieh was inflicted on Canada because of our vast imports.
Lat me quote hie words, for it is important that we should
understand accurately- the lines of difference and agree-
ment. On pages five and six of bis Budget Speech for that
year the hon. gentleman said

' Regarding the matter as I do, I think it is to be regretted that the
volume of imports has not been materially reduced. They have been
decreasing to a certain extent, but are stili very large, showing, in my
Judgment, that they ought to be still further diminished. It appears to
me tlat we should turn our attention to the best means of reducing our
imports from ail parts of the world."

The hon. gentleman turned bis attention to this great feat
of financial enterprise; ho was going to reduce the importe

from ail parts of the world, as he considered it a great diss.
ter to this country that they had gone on.increasing. low
far did he succeed in his attempt? In 1879, when ho
began this great foat, the whole imports of Canada amounted
te $80,341,000, while, in 1882, when he had had three years
practice in endeavoring to reduce the imports, they had
risen to $112,648,000. Like Canute of old, who stood by
the seasido while the tide was coming in, and thought that
he could control the approaching watere, this hon. gentle.
m.-n stood in the face of the large import trade which ho
believed was bringing disaster into the country, and he said :
" I will probibit these imports; I will stop them coming in."
But in spite of his remonstrances, in spite of ail his efforts
tu accomplish this great foat, we find that, as the tide
ignored the royal mandate in olden times, so the import
trade Ldvanced, until now the hon. gentleman will ho over.
whelmed with the vast increase which I have pointed out.
But not only was he unable to reduco the general volume of
imports into the country, but to reduce the imports from
any particular country. For instance, wo find that the
imports from the United States, in 1880, were $29,000,000,
while, in 1882, tbey wore $48,000,000. The imports from
France rose from $1,100,000 to over $2,000,000; from
Germany, they increased from $500,000 to about $1,500,000,
and so on with regard to Spain and Portugal, and
some other countries which I noed not mention. These
figures show that tbe hon. gentleman failed in accomplish-
ing the feat which he endeavored to accomplish ; and I do
not wonder that the hon. member for Cardwell (5fr. White)
apologized for endowîvoring to sustain the weak position
taken by the hon. Finance Minister. But let us examine the
matter a little further. Not only was the bon. gentleman
unable to control the imports; but, as was quite natural, ho
was equally unable to control the exports, for it follows, as
a law of political economy, that as the exports of a country
increase so do the imports, and that explains why the hon.
gentleman was powerless to provent the increase in im.
imports. By the good crops with which our farmers had
been favored with, by the development of the agricultural,
mineral, and, to some extent, the timber resources of the
country, our exports had increased very largely, and,
as a natural consequence, our imports had aiso increased.
Let us notico some of the figure,. The total exports from
the Dominion of Canada for the thre years, from 1876 to
1878, were $236,169,000. The exports for the last three
years amounted to $288,339,000, so that we have bore a
solution of the problem which the hon. gentleman proposed
to solve in another way; the average increase of $50,000,000
in the three years explains why such a large increase took
place in our imports. But tbe hon. gentleman was par-
ticularly anxious to reduce the imports from the United
States, and increase those from Great Britain. This is what
ho said in 1880:

" I ventured, when submitting that policy, to remark that the resolu-
tions were not aimed specially at any particular country; stili as
British subjects, owing allegiance as we do to the great Empire of
which we form a part, it was designed in the preparation of our Tarif
that if we favoured one country more than another, it would be Great
Britain. I recollect, and the House will recollect, the objections that
were made by hon. gentlemen opposite, and the effort that was.made
to prove that the Tariffthen submitted would operate more injuriously
and affect more especially the manufacturers of Great Britain than
those of the United States. • • S ome gentlemen,
out of Parliameat, and through the press, have made varions state-
ments upon this imatter, but here on the floor of Parliament, where
we can bring up facts on both sides, we can arrive at a just and accurate
conclusion on the subject ; and while we could only speculate last
Session with reference to these effects, time bas shown, and the
evidence lies upon the Table of this House, that iu stad of operating
to the disadvantage of British manufacturers, as compared w th those
of the United Statee, it bas bjrne less heavily and affected them less
than the manufacturers of tbe ieighboring Republic • * e

Tnese facts go to show that, while the object, d< sign, and i itention
of the Government was not to legislate directly agtinst any particular
country, but in favor of (Janadian interests, the effect of the Tarif hau
been to diminish less the importations from Ureat Britain than froiii th
United States."
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Those were bis statements in 1880, and that was one of the
grounds upon which his Tariff was submitted, and upon
which he attempted to justify it to this House and to the
country. Now, how did this Tariff operate which he had
promised would reduce the imports frorm the United States
and increase the imports from Great Britain ? The imports
from Great Britain, in 1880, were $34,461,000 ; in 1882,
they were $50,597,000, or an increase of 47 per cent. The
imports from the United States, in 1880, were 829,316,000,
and, in 1882, they had risen to $48,289,000, or an increase of
64J per cent. This is the result which was produced by a
Tariff which the hon. gentleman promised would reduce
the imports from the United.States and press less heavily
upon Great Britain than other countries. I do not wonder
that the hon. gentleman had to aipologize in making bis
explanations, or that he had to call in the assistance
of the hon. member for Cardwell, for we have in
ihese figures the evidence of a gigantic failure; instead
o Lhe Tariff operating as he said it would operate, it bas
had the very opposite effect, and the imports from the
United Siates are increasing more rapidly than those from
Great Britain. The samo result is found if we examine the
export pages. In 1878, we exported $45,911,000 to Great
Britain; in 1881, $45,274,000, or a decrease of $637,000 in
the four years. We exported to the United States, in 1878,
$25,244,000, and, in 1881, $47,940,000, so that, in the one
case, we have a decrease of $637,000, and, in the other, an
increase of $2-2,695,000. I wili not trouble the Housc with
the yearly average under the old Tariff, but I may say that
the exports to Great Britain rose from $42,000,000, in the
last three years of the Mackenzie Administration, to
$48,000,000 during the years 1880-81-82, an increase of 13
per.cent. The exports to the United States inthe years 1876-
77-78 were $27,651,000; in 1880-81-82 they were $39,385,000
-an increase of 62J per cent. Another statement which the
hon. gentleman made was, that the Tariff would discriminate
against goods imported from the United States, and in favor
of thoso from Great Britain. Ilere are his words:

" Goods imported from the United States will pay a larger share of
the duties than goods from Great Britain."

And, again, he says:
" Out of the increase to the revenue of $2,100,000, he expected arti-

cles imported from the United States would Day $1,027,000, and articles
imported from Great Britain would pay $500,000, and the balance would
be imposed on articles from other countries."

What is the substance of that statement of the hon. gentle-
man? It is simply this: that in introducing his new Tariff,
he proposed that for every $1 lie levied on goods im-
ported from Great Britain, he would levy $2 on
goods imported from the United States. That was bis pro-
position; how has it turned out? The entire increase in
the revenue, since 1879, amounts to $5,902,450.; and of that
increase Great Britain has contributed 94,500,000, and the
United States $1,500,000. That is to say, for every $1
of increased revenue which the hon. gentleman has got by
his Tariff from goods imported from the United States, he as
taken $3 from goods imported from Great Britain.
That is the way in which the hon. gentleman's
Tariff discriminates against the United States-a
Tariff which we were told and believed was not impose i
with hostile intentions against Great Britain, and yet which
we predicted would discriminate against British goods,
as we now find it does, in the proportion of three to one.
No wonder that the hon. member for Cardwell was obliged
to apologize for the failure in the Tariff. We were told,
again, that the Tarif -was going to increase the com-
merce of the country; that it was going to extend
our shipping; that we were going to have a Commer-
cial Treaty with France; that our ships were going to be
admitted on botter terms into France; that in many
respects, our commerce was going to be benefited by the

Mr. Ross (Middlesex).

Tariff. Well, Sir, what do we find ? We find the same
failure that we have found in other respects, and i will
give the hon. gentleman a few figures to show the extent of
that failure. In 1878, we built 339 vessels, whereas in 1882
we built 288; there yon have a considerable decline. The
tonnage, in 1878, amounted to 100,873 tons; in 1882, it
amounted to only 60,113 tons. In the five years, from 1873
to 1878, there was an increase of 686 in the number of
vessels registered in Canada, and an increase of 259,297
tons on the registration; from the period from 1878 to
1882 there was a decrease in the registration of 157 vessels
and 72,238 tons. Under the old Administration there was
an increase of 10 per cent. in vessels and 27 per cent. in
tonnage, while, during the last five years, under the new
Administration, there was a decreaso of 2 per cent. in vas-
sels and 5½ per cent. in tonnage. Now, let us see how the
Tarif has affected our shipping with respect to values. In
1878, we sold ninety-three vessels, valued at $1,218,145;
last year we sold forty-tbreevessels, valued at $403,311. So
that, both in the amount of shipping built, and in the
amount of shipping sold, as weil as in the tonnage of the
vessels owned by the people of Canada, there las been an
extraordirnary decrease. But hon, gentlemen opposite may
say that wooden ships built in Canada are being replaced
more than formerly by iron vessels. Well, we find that
Norway, which uses wooden shipping, almost entirely, bas
increased her tonnage enormously during the last few
years; and if hon. gentlemen wish to extend this paternal
policy of theirs to our shipping as they profess to wish
to do to other industries, why do they not offer a
bounty for every ton of shipping built, and prohibit the im-
portation of goods to Canada in any but Canadian ships. It
would be part of the old policy of keeping Canada for the
Canadians and avoiding all business negotiations or com-
mercial intercourse with other nations. It would be carry-
ing out the same policy which the hon. gentleman proposes,
when he offers a bounty of $1.50 on every ton of iron
smelted in Canada. But there was another matter for which
the hon, gentleman had to apologise. We were told, in
1878, that if lon. gentlemen opposite came into power, they
would preserve the home market for the Canadian farmer,
so that not only would he get better prices for the goods he
had to sell, but he would have the monopoly of that home
market. Well, hon. gentlemen have now to explain how it
is that this has not been done, and every explanation proves
conclusively that, in this respect also, the Tarif has been a
failure. In 1878, we imported 5,120 horned cattle, and, in
1882, we imported 7,112, a very large iperease. Of horses,
we imported 1,587 in 1878, and 2,492 last year. And this
is not the only proof that our farmers do not possess a mo-
nopoly of the home market; but we have the additional
proof that we have now to seek a foreign market for a
larger amount of our production than we had in 1878. We
found a foreign market, in 1878, for $14,000,000 worth of
animals and their produce; last year, we found a foreign
market for $20,454,000 worth. In 1878, we found a foreign
market for $19,628,000 worth of agricultural products; last
year, we found a foreign market for $31,038,000 worth. If
I went lflio details on this point, I would show that the
home market has not been, as tie hon. gentleman
said it would be, sufficient to consume the produce of
our Canadian fatrmers. We were told that after
this Tariff was put into operation, the Canadian
farmer, instead of sending his produce to Liverpool,
would find a market for it at home. That prediction
has not been realized. The produce has to go to Liverpool
as it always bad, and this Tariff does not give the Canadian
farmers control of the Canadian inarket any more than
bafore. Not only did the bon. gentleman promise them a
monopoly of the home market, but also better prices for
what they had to sall. We had the admission from thb hou.
member for Cardwell the other night that the Liverpool
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market controls the wheat market of Canada. I am glad
ho made that admission. It was our contention for years,
but the admission came slowly from hon. gentlemen
opposite. It was only when they found that they were
face to'face with the fact that prices had declined, that they
were obliged to admit that the Liverpool market controls
the Canadian market as it does every market of the world.
I bave hore a table showing the average price obtained for
grain for five years, from 1873 to 1878, and from that
time to the present, and what do we find. We
find that for the five years, from 1873 to 1878,
the average price of wheat was $1.25 a bushel.
The average for last year, according to the report of the
Bureau of Industries and Statistics of Ontario, was $1.14.
The average for No. 1 spring wheat for the same period
was $1.15. For last year, it was $ 1.17. The average price of
barley was 72 ets., and for last year, 71 ets. The average
price of oats was 41 ets., against 43 ets.; and of peas, 76
ets., against 72 ets. The wool crop of 1878 was sold for
28-i ets. ; last year it was sold for 23k cts. So that
these hon. gentlemen are powerless, as we said they
would be, to regulate the prices in our Canadian market,
and give us their promised advance. I remember the hon
Minister of Railways, in his speech delivered at London,
told the farmers that under the Tariff they proposed to
introduce, the farmers instead of seonding their grain and
produco to Liverpool, would find a home consumption and
a home market for it. He said any one could sec that a
home market was the best. The farmers, however, send
their products where they always did, and are obliged to
accept the prices fixed in the markets of the world ; and our
lion. Finance Minister is powerless to regulate their prices.
1 do not wonder these gentlemen have to apologise. What
do we find in the report of the Bureau of Statistics and
Industries recently issued ? We find that, if the farmers of
Ontario alone received for the last half of last year the
average price of the first half, they would have realized
$14,000,000 more for their crop than they did. Shall we
hold the hon. Finance Minister responsible for that great
loss? Why did ho not, by the power his friends asserted
he possessed, and which, I think, the hon. gentleman
himself claimed, at least by implication, see that the
prices which ruled in the first half of last year,
when the farmers had but little to sell, rule in the last
half of that year when they had all their crops
Io dispose of? I think the farmers of Ontario
will hold the hon. gentleman responsible for this vast
decline in prices, for the promises which he made some
time ago. But, besides being unable to keep the home
market for our farmers, he has beon equally powerless to
keep the home market for our manufacturers. We imported
this past year to the extent of $20,000,000 more than in
1878, of agricultural implements, furniture, cottons, wool-
lens, &c. Were not our Canadian manufacturers told by the
hon. First Minister: Place us in power, and we will see you
are so fixed that you can produce these articles to replace
imported goods in our market. The hon. gentleman came
into power, and to-day the hon. member for Cardwell makes
a list of the vast importations to the United States, to show
that the position of the United States being similar to ours,
it was quite reasonable this vast increase in imports should
take place in Canada as well. That is the apology for the
position which hon, gentlemen opposite took in regard to
this Tariff. We held that no Revenue Tariff could, or should,
prevent the importation of foreign goods. Hon. gentlemen
Opposite offered to the public, by the mode by which they
presented this subject, to give to our Canadian manufuc-
turers full control of our market, and, in this respect, their
policy has been a failure. There is one respect, however,
in which their policy hus been a success, and that is in
reducing the export of manufactured goods. How is it tha t
'while we exported, in 1878, $4,000,000 worth of manu,

factured oodswe now expart only $3,000,000 worth ? Per-
haps the on. member for Cardwell will explain that. In
one particular line, this declino is most rrnarkable-the
article of sewing machines. In 1878, we exported 27,769
sewing machines, valued at $215,809; last year we ex-
portecd 22,563, valued at $159,643. How is it that the
Tariff, which was going to contribute so largely to the
success of sewing machine manufacture, bas produced this
result. Not only bas it diminishod the exports, but it hai
also decreased the imports. As Josh Billings says, it is a
poor rule or a poor mule that doos not work both wayd,
and this one works both ways. The imports, in 187k, of
sewing machines, was 2,133, valued at 837,9S3; n 188',
they were 20,076, valued at $307,177. Thoro you have this
double-acting and high-pressuro Tariff incrcasing the im.
ports of sewing machines very large1y-and it has donc so
apparently all along the line-an reducing the exports.
Are these the promises made to the people in 1878? In
the figures placed before us, in the factS displayed on every
page of the Trade and Navigation Returns, we have the
falsification of those promises. It is our duty to hold them
to their promises. The people will hold them to their pro.
mises; and when the people know, as know they will, in
due time, that this Tariff has failed, that it bas falsified the
promises which its authors alleged it would fulfil, we will
come back to a true system, to a truo fiscal policy, such as
the interests of this country require. The hon. member for
Cardwell proceeded to deal with the sugar question, as one
on which he is, to a certain extent, an authority. In deal-
ing with that, ho charged the hon. member for North
Brant with not making any reforence to the matier,
although, as hesaid, the tigures had beenplaced in his hands.
I wish te inform the hon. member for Cardwell that the
statements of hon. gentlemen opposite were not received
by the hon. member for Brant, until after he had finished
his speech, and was urable te refer to the matter. I pro-
pose te make a few remarks upon it, accepting the state-
ments made by hon. gentlemen opposite themselves. Let us
see te what conclusion they lead. According to their own
figures, the average price of sugar in New York last year was
8i.35. From that we deduct the drawback of 83.20, and 1 per
cent. of that, leaving a net cost in New York of 86.18. The
hon. gentleman doducted only 83.15 but should have doducted
$3.17. If we add to the $6.18 the duties that would have
been paid under the old Tariff, we will find that the cost to
the consumer in New York would bo $8.72J. The
average cost last year, according to the figures, in
Montreal, was $8.88 per 100 lbs., leaving a difference in
favor of the New York refiner of 15J ets.; or, if I put it in
another form, yen have a difference in favor of the man who
purchases his sugar in New York of 15J ets. per 100 Ibo.
In order to make out a case for thomselves, the hon. member
for Cardwell added two or three items which should net
enter into the calculations at all; first, the item of 30 ets. per
100 Ibs. for freight. Everybody knows that New York is
as easy and as near a distributing point for a large portion
of Canada as Montreal, and that Ontario, and Manitoba, and
the Maritime Provinces can get their sugarfrom New York
just as cheaply, as far as freight is concornod, as they can
from Montreal. So we may fairly strike out this item of 30
ets. Then the hon. gentleman has a furthor item of 50
ets. for commissions. We know there are no commissions
paid when you purchase your sugar from the New York
refiner any more than when you purchase it from Montreal.

Mr. WHITE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken. There
is no question about commissions. The additional 50 ets.
is arrived at in this way: When we had no refinery in
Canada we took the price in Canada of the New York sugar
- we had a gradueated Tariff, and wo took the average price
in Canada for the same year, and we find there is a difference
of 50 ets., which went to the profit of the merchant in this
country.
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Mr. ROSS. We have the saine commission merchants

now that we had then. I am now quoting the authority
of a gentlemanwho deals largely in sugar, and he pays no
more commission now than he did 1before; therefore, I say,
that the commission does not enter into the calculation at
al, and the hon. gentleman only put it there in order to
make a case for hisîelf, as ho had no case without it. Let.
us see how the figures stand-let us see how this works out.
We imported last year 133,788,114 lbs of sugar. Reduce
this to granulated, that is, throw off one-eighth, and we find
it makes 117,073,350 lbs. Now, there is a loss to the con-
sumer, for if ho pays 15J ets. per 100 lbs. more for that sugar
when bought of the Montreal refiner than he would if bought
from a New York refiner, yon will easily see that the loss to
the people of Canada will be $181,463; so that, in order to
maintain the sugar industry of which the hon. gentleman is
such a champion, the people of Canaia paid nearly $200,000
more in an enhanced price for their sugar. But that is not
all. This quantity, at the old Tariff, would yield a revenue
of $2,979,515; the annual revenue realized, however, was
82,272,896. There was a loss to the revenue,under the present
Tariff, of $706,619, which, added to the loss of the consumer,
makes the loss to the people of Canada of $888,082.
There we have the true inwardness of the sugar industry,
and we have it from the hon. gentleman's own figures,
by striking out of his calculations the items which no
man acquainted with the sugar business, and anxious to
make a fair statement of the matter, would include. So that
we have not only these bon. gentlemen and their facts ex-
posed-the weakness of their arguments exposed- but we
have, to a certain extent, evidence of the amount of money
whieh the people of Canada pay for this large industry
which is being fostered under this Tariff. No wonder, then,
the hon. gentleman had to -apologize for this also. But
we have further apologies-and I am only going to refer to
one or two more. They wei e somewhat weakly put. We
have hon. gentlemen opposite apologizing now because
no Reciproeity Treaty was established between Canada and
the United States, or between Canada and other coentries.
I think it is not so very long since hon. gentlemen
opposite said that they were going to do something in the
way of treaties. I read in the speech of His Excellency
delivered ut the close of labt Session, sometbing about
treaties, wthere Ris Excellency is made to say:

During the recess my hon. Ministers will continue their efforts tO
secure favorable commercial arrangements between France and Spain.
In these endeavors the High Commissioner will receive some hearty
support from Her Majesty's Government and the Imperiai diplomacy as
has already been given to him.

" Such support must greatly strengtben Canada in any negotiations
entered into for the improvement of her trade wnh foreign countries."

Well, Canada greatly needs to be strengthened in ber
negotiations with some foreign countries. Evidently there
does not seem to be much anxiety on the part of hon.
gentlemen opposite to enter into any such negotiations
'We were told, in 1878, that this Tariff was going to bring
about a Reciproeity Treaty at an early date; we were going
to force the United States into botter terms ; and, I think,
the hon. Minister of Railways, in a tour to Prince Edward
Island, spoke strongly Of the necessity of Reciproecity, and
he held out to the people of Prince Edwaîd Island a hope
that if there was a change of Government thore
would possibly be a change of relationship betwoen Canada
and the United States in this particular. We wore also
told in the West, and elsewhero, that the only way to get a
Reciprocity Treaty would be to have a change of Tariff.
WeieI, have we had a Reciprocity Treaty from the change of
Taritl ? Does the hon. gentleman now wish to have such
a Treaty at all? Have they net changed their tone ? Does
not the hon. member for Cardwell himself speak very
differently on this question to what ho spoke and wrote some
years ng,?

Mr. WHITE. No.
Mr. Ross (MLddlesex.)

Mr. ROSS. Well, if he does not, the Conservative prea-
of Ontario, and notably the Toronto Mail, the organ of
hon. gentlemen opposite, hold a very different tone now to
what it did soine years ago on this question. So that we
have here again another failure, and a failure of very great
moment too, to the people of Canada, a failure which hon.
gentlemen opposite are bound to apologize for, and whieh
they cannot, I think, very conveniently explain. Then
hon. gentlemen opposite told us, as late as last year, that
this Tariff was going to add so much to the capital and to
the business of this country. I have here the closing words
of His Excellency's Address, giving one of the reasons why
Parliament was dissolved carlier than it should have been.
He is made to say:

" I heartily congratulate yon upon the rapid and successful develop-
ment of our manufacturing, agricultural and other industries

" 1 am, however, advised that their progress would have been still
greater wPre it not that capitalists hesitate to embark their means in
undertakingd which would be injured, if not destroyed, by a change in
the trade and fiscal policy adopted by you in 1879. In order, therefore,
to give the people, without further delay, an opportunity of expressing
their deliberate opinion on this policy, and, at the saine time, to bring
into operation the measure for the readjustment of the representation in
the Bouse of Commons, it is my intention to cause this Parliament to be
dissolved at an early day.''

Parliament was dissolved at an early day, in order that this
capital might come into the country; and the hon. First
Minister, speaking on this question in the city of Toronto,
said :

"I tell you-and this is not a matter of supposition, but of certainty
and knowledge on my part-that there are millions of dollars waiting
to be iuvested in Canada, millions in England, and large sums in the
United States, waiting to come to Canada, waiting to be invested in
every kind of industry, in mines and in manufactures."

I think the money is waiting there still, in England and
in the United States. Why, does it look very much as if
these millions were ready for investment, when the h'n.
Minister of Finance is offering $1.50 a ton bounty on coal,
and on every ton of pig iron ? Thoso millions are stili
waiting, and now the bon. gentleman is going to give it an
additional incentive. Probably it will come; but, in this
respect, I fear the failures which are so notorious in overy
instance I referred to, and for which we had such long and
strong apologies, will be nearly as notorious, and the mil-
lions of capita!, I foar, will not come. T ne, if the proli.
tions of the hon. Minister of Finance are realized, these
millions of capital may come in. It will corne in nnv y,
for it came into the country before we had th.- t'a. iff.
Industries were built up and money was invested, and we
fail to see now any greater investments taking place, at
least during last year, than during previous years, beûanse
of this Tariff. But then the hon. gentleman, who bas boasted
so much of what the Tariff would do, very strangely changes
the Tariff all the while. I remember, it was in 1879, on the
14th of March, that the hon. Minister of Finance first
brought down the Tariff, and it was received with en-
thusiastic cheers by hon. gentlemen opposite. In 1880, a
great many changes, eighty in number, were made, and
they were received with enthusiastic cheers. Next year
fifty-five changes were made, and they were as heartily ap.
plauded. Last year 109 changes were made, and they were
received with equal, if not a little more, enthusiasm. Now,
eighty-seven distinct and radical changes are proposed,
and I obsorved hon. gentlemen opposite cheered as if they
had had a new revelation. What is the Tariff going to be
like if the hon. gentleman intends to pursue this course ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is Excelsior !
Mr. ROSS. It is onward. and downward, in many

cases, however. Articles are being placed on the Free
List which hn. gentlemen opposite applauded when
high duties were placed upon them; and duties h o been
increased on articles which the hon. Minister thought were
taxed at a proper maximum before, when they were 5 or 10
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per cent. less. Besides, why place anything on the Free List present Tariff. It is an attempt by a system of patchwork
if the position which hon. gentlemen opposite take is the to regulate the commerce of this country, instead of being
correct one ? They have said, over and over again, that based upon some weil-defined and recognized principle.
the producer pays the duty. If so, there is no advantage in As I have shown, the Tariff of the hon. Minister bas failed
placing goods on the Free List. Let those who send free over and over again to produce the resalts that werepre-
goods pay duty upon them, as it was said should be done dicted from it; and yet the hon. gentleman, instead of
when those hon. gentlemen sat on this side of the House; coming down with a Tariff based on some well-defined
so it is utterly absurd, according te the language of hon. principle, which we eau grasp and understand, goes on
gentlemen opposite, that there should be a Free List at all. with bis system of patchwork until the last days of
Butif hon. members will notice thearticles placedon the Free the Tarif will be worse than the first. It is not enough
List, the absurdity appears much greater. We have duties to have high duties; but the Finance Minister is now
on the necessaries of life, on breadstuffs, coal, light, glass, entering upon a systom of bounties, a system which was
woollens and cottons. The hon. Minister of Finance might abandoned in England long ago, and which belongs
have relaxed these duties a little, surely, and have placed to the Middle Ages, and is not known among
some of the articles on the Freo List. But instead of doing the advanced political economists of the present day.
so, what bas ho donc ? He has given us a beggarly Free What reason is there for paying a bounty of $1.50 per top on
List comprising articles net necessaries, but luxuries-- every ton of iron made in Canada? What necessity is there
sapphires, rubies and diamonds!1 Fancy the bon.gentleman for giving a bounty to the iron smelter any more than tothe
visiting bis own Province, to which he is so much devoted, lumberman? We know it is desirable to develop our mining
and meeting the consumers of cornmeal in New Brunswick interests, but the Governmont of a country is not a financial
and Nova Scotia, who, out of the total imports of 133,505 concern, as the hon. gentleman would make it, but it has to
barrels, take 120,039 barrels, or nearly all the cornmoal give equal rights and justice te all members of the com-
imported into Canada. They tell him: "We pay duty on munity ; and if it is right for the hon. gentleman to give a
our cornmeal, Sir Leonard, and it is not right, it is a bounty of $1.50 for every ton of pig iron made in Canada,
necessary of life, and our burdens are greater than we eau why, on the same principle, should hc not give a bounty to
bear. Money is scarce, and we should be very our farmers for every bad of cattle tlhey export, and to our
much obliged if you would relax the duty on corn- manufacturers for overy dollar's worth of goods they
meal, Sir Leonard." I fancy our complacent hon. Minister produce? Let us net single out one interest, or
of Finance saying to them : " Well, gentlemen, I must have class, in the community and bostow on it special
revenue; but I will give you a little relief, and therefore favors, and neglect and despise all other classes,
place diamonds, agates,and rubies on the Free List as I want Is that an honest, a reasonablo way in w.hich to bestow his
te make yon as comfortable as I possihly can." Suppose the smiles? If this system of boanties begins, whcre is I to
hon. gentleman wentto Manitoba-and if ho goes to Man- end ? If that concession is to be made to the iron mon, how
itoba ho will find that half the blankels imported into the long will it be before similar concessions are made to
Dominion are used by the people there and pay a duty of others? May we not expect next year another list of altera-
46 per cent.-and fancy the lon gentleman, on being remon- tions and another class of beneficiaries to receive the favor-
strated with by some stalwart Manitoban-and I wish them able consiJeration of bon. gentlemen opposite. Tthen
more power still-respecting this high duty, and after the bon. gentleman, when ho told us what changes ho pro-
listening to their remarks, telling them, in bis kindly and posed to make-and ho lias changed and modified the Tariff
affectionate way, that ho is a member of a paternal Govern- as ho las done in former years-tells us that this Tariff is
ment, that the people of Manitoba must not complain, that going to bo perpetual. He says the fiat has gone forth.
a high duty is placed on blankets, for it is to keep out the The fiat-whose fiat bas gone forth ? The fit of the hon.
foreign article, but they must remember that sausage skins Minister of Finance has gone forth that this Tariff must bo
are free. Nevertheless, the hon. gentleman retains a duty perpetual. The hon. gentleman had botter spare his fiats
of 1 et. per lb. on the sausage meat. In the same in matters of this kind. Doos ho not know that public
way, we may suppose the lon. gentleman coming up to opinicn is very uncertain, and that, although to-day
Ontario, where the greatest portion of the imported coal is proud of his apparent success and confident in the
consumed, and telling the people: You complain a little at position which hoeoccupies in this iHouso, hi may
the Tariff as making coal bigh in price, and no doubt it insist that this Tariff shall ho perpetual, yet when
lias been dear during this severe winter. I cannot, however, the people of this country come to know all the effect of
reduce the duty which gives me $500,000, but to show this Tariffupon the trade of this country, and rightly appre-
that I did not deprive you of all considcration, I have d hend it, as they will do when this Tariff is tested, as it
sawdust on the Free List. The bon. gentleman then guoeoo must be, by a commercial crisis in not many years to come,
the people of British Columbia and Quebec, who consume a then we will see whether the tiat, which, the h<>n. gentle.
considerable portion of the flour imported, 165,430 barrels man says, has gone forth, will still bo a fiat which the
out of the total import of 172,517 barrels, and when they people of this country will entertain. Wiat is the Tariff
make complaint about the wrong of imposing a duty upon which he pretends should be perpetual ? It is fall of exac-
this prime necessary of life, my kind friend, one of the tions and injusticos; it is a symten of patchwork, and is full
members of the paternal concern, will say: I must keep of variations and changes. If tle hon. mm ber for Card well
the revenue from the flour duty, but I have reduced the was right, when ho said thatthe Tariiff should be permanent,
duty on tobacco, se smoke a little more, and I have made what can the momber for Uardwell say about a Tariff
scrap iron free. That is one of the mistakes into which the that seems to have no clement of ermanency
lon. gentleman is falling. Instead of reducingthe Tariffin in it at all ? If it is right that the fiscal change-sshould but
the direction where reductions would be a convenience and seldim b mado, what shall we say about a Tariff like this,
comfort to the people, ho has reduced it on matters of which is changed with every Session of Parlianont, with
no value to the people, and coal, cottons, flour and every meeting of this House ? Shall this Tariff b perpetual,
cornmeal, and other necessaries of life are taxod as thon, when wo know right well that there is a system of
lhcavily as they ever were, and some of the taxation which is based upon a principle that is righteous
nIecesaries of life even more heavily. Bed comforters or and fair in the taxes which it imposes on the masses, not on

quilts, shoe laces, lamp wicks, vinegar and other articles one man at the exponse ofanother ? Sir, I think the bon.
whivh enter into the daily consumption cf the people, are gentleman may yet live-and I hope ho may sec the day-
charged higher duties. This is one of my objections to the to see the people of this country realize the fact that this



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 3,
Tariff is not a Tariff in the interests of the consuming masses,
and not such a TariffTas should romain perpetually, as the
hon. gentleman says it will, on the Statute-book of the
Dominion of Canada.

Mr. RYKE RT. Mr. Speaker: It is impossible to ascertain
upon whom, on the other side of the louse, the responsi-
bility rests for criticising this important Tariff and tle
Budget Speech. One would suppose, from the length of
tim' during which the bon. member for South Brant was
engaged in preparing for the criticism of the Budget
Speech, that he had been selected by the Opposition as
their exponent of financial affairs on that side ofthe flouse;
but, Sir, I am somewhat in doubt, after having heard the
remarks of the member for West Middlesex, whether this is
the ease. It is quite evident, Sir, that these two gentlemen
have not h-l a rehearsal of their speeches ; for it is quite.
true, that :n Iie preparation of their speeches, there is very
little harmony apparent; because, Sir, if you take the speech
of the hon. member for South Brant, as the one who is the
exponent ofthe views of the Opposition, and then the speech
of the hon. member forWest Middlesex, you will find the lat'
ter entirely in opposition to the former. I was somewhat
amused, Sir, at the course pursued by the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down. He bas attempted throughout his speech
to find fault with and criticise the speech of the hon. mem-
ber for Cardwell. He bas favored the speech of the hon.
Minister of Finance with very little attention, but seems to
have devoted himself almost entirely to the speech of the
lon. member for Cardwell. Now, Sir, this flouse is no
doubt delighted at the extraordinary change which has
taken place during this Session in the mode ot criticizing
the speech of the bon. Miister of Finance; and we can
all congratulate the lon. member for South Brant on the
tone and manner of the debate. But, Sir, there is this most
extraordinary circumstance, about the speech of the hon.
gentleman ; while posing as a critic, ho could not avoid
falling back juto the position which ho las so long occupied
as a stump orator. Well, Sir, fading it impossible to serions-
ly criticise the Budget Speech, which was so ably delivered
by the hon. Minister of Finance, as ho could find no fault
whatever with it, we perceived that ho had hardly launched
out on his criticism of the same, before ho seemedi, as a
matter of course, to be drawn into the delivery of a very
large amount.of that species of thunder, which, I may say,
ho is so accustomed to wield on the stump throughout
this Province. The bon. gentleman during that criticism
nas endeavored to point out two facts : first, that there bas
been a very extraordinary increase ia the expenditure of
the country, and, second, that the country is rapidly going
to the dogs. The hon. gentleman is quite aware, however,
of the fact that his leader has declared that the country ie
prosperous, and that la every direction we see the benefits
of the policy of the present Government. This is wh at ho
said

"There has been-and no man more heartily rejoicesin it than the
humble individual who now addresses you-a period of three or four
years in which there has been prosperity. We have had excellent crops,
good prices, a revival of the lumber trade, and very good development
in other ways. The hon. member for Pictou gratified u3 by the
information that the fisheries had been 'very productive and the
prices high, and so in almost every direction bas been shown the
evidence of a period of prosperity."

That hon. gentleman, the leador of the Opposition, inl
looking at the older Provinces, discovers prosperity in
every direction, and looking at the Provinces down
by tho sea he scos also a considerable increase of pros-
perity and their rapid development; and when he
looks to Manitoba there, too, ho discovers the most won
derfai, rapid and gigantic strides are boing made in that
Province, which ho and his party so m:uch belittled a few1
years ago-that it is tocmilnr in wealth, and that in thefuture i
it will play a conspicuous part in the destinies of Gonfedera- j

Mr. Ross (Middlesex).

tion. And the hon. gentleman has to recognize the fact that
all his prophecies with reference to the Pacific Rail-
way are entirely exploded, and that ail his prophecies
with regard to a heavy increaso of taxation by means of the
Tariff of the prosent Governmont are also exploded. But,
Sir, the hon. gentleman tells us, that he will not recognize
the voice of the people. The hon. gentleman tells us it is
true that the policy of the Government was laid before the
people of this country upon the 20th of June last; that ho
then pressed his views before the people; that the Opposi-
tion then expressed their views in every direction throigh-
out the Dominion ; and that ho has to recognize the fact,
that the verdict of the people was against him; but then ho
says, Sir, in a boasting manner: I do not pretend to recom-
nize the voico of the people-I do not pretend to recogniso
the verdict of the people; we have come ohre as a banded
Opposition, and will,en the floor of Parliament, advocate the
same principles which we advocated before tho last elec-
tion. Sir, one would suppose that the hon. gentleman,
sitting, as ho does on that side of the Hlouse, and that the
hon. gentlemen who sit alongside of him, were willing to
recognize that which we all do recognize on this side of the
House-that the people are the masters of the situation.
But the hon. gentleman defies them. The lion. gentleman
says: We will still advocate the principles which wo advo-
cated before the people, and which met their entiro con-
demnation. The hon. gentlemàn, as I said before, ought,
in preparing his speech, or the essay which ho read to the
House, have compared it with that of the hon. momber for
West Middlesex, because at the very outset we find that
the latter hon. gentleman not only challenges a statement
made by the hon. member for South Brant, but also shows
that it is vory absurd. Lot me, Sir, beforo I go into tio
general subject of expenditure, point out one or two incon-
sistencies in the speech of the hon. member for West
Middlesex, and then I will dismiss him from ,the considera-
tion of this question until somewhat later on. The hon.
member for West Middlesex, in attempting to criticise the
Budge t Speech, and the expenditure of the Government
for the last five years, pointed to several items
which ho considers the most unjustifiable expenditure.
Ho selects, unfortunately for himself, two items which the
hon. member for Brant (Mr. Paterson) justifies as being in
the pub!ie interest. The hon. momber for Wost Middlesex,
in bis endeavor Io make the people believe that this Gov-
ernment has been extravagant, pointed to the expenditure
on behalf of the Indians, and I was surprised to hear the
otservations of the hon. gentleman on that subject. No
hon. member of this House, for the last five years, has von-
tured to stand up and declaro that the expendituro on
behalf of the Indians is net a wise and proper expenditure,
and when the votes were asked by the hon. Minister of the
Interior for the Indian appropriation, not one of the hon.
gentleman's colleagues ventured to say that that expenditure
was unjust or was excessive. To.day the hon. member for
West Middlesex says that the expenditure in that behalf is
ihe result of gross mismanagement in the Department of
the Interior. Iere 1e what the hon. member for South
Brant said the other day as reported, and no doubt correctly,
in Iansard:

'Indian grants involved an expenditure of $189,327 in 1879; we are
now asked to vote $875,919. Here I must say that the remarks of the
hon. the Finance Minister in regard to that point, carried a good deal of
weight. If this money is required to be expended on the Indiana, fault
cannot fairly ha tound wit the Government in adopting the plan of
conciliating the Indians instead of an opposite policy."

The hon. member for West Middlesex thon takes up
-another item, to which I shall have occasion to refer again,
twhen I campare the expenditures*of the present with-the
late Governmrent-L refer to the Post Office expenditure-
and he affirms that that expenditure is an evidence of the
rock-loss extravagance of the prosent Administration. Bir,
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we have bard the hon. gentleman himself in times past
when hoe sat on this side of the House defending the Govern-
ment ho supported, whon charges were made against them
of extravaganse in that branch of Civil Government; we
found him thon justifying in the strongest possible terms
the increased expenditure of the Government in that direc-
tion. He las forgotten his speeches on former occasions,
and I will take the liberty of dragging to the light
of day some of this interesting literature. In the discussion
on the Tariff which took place 16th March, 1877, 1 find that
a person named Mr. Ross, whom I assume to be the hon.
member for West Middlesex, was called upon to justify the
reckless extravagance of the Mackenzie Administr ation, and
in the course of a speech of an hour or two's duration, ho
took up the question of the Post Office expenditure in the
following language :-

" He admitted that this was a large deficit, one that could only be
justified on the ground that every individual, not only in the House, but
in the country, was interested in the utmost postal accommodation that
the public could afford. He asked hon. gentlemen opposite if they were
prepared to declare that a reduction should be made in the number of
Post Offices, or that the number of miles necessary to be traversed in
the postal service should be diminished in order to reduce the expendi-
ture. He was confident that hou. gentlemen opposite would not commit
themselves to such a policy, knowing the eager demand on the part of
all classes in the community for that accommodation."

That was the view of the hon. gentleman at that time, and
now, whon by the rapid development of the country, by
the extension of the postal system to the North-West Terri-
tory, and in every direction throughout this great Dominion
there has been a necessity for a great expenditure in the
reorganization of this branch of the service, ho points to
the increase in the expenditure as an evidence of extrava-
gance. If the hon. gentleman had been desirous of placing
the whole case fairly before the country, and of playing the
part of an honest politician, ho would have stated that
though, on the one hand, we have had a large expenditure,
yet, on the other hand, the revenue from the Post Office
Service has largely increased under the Administration of
my hon. friend. But I will bring a witness into court
against the hon. gentleman. The hon. member for South
Brant was fairer than the hon. member for West Middlesex.
Ris criticism of the hon. Finance Minister was made in a very
fair manner, and in that respect a very great and an agree-
able change was noticeable as compared with the criticism of
the former Finance representative of the Opposition. The
hon. member for South Brant, the other day, in his criticism
of the Budget Speech, used the following language:-

" With reference to the Post Office Department, we find that we are
asked to vote $153,887 more than was the case last year. This item I
shall not criticise very closely, because I think that the hon. Finance
Minister gave some reason-and a good reason, I will even go the
length of saying-for this increase in this Department. We must expect
it, as we are opening up a new country as we are ding in the immense
North-West, and while providing necessary postal facilities, we must
make up our minds to the fact that we mlist have au increased expen-
diture in this relation ; and we can rejoice-if the hon. gentleman is able
next year, as he was to-day-to say that the increase in the revenue from
this source was greater during the coming year than was the case
during the past year."

Does the hon. Finance Minister want any stronger justi-
fication of the expenditure of the Government, se far as
that branch is concerned ? The hon. member for West
Middlesex ignores entirely the speech of the hon. member
for South Brant; there is a lack of harmony in their views
which we should hardly have expected fromn the hon. gen.
tlemen. The hon. member for W est Middlesex has also
discovered that there las been some cooking of the Public
Accounts. The hon. gentleman is so well versed in that
brancli of Government, ho is such a thorough cook, and his
party are such thorough cooks, that ho seems to expect
that hon. members on this side of the House should also be
found stowing away items under unlikely headings, so that
they may not be discovered. The hon. gentleman knows

right well, from the records of his own party in the past,
how to hide away all kinds of doubtful items. I need only
remind him of how his friends in the Ontario Legisilature
managed to stow away the corkscrew expenditures and the
champagne guzzles.

Mr. ROSS. How about the Colonization Roads chargea?
Mr. RYKERT. I am glad of that reminder. I have

been waiting for a long time for the opportunity which the
hon. gentleman has been kind enough to give me, and I am
glad to be able to avail myself of it to justify my friends on
this side of the House. I had occasion to follow hon. gen-
tlemen opposite in no less than seventeen counties in On-
tario during the last campaign, and I always found them
making use of these charges against my hon. friend the
Postmaster General of this Government when ho was a
colleague of the late Sandfield Macdonald; and the organ
of the party had the audacity to declare that the Govern-
ment of Sandfield Macdonald had hidden away, under the
name of dusters, items which were chargeable to Colonization
Roads. I tell the hon. gentleman that the first time that
word was discovered-the first time its meaning was applied
in that sense, was when I discovered that the hon. Archibald
McKellar had hidden away the charges for his champagne
guzzle at Belleville under that head, and he will recollect
also that I discovered that the hon. Archibald McKellar had
hidden away the charges for his canoe couch damask under
a mysterious heading. Yet the Globe of a few days ago had
the audacity to declare that the hon. Mr. Carling had been
guilty of hiding away cortain items under the head ofdusters.
I would like to ask my hon. friend whether he considers the
particular charge to which the Globe refers a justifiable one
or not. These hon. gentlemen have paraded the assertion
through the country that that charge was an extravagant
one. Lot me ask, who attended that colonization roads
expedition ? It was a matter in the interests of the general
public, and on the floor of the Ontario Legislature, the
Premier of that day asked the members of the House if
they would like to visit the northern portion of the Pro-
vince, about which there had been so much ignorance dis-
played in the discussions on the floor of the flouse. The
proposition was accepted by both sides of the louse, and
the expedition was organized in August, and I find that no
less than twenty-two of these noble patriots accompanied
the expedition. Let me give you some of the names of these
gentlemen: hon. Archibald McKellar, M.P.P. (now Sheriff
of Wentworth); hon. Alex. Mackenzie, M.P. (ex.Premier
of the Dominion); Mose Springer, M.P.P. (now Sheriff of
Waterloo) ; Donald Sinclair, M.P.P. (now Registrar of
Bruce) ; Peter Gow, M.P.P. (now Sheriff of Wellington);
John Stevenson, M.P.P.; A. P. Cockburn, M.P.P.; R.
McKim, M.P.P.; H. D. Smith, M.P.P.; J. S. Smith, M.P.P.;
hon. John McMurrich, M.P.P.; R. Finlayson, M.P.P.;
John Eyre, M.P.P.; James Trow, M.P.P. (now Grit wbip,
flouse of Commons) ; A. Oliver, M.P.P.; H. Crosby, M P.
P.; S. S. Clark, M.P.P. ; J. Craig, M.P.P. Let me now call
into the witness-box a gentleman who is now a member of
this House, who accompanied that expedition, and who can
testify whether or not the money was rightly expended.
While there was a feast of reason and a flow of soul at that
expedition, we find that the hon. member for East York
(hir. Mackenzie), then a member of the Ontario Legisla-
ture, and our friend Mr. Archibald McKellar, were desirous
of placing on record their views regarding the policy of
the Government that organized that expedition. The
people throughout the country were told that expedition
was a private expedition, eorganized iu the interest of Mr.
Carling, and that ho and a few of his seleet friends were
there. The fact is that no less than forty members of
Parliament went on that expedition, and among them
twenty-two members of the Opposition, many of whom

Ito-day are enjoying the luxuries 09ofe0O as sherifs or
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registrars, or something of that kind, at the hands of the
Ontario Government. These gentlemen, after returning
from the voyage, after seeing the sights of that country,
and enjoying themselves amazingly, and no doubt being
somewhat elevated, desired to place their views on record
at a meeting which they held on board the steamer Chicora,
and that noble Reformer, the hon. Archibald McKellar,
was put up to reply to the speech on behalf of the Local
Legislature, and he is thus reported in the press :

"I Mr. MoKellar, in hie usual fluent and capital style, among other
things said he thonght the expenditure in regard to the trip was a wise
one, and congratulated the hon. John Carling on the great success
which had attended it."

It has been stated that they had a piper upon that expedi-
tion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Who paid the piper?
Mr. RYKERT. No person paid him; and I have no

doubt the reason may be inferred from looking at the mon
who were there. ilowever, as a matter of courtesy, the
health of the guests was proposed, and was responded to by
the hon. Alexander Mackenzie, who is reported to have
said:

"I e said he quite concurred with the former speaker (Mr. McKellar)
ai to the success of the trip, and the wisdom of the expenditure in
regard to it."

At this meeting the following resolutions were unanim.
onsly passed:-

"That we tender to the Government of Ontario, especially to hon,
John Carling and the hon. Stephen Richards, our thanks for having
o.ganized this trip which has conbined o much information with great
pleasure.

" That we respectfully urge on the Government of Ontario as one of
the results of that which we have seer-, the improvement of the naviga-
tion of the Kaministiquia-the throwing open of the land on the north
shore of Lake Superior-and the exercise of a liberal policy in the
mineral districts in which we can look forward with the utmuot confi-
dence to the rapid settlement and development of the extensive and im-
portant region we have visited."

Let that do for the expedition which is cited as an offset to
the celebrated corkscrew expedition so eloquently portrayed
by the hon. member for Glengarry. But these hon gentle-
men say: "Didn't we pay back the money spent on the
corkscrew expedition ? " Yes, they did ; but a year after it
was found out; just as Mr. Archibald MoKellar paid back the
public money which ho had expended in getting furniture,
after it was discovered. I am glad the hon gentleman bas
given me the chance of casting back the slanders which ho
has raised; I did not hope so soon to have the opportunity
of doing so. Now, Sir, i dismiss my hon. friend from West
Middlesex for the present. When these hon. gentlemen
have been called upon throughout the country to justify the
extravagance of the Mowat Government, the answer they
gave was: "Look at John A. Macdonald down in Ottawa;
has ho not increased the expenditure of the Dominion in
the. short space of seven years from 1867 to 1873, by no
less than 810,000,000 ;" and I was surprised to-day to hear
my hon. friend repeat that charge, because it has been
repeatedly disposed of on the floor of this Parliament. ias
not the late hon. Finance Minister publicly declared over his
own signature that all that expenditure was incurred for
works of public utility ? We recollect well that, in going
to the Old Country to raise a loan, ho showed the financial
agents there the bright side of the shield. If ho told the
truth then, hon. gentlemen now have no right to stand up
here and condemn that expenditure; and if ho told what was
untrue, the more discredit to him. lowever, I can show
that every item of that increased expenditure of $10,000,000
was just and proper, independent of the testimony of Sir
Richard Cartwright, and £ challenge hon. gentlemen to
point to a single item which is unworthy of approval. They
cannot point to a single item. But hon. gentlemen seek to
justify their own extravagance by asking us to look at the

M. RYKEaT.

extravagance of this Government. What did the hon. ex-
Finance Minister, Sir Richard Cartwright, say? He said:

"The revenue has shown a continuous surplus during each year
since Confederation, although it bas in the interval been charged with
much heavy expenditure of an exceptional character, such as outlay
connected with the several Fenian attacks on the country, the acquisi-
tion and organization of new territories, and providing an adequate
defensive force for the Dominion, &c. The whole of this debt has been
incurred for legitimate objecta of publie utility, for railways, canals,&c.',

And yet, Sir, the hon. gentleman opposite, a supporter-
may i say a slavish supporter of the late Government-who
never raised his voice against a single action of that Gov-
ernment, in the face of the declaration of his leaders of that
day, tries to palm off on the people that trash and nonsense-
if I am not using an unparliamentary expression-about that
expenditure not being justified. Not only do we find that
advertisements in England, signed by the late hon. Finance
Minister, justified that expenditure, but we find running
througih all his financial statements made during the five
years he was in power, a justification of that expenditure, and
more particularly on page 2 of the financial statement of
1875. There he sought to justify the expenditure incurred
from 1872 to 1874, and why ? Because at that time it was
a disputed question whether they were responsible for the
expenditure over 1872-73 or 1873-74. The late hon.
Finance Minister has placed on record the fact that the in-
creased expenditure of 1873-74, over that of 1874-73 of $4,250,-
000, was an expenditure which could be justified and could
not be at all avoided. The hon. gentleman pointed out and
summarized the different items of that expenditure. He
pointed out the fact that the interest on the debt had
increased $500,000; that the admission of Prince Edward
Island into the Union cost $600,000 ; that the assumption
of the Provincial debts, the grant to New Brunswick in lieu
of the export duty on lumber, amounted to $850,000. Let
me ask hon. gentlemen, who are criticising that expenditure
-especially those from the Province of Ontario-whether
any fault was then found with that legislation, by which
the whole debt of Ontario was wiped out and she was
thereby saved an annual expenditure of $296,000 ?-an
expenditure which, had it not been assumed by tho
Dominion, would have sent Ontario on the high road to
direct taxation. IHad it not been for that wise act, where,
to-day, would be the surplus of Oliver Mowat ? Did these
hon. gentlemen object to that ? Not one of thenm. You
cannot find in the records of Parliament any resolution,
moved by any person, much less an Ontario member,
opposing that item, by means of which the debt of the
Dominion was swelled by more than $10,000,000, and a
corresponding portion of Ontario's debt wiped out.

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

After Recess.

Mr. RYKERT. When the House took Recess I was
endeavoring to show that the statement of the hon. member
for South Brant, in reference to the increased expenditure of
the Dominion between 1867 and 1873, was not justified by
facts ; but that, on the contrary, his own leader when upon
the Treasury benches had placed on record the fact that all
the expenditure during those six or seven years was of a
justifiable character. The items ofthis expenditure which I
was enumerating were: Increase of debt, interest thereon,
8500,000 ; the admission of Prince Edward Island to the
Union, $600,000 ; the assumption of the debt of the Province
and the grant to New Brunswick in lieu of the export duty
on timber, $850,000 ; additional expenditure for maintenance
of railways, $900,000: increased indemnity to Members,
$400,000 ; Elections, $200,000 ; North-West Police, $200,000 ;
Indians, $100,00; Post Office, $300,000, and Miscellaneous
Charges, $200,000, making a total of $4,250,000, which the
then hon. Minister of Finance publicly declared was a
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expenditure of a justifiable character. I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman and his lieutenant, who has spoken to-
night, whether or not any hon. member of the Reform party
in this Legislature or elsewbere, put on record the fact that
they were opposed to any one of those items. I can tell
the hon. gentleman that had he been desirous of telling the
people the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
he could have told them that he and his party were parties
to the expenditure of upwards of $ 100,000, a portion of the
$400,OvO, in which they themselves participated personally.
In that increased expenditure we find an amount of $400,000
for increased indemnity to hon. members, and increased sala-
ries to Ministers of the Crown. I have yet to learn that an hon.
member of the Opposition refused to accept the increase of
$400 indemnity for services, or that any hen. Minister of
that party refused his increased indemnity. Had, therefore,
that hon. gentleman and his friends shown the people the
facts as they were, the people would have known that
$400,000 of this expenditure was a sum in which these hon.
gentlemen themselves had personally participated. As I
remarked before Recess, they cannot point to a single reso-
lution on the records of Parliament showing that they
objected to one item of this $4,250,000, nor can they show
that a single item of the balance of $10,000,000 has ever
been objected to by them. I have shown satisfactorily, at
any rate, to hon. members of the Opposition, who, no doubt,
will be satisfied with the statement of their leaders, that
$4,250,000 of this item was justifiable expenditure. The
other items are the increased expenditure in 1b73-74 over
1867-68, for the following items:-

Public Works ............................
Public Work, tlnrgeable to revenue...........
PoLt office......... ....................................... .
Excise ......... ......... .............................................
outoms....................... ...............
Militia ............... ................. ...... .... .
Interest on debt and subsidies.............. ......
Civil Government, increase to.. ... .............
ImiùiWration ............... ................ .......
8upérannuâtion.................. ....... .........'......
Ooean and River Service.. ..................

$1,471,344
869,899
45 ý,G64

92,765
90,262

235,Ç48
747,086
156,433
226,972
53,0C26

519,074

Total............... 5,207,489

Or a total of $5,207,489 increased expenditure over the first
year after Confedaration. Now, these hon. gentlemen know
that during the firstyear of Confederation, the expenditure on
Public Works was only $126,169, and that this was increased
to $1,597,603, and all the items I have read increased in the
same proportion, making an aggregate increase of
85,207,489. Now, Sir, if these hon. gentlemen can point
to one single item to which they can reasonably object, or
that they did object to on the floor of Parliament, then I
say there may be some justification for their recklessly and
boldly asserting the extravagance of the present Govern-
ment when in power on a former occasion. Now, Sir, we
know that a large number of these items were necessitated
by pledges made at the time of Confederation. We know
that the country was pledged to the Intercolonial Railway,
to construct canals; and we have the recorded speeches of
my hon. friend from East York, who declared in Parliament,
when that question was under discusbion, that the country
must, as a matter of necessity, be involved in a large
amount of expenditure in building canals and the Intercol-
onial Rail*ay. So hon. gentlemen will see that, in
addition to what Sir Richard Cartwright himself declared
in Parliamnent, leading members of the Reform party
declared also that these items were of a justifiable char-
acter. Now, the hon. gentleman says that the increase of
expenditure by $10,000,000 is unjustifiable. He then goes
on to say that the Mackenzie Goverument, between 1873-74
and 1878-79, only increased their expenditure by $1,139,065.
Now, Sir, if it were improper, and the Government had
acted extravagantly in increasing the expenditure to
M8Mß00,00, why is it thdt these hon. g$ët1bmen, when theyï

had control of the expenditure, and sustained b' a enormous
majority, went on recklessly- increasing the expenditure by
81,139,065 ? They should have been on their guard. Ilad
they desired to keep faith with the people, to keep their
pledges made to the electors, to act honestly and consis-
teltly, when they declared that $23,000,000 was too high an
expenditure, they should have reduced rather than have in-
creased that amount. But they did not do it, because party
exigencies stood in the way, and they were compelled to go
on and rapidly inerease that expenditure. But, says the hon.
gentleman, the debt has increased from $75,000,000 to
8108,000,000. He knows the cause of that increase as well as
Ican tell him. He knows that the subsidies to the Provinces
largely increased the debt, and the purchase of the North-
West Territory cost us $1,460,000, and these went to swell up
the expenditure and increase the debt. Now, let us see what
these gentlemen did immediately afterwards. They could
do just as they plea8ed, and had no person to restrain them
in their riotous expenditure. They increased the Public
Debt from $108,324,964 to $142,990,187, making an
average increase during five years of $6,933,044; and
during that time they only expended on Capital Account
$33,982,565. Now contrast their course during the five years
with that of the Conservative Administration which succeed-
ed them. They increased the debt from $142,990,157, in three
years, to $153,661,651, an average increase of $3,557,157
as against $6,933,044 by the Reform party. During that
time the hon. gentlemen now on the Treasury beiches ex-
pended $23,768,541 on Capital Account. But what did they
do besides ? They did what these hon. gentlemen pretended
they could do, and what the record shows they could not
possibly have done-they decreased the Public Debt last
year by $1,734,130. During the last year they expended,
on Capital Account, $7,351,052. That is a record that any
Government might be proud of, and which enables them to
boast that they have not added one dollar to the taxation of
the people. The hon. member for West Middlesex derelt
upon the ordinary expenditure of ths Government; butwe
have a test by which we.can judge of what that ordinaly
expenditure should be. We have it on.record, in a speech
made by Sir Richard Cartwright when Finance Minister, as
to what he considered should be the minimum amount of
the ordinary expenditure. I shall allude to that again pre-
sently. Now, let us examine this ordinary expenditure.
Take the last year of this Government, the ordinary ex-
penditure was $8,293,161. That, compared with the second
year of the Reform party in 1875-76, which was $8,569,774,
would leave a balance in favor of the present Government
of $276,613. But let me point to soinething furthe.. Dur-
ing the last year the expenditure on Indian account, which
the hon. member for South Brant justifies, arid justified a
few years ago, was in excess of that of 1875-76 by $907,089;
to which must be added the taking of the Cenous, costing
$242,480 in excess of the same charge in 1875-76, making
a total difforence between the two years of 81,426,082
in favor of the Conservative party. Now, we will take
the year which they call the starvation year of the Reform
party, when they felt that the handwriting was upon
the wall, when they felt that their extravagance and riotous
living were becoming known to the ople and who
would pass upon them a condemnatory Judgment on the
first occasion. They cut down every kind of expenditure
so that there was no efficiency in the public ervice, because
they knew right well that if the people found
out what they had been doing they would be sent
about their business. In that year 86,542,510 was the
amount expended. Now, if you add to that the difference
in the Census, $251,624; the difference in the expenditure
on account of Indians, $761,911; on Public Work,424,846 ;
Militia-which they starved during that year, as every
person knows-$154,675, we have a total of $1,593,056 of
ekceptional itens which wbre expended the lut fpar, and
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which should be added to their last year, and that would rty. As regards the ordinary controllable expenditure,
show a diference in their favor of only $157,595. That is the hon. Minister of Finance of the late Government, Sir
the starvation year. Now, if we take the last year, 1878-79, Richard Cartwright, laid down the rule that the expendi-
Of $6,941,577, and add to that the $252,671 for Census, ture for Civil Government must be at least $7,000,000. At
$694,087 for Indians, $409,577 for Public Works, making a page 19 of his Budget Speech, in 1878, Sir Richard Cart-
total of $1,356,335, you have a difference in favor of the wright says:
Conservative Government of 84,751. Now, the hon. gen- «gI wiIl be quite obvions that the balance of about $7,000,Oe
tleman boasts that the late Government decreased the which remainl at our disposai, is net only avery small field to exorcie
expenditure by $1,382,499-that is during the starvation any great economy, but la barely sufficient for the purpose we oxpeot te
time--and how did they do it? They struck out $106,348 di'charge therewith."
for Immigration, $200,000 for Militia, $812,408 for Public Again, on page 15 of his Budget Speech in 1814, the hon.
Works, $191,390 for Dominion Lands, $209,169 for Dominion gentleman says:
Police Force, Manitoba, $144,916 for Militia Stores, $69,330 19We wilI require for subsidie to Indiana and for contingentexpenses
for Collection of Revenue, and $39,470 for Census; or a total in North-West Territorie-I am putting these things at the minimum-
of $1,773,004, which they admit was a justifiable expenditure. ne less than $500,0002"
Any hon. member who looks at this record will see that the Sir Richard Cartwright goes on and gives an esti-
Government now occupying the Treasury benches have no mate of the amount required for the different Depart-
fear of a comparison, so far as the controllable expenditure monts. The following table will show this estimate and
is concerned. Let us examine a little further. We find the expenditures for 1881 and 1882, under the present Gev-
that the ordinary expenditure of the late Government for ernment.
the first three years that it was in power was $23,273,542,
and that for the first three years of the Conservatives, it was
$22,550,576, or a difference in their favor of $722,966. If
you also consider the immense amount which was expended wir R. a 1t-
by this Government in excess of that expended by the lateit
Government, on account of the Indians, the House will see
there is a difference in favor of the Conservative Government $
of 81,470,597. Let us see how these expenditures have been
going on and what have been the results attained. The hon. Legisation....................600)000 611,375 581,695
member for West Middlesex said something about extrava- Administration of Justice andPentetiaie .... ...... ...... 900,000 90,4 8531
gance in the Customs Department. Let us make a com- 0ini Government..............900,000 915,958 946,031
parison, and see how the two Governments compare as regards Marine, Ocean and River Service,
those Departments. In 1878-79, the cost of the Customs Lighthouses and Fisheries 900,000 985,906 953,31987971 hl tervnewsMilitia ................ ......... .... 1,050,000 667,000 772,811Department was $719,711, while the revenue wasPubliWorks................1,500,000 1,138,765 1,423,440
812,900,659 ; in 1881-82, the cost was $723,913, the revenue Immigration...................5007000 250812 253,061
being $21,581,570. The House will thus see that byexpend-1
ing $4,000 additional the Government were able to collect 6,500,000 5,504,593 5,922,381
almost $9,000,000 more than their predecessors. Take Indin ............... 500,000 805,097 1,183,414
Excise, and you find the same proportions exist. In 1878-79 it 7,000)00 6,389,690 7105e795
cost $211,064; revenue, $5,390,763. ln 1881-82 it cost $280,-
573; revenue, p5,894,850. We coye now to another itemcn l
which will show a very favorable comparison for the present The hon. meniber for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) wns very
Governient. I atm quite aware that bon. gentlemen oppo. strong on the question of cntigeacies. I do not wonder
site do net like comparisons to be made, but they are noces- at this, for it is a familiar subject with ihon. gentlemen
sary in order to place the facts in their proper light before opposite. I have alreay pointed to one of the items of
the people. We will, therefore, take the Post Office expen- entingencies in the Ontario Legislature. The bon. m m-
diture, and the on. member for West Middlesex seems t ber for South mBrant bas charged the Governmeexpct th
have some feeling against that Department. In 1873-74 having entered $800, being expenditure in connectien with
there was expended 81,387,270; 1878-79, $1,784,423, being the Geovernor-General's tnp, under an improper head,
an inereaSe of $407,153. The receipts in 1873-74 were namely, t Canadien Pacific Idglway, Bagle River section.
$1,139,973; in 1878-19, 81,172,418, being an increase of Whenho. gentlemen opposite talk about contingencies, it
832,445. Contrast this with the record of the Conservative is desirable teumake a comparison between the contingencies
party. The expenditure in 1878-79 was 81,784,423; in of the present Government and those of their predecessor.
1881-82, $1,980,561, beingz an increase of only 8196,144. The 0f course, the hon. member get off a little joke about the
receipta in 1878-79 were $1,112,418; in 1881-82, 81,587,888, hon. Minister of War; but I cau tell him that the difference
being an increase of $41 5,470, or over twelve times as much between this Government and the late Goverument is this:
during tiree years as their predecessors had obtained that the present Goverement enter ail charges
during five yers, while the expendmture for the same periad under proper heads, but the late Governmont, durng
wau 8211,009 legs.I will now take the Public Works its five years of administration, entered amounts under
Department, and I think the comparison will be strengly centingencies, personal expenses and petty dishursements.
in favor of the Conservative party. The expenditure in And what do we find ? During the five years th ey were in
1873-74 was *2,389,679; in 1878-79, $2,680,979, being an power; they spent 8874,727 fer cont-iigencies, or an average
increase of t281,300. The revenue in 1873-74 was of 8174,945; while during three years of the present Gov-
$1,509,915; in 1878-79, $1,863,149, being an increase of ennuient, including an estimatcd expeniture, for 1882-83, of
$353,234. Under the Conservative Government the expen- 8153,950, the total expenditure under this head was $640,260,
diture in 1878-79 was 82,680,979 ; in 1881-82, 82,893,512, or an average of $160,065, cempared with the $174,945 of
being an increase of $212,533. The revenue was, in 1878 19e their predecessorts. So whichever way you look at
81,863,149; in 1881-82, 82,11,e134, being an increase of every item you take up in the Public Accounts and make a
8848,985. Se that by an increaied expenditure of 8212e623, comparison, yen find that the balance is on the aide of the
the Government had been able te obtain an increased Conservative Government.1 challenge an investigati*n of
revenue of upwards of 8800,000. I have thug shown that this by the hon, gentleman (Mr. Charlton) who, ne doubt,
the comÎtrn is strOIl in favor of the Conisorvative will follow me, and who n oundirstand i another candidate on
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probation for the financial position of the other side of the lenged, during the last five years, of any consequence. I
House. Now, Sir, after having heard the speech of the hon. will tell them what they did. I have the record here of the
member for South Brant, and bis criticism on the expendi- motions made by these hon. gentlemen against the pro-
ture of the Government, I think that the House will come posed expenditure of the Goverument. Had they been
to the conclusion, that, as far as the expenditure during the desirous'of challenging these items and the expenditure,
last three years is concerned, he has not made out a case, they had an opportunity for doing so on the floor of this
that the verdict must be against him; and that he has not Ilouse; but the records of Parliament and the Hansardwill
properly and fairly laid before the House the figures as show that year after year the hon, Minister of Finance
they really are, and compared them as he should have done. brought down the Estimates for public works and buildings,
Now, Sir, we come to the Estimates of the hon. Minister and that not a single exception was taken, not a single item
of Finance. It must be satisfactory to the flouse and was objected to, except on the ground that it was too
country-and it is a peculiar satisfaction to the members small. Every year hon. gentlemen rose on the
of this side of the House- to know that the hon. Minister of other side and asked the Government to expend more
Finance could have laid before the House an exposition of money; and if that expenditure was excessive, why did they
our financial affairs in the manner he did an exhibit not seize the opportunity then to challenge these votes on
which the House and country must feel proud of, when the floor of this HBouse, and, in concurrence, to move amend-
they come to analyze it, see what it is, and look at the inves- mants? Did they do so? Let us see what they did do.
tigation and criticisms made by hon.gentlemen opposite. HIow The hon. member for West Middlesex took exception upon
does it stand ? Why, Sir, the hon. member for South Brant March 6, 1881, to the item of $300,000 for Dominion Lands,
has only complained of four items i the total expenditure and his resolution went on to show that it was wrong that
proposed for 1883-84. It is true, Sir, that the hon. member for any portion of this amount should be paid for publishing the
West Middlesex charged the Government with recklessness speeches of Sir Charles Tupper, Messrs. Plumb and White
in the proposed expenditure on several other items. Ihave (Cardwell), and others. Now, that was all the objection
already shown that his superior in office on the other side, which they made during that Session to the expenditure of
the gentleman who leads the Financial Department there, money, with one other exception: Mr. Mills, then member
has dcclared that these are justifiable. Now, what are the for Bothwell, moved to reduce the expenditure for the
items to which the hon. gentleman takes exception? That the Department of the Interior by $7,000. We thon find
item for Immigration is incrcaead by $358,263. Well, Sir, that, in 1880, on the 20th of April, Sir Richard Cartwright
during the past year we can point in this relation with some moved to reduce the item of Civil Government by 870,000,
results. We find that, in 1875, we obtained 1U,243 settlers and, on the day following, we find the hon. leader of the
at $14 a head; in 1876, 14,490, at $19 a head ; in 1877, Opposition moved to strike out $500 paid to Mr. Miall. On
13,323, at $12 a head; in 1878, 15,872, at 89.63 a head. May 4, 1880, the same hon. gentleman complained about
Now, Sir, there appears a remarkable change in the figures. $14,000 paid to Sir .Alexander Galt, but did not specifically
In 1879, when the Conservative Government was in power, challenge the item, and he did not say how much it was in
we secured 13,770 settlers, at $5.74 a head; in 1880, 27,554, at excess of what it ought to be; but, on the contrary, only
$6.50 a head; and, in 1881, 22,587, at only $6.32 a head, made a general charge against it. And I say it does not
and in 1882, 112,000 at $3.20 per head. Sir, that com- lie in the months of these hon. gentlemen now to stand up
parison, I think, is one which this House may feel proud in this flouse and find fault with expenditure which took
of; and I think that, after the criticism made by my place years ago, and which, when they had opportunity on
hon. friend, this House will see that he was unfortunate the floor of this House to challenge, the records of Parlia-
in the selection of this item. Why, Sir, says the hon. ment show they did net tove resolutions condemning il.
gentleman, what is the use of our expending moiey on We taka up the Publie Accouuts, and those hon. gentlemen
immigration? I recollect well, Sir, that these hon. gentle. make a great parade f briugiug dowu vouchers.
men, some years ago, declared that every immigrant who Tbay last Session challenged about $800 spent in pub-
came to this country was worth $1,000 in gold; but they lishing speeches; and hew far ihey will go this
forget that now. Immigrants are now not worth much; year in that direction we cannot yet tell. They have
and they do not care anything at all about immigration. orderad the particulars cf a large number of accounts,
They say that this House bas encouraged the Canadian but I imagine that wheu ihay investigate tbem, we wil
Pacific Railway Company, and is doing what that Com-hear nothiug more of île matter. Iu having thus deait with
pany ought to do. But I ask the House and country the figures concerningthe affaire of ibis Administration,
whether the expenditure of money in bringing immi- as discusscd by the hon. member for South Brant, I ihink
grants to the North-West is not adding to the revenues I can pase them ovar; and I ihiuk ilat this House will ba
of the Dominion. But a few years ago the bon. leader of satisfied ihat, in intesiigating thc items te which I hava
the Opposition, and every one who then spoke on that sida directcd attention, the criticisme of the hou. mamber
of the House, declared that the land in the North-West for West Middlesex was neither fair uer just. Sir, I do
was not worth having, and that it was not worth $1 an not desire te enter fuhly jute île question Of the
acre; but, to-day, it is worth from $3 50 to $4 an acre National Policy, simply because il is a threadbare subjeet.
according to their own statements. What brought this about? I think that île discussion cf Ibis malter by the bon.
Why, the encouragement of immigration and the building Finance Minisier, and hie able exposition of the condition
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway; and it is absurd to say of affaire, aud île criticism et'the lon. member for Card-
we can expect the Railway Company, in the short space of wcll (Mr. Whie) upon the speech cf the hon. membar for
one year, to bring immigrants to that country, while the Seuil Brant (Mr. Paterson), are sufficient te satisfy the
road is not yet built; but the time will come when they fouse that the National Policy ]e a poicy in tle right
will ne doubt tn their efforts in that direction. The lieuse direction. They on. member for SoutI Bant bas declared
sud country will witbout question bc satisfied witî tle that while the country e prespering, it , jntoe ly te go t
expenditure of ibis amount cf moncy by tle Goverume mt, the dogs by reasn f certain failures whin I arectaking
supplemeted by île Canadian Pacifie Railway CTmpany, place in sa tepartse cf the Dominion.The hon, pentleman
as money expauded in the right direction. New, Sir, i is isplaying a r e which is familiar te hinelf sud lis party.
ratIer refreshing te heur theso gentlemen talkiig about tle W ine thae country is pro-perous they areccontiualhly pro-
expenditure of the iset few years, and aiseabout the pro- r dicting disasters. Ticy are neyer satisfiedmhey neyer eel
peosed expenditure during the next year. 1 would like te at home unless they are prphecying thatîle emuntry ei

ow, Sir, if they eau point to any item that tIey chaI-going th inh doginesnother favorite rot with Im ate
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compare this country disadvantageous1y with the United
Statds. They seem to desire to belittle their own country
and elevate the United States at the expense of Canada.
The hon member for South Brant said in his speech a few
days ago:

" This country will, as I have said, pass through a period of strin-
gency and trade depression as well as of prosperity, and I venture to
prophecy that in two years from now, the hon. Minister, if he still
retains his position se hon. -Minister of Finance, will find that he will
be compelled to offer apologies; he will explain how this factory and
that factory was closed ; how wages in this department were lowered,
and how it occurs that the exports have declined. I believe this, and I
am confirmed in my views by writers in commercial journals, equally
well informed with the hon. Finance Mi-iister. And then we, on this
side of the House, will have the satisfaction of knowing that though we
may have had to wait a few years, till a period of trial came round, yet
it was bound to come at last."

What a satisfaction and glorification it is for a Canadian-
a man who boasts that he is a native of this country-to be
able to prophecy that the country will go to the dogs in
two years. Is'that not true patriotism with a vengeance ?
That has been their policy from beginning to end-one day
the hon. member for Norfolk and the hon. member for
South Brant are preaching Protection, and the next day
they develop into out-and-out Free tra lers. These hon.
gentlemen, a few years ago, were the great protectionist
exponents of this Dominion. They educated the people on
that point, and so keen was the hon. member for South
Brant in favor of Protection, that-I will not say for
personal reasons, although ho did point out the fact
that he himself bad been benefited by the taxation of
certain articles-be admitted that he ctild not have been
eleoctel if he bad not expressed himself in favor of Protec-
tion. He used the following language on the floor of this
House, as reported in Iansard of 1876 :_

"At my last election, when my opponeunts told them that they need
not expect any Protection from the Reform Government, I had to assure
them that whenever this subject came up in the flouse I would raise
my voice in their behalf, and I think it is hardly possible that the duty
on wheat will give increased prices."

He has repeatedly declared that that policy would be a wise
one which would prevent this country being a slaughter
market for foreign goods. I wish to point out to the louse
hbw correctly one h n gentleman's prophecy a. regards4 the
effect of the National Policy on one portion of the Dominion
has been fulfilled. The hon. membor for South Brant in
speaking on the motion for a Committee on depression of
trade, used this language: •

"Protection does not mean Ontario interests at the sacrifice of the
interests of the Maritime Provinces. It is to stimulate the manufactures
of the Dominion, irrespective of Pravinces; but, if any part of Oanada
eould now successfully compete in our markets, I think it is Nova
Scotia or New Brunswick, from the fact that they have coal and iron
lying side by aide. They would be able tg manufacture cheaply, and
compete with Ontario. What is te prevent Halifax, under a Protective
Tarif, having its manufactures?"

I wish now to point ont the result of the operation of that
polic eso far as these Provinces are concerned. That result
las been to create an inter-provincial trade as will be shown
by the following figures:-In 1878 the Maritime Provinces
imported $17,948,699, and, in 1882, $15,707,211, or a decrease
amounting to $2,241,488. In 1878, these Provinces imported
from the United States $7,818,203; in 1882, $5,151,036, or
a decrease of $2,667,167. I suppose these Provinces con-
sume as much now as formerly, but these figures show that
instead of consuming American goode they are importing
from the other Provinces of-the.Dominion. In 1878, there
was imported into Nova Scotia, $405,633 worth of flour
from the United States, and, in 1882, only $12,059. There
was imported into New Brunswick, in 1878, 8336,7221
worth ; and, in 1882, $46,503 worth. Prince Edward1
Island imported $50,536 worth in 1878, and only $4,2021
worth in 1882. Take next, Sir, the item of oatmeal, of
which, I believe, those gentlemen are partioularly f"d.

Mr. RYKEl.R

Nova Scotia imported $4,386 worth in 18178, and only $372
worth in 1882; New Brunswick, $1,514 worth in 1878, and
only $7 worth in 1882; while Prince Edward Island,
which had imported $456 worth in 1878, imported none last
year. So that it will be seen that the effect of the National
Policy has been to stimulate the industries-of the Dominion,
and thereby to encourage trade between the differont Pro-
vinces. The hon. member for South Brant has ridiculed
the idea that the farmers have been benefited by the
National Policy. Let me give him solne figures which will
prove the contrary. In 1878, there were imported for home
consumption goods which the farmer produces amnounting
to $14,135,651. In 1882, there we-e imported only
$3,143,111 worth, a difference in favor of the farmers of
Canada of $10,992,480. I think it will not be denied that
these figures are very significant, and that they speak
volumes in favor of the National Policy. Let me refer,
however, to another industry, and that is the cotton trade.
I flnd that, in 1878-as pointed ont by the hon. Finance
Minister, and referred to by the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. White), but a good story maybe twice told-there were
imported of manufactured cottons, $10,182,134 worth, and of
raw cottons, 2,444,210 lbs. In 1873, there were imported
$10,076,214 worth, and of raw cottons, 2,752,042 lbs.
It goes on increasing on one aide and decreasing on the
other until at last, in 1882, we find that the manufacture of
cotton imported into Canada amounted to $4,674,000, against
$10,000,000 in 1872, and that the importation of raw cotten
amounted to 19,OC0,000 lbs., against 2,000,000 lbs. in 1872.
These are facts which speak volumes. Now, Sir, let me point
out another significant fact, of which I have some knowledge
myself. We have beeu told repeatedly that this policy has
not benefited the manufacturera. I can point to my
own city, where I find that in two yeats three of our large
manufacturers increased the number of men employed by
them as follows :-The Welland Vale Works, from 45 mon
to 155; the knifefactory, from 55 men to 143; and the saw
factory, from 30 mon to 60. These figures speak for them-
selves; and the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals is
appealed to daily by persons who wish to get water power
along the Welland Canal for manufacturing purposes. Now,
I wish to say a few words in reply to rmy hon. friend from
Suuth Brant (Mi. Paterson). He says that we have no
right to charge him with being unpatriotie. Well, I take
his speech, lu which he says he desires to see the country
go to the dogs in two years, and upon that have a right to
charge him with being unpatriotic. I suppose it is un-
patriotic to cry the country down and injure its credit
abroad. He says the effeot of the National Policy has been
to croate disaster in the country, and that we have failures
by the score. He is a wholesale man, and I would like to
ask him if failures have not been impending over these
men for years. They have endeavored to do too much
business, and the result is that some of them have failed;
but I do not know where the scores or dozens are. Now,
the hon. member for West Middlesex has ventured to pro-
phecy a little in this House. He made a prophecy a few
years ago, when the hon gentlemen on this side of the
flouse were sitting in the cold shades of Opposition. On
that occasion he said:

" He ventured to »ay if they remained in opposition for a quarter of a
century, as it *as probable they would, they would have so practiced
and studied the principles cf eaonomy Sa ta ha a guarantee of the
careful management o ccountry for aIl time te caiîe."

We are now able to appreciate the value of that prophecy.
The hon. gentleman prophesied a little to-nighb. fÎe said
that the day for success was passed, and ho prophesied that
the people would see in a short time the full effects of the
National Policy, and would turn the Gevernment ont of
power. Well, let me draw the hon. gentleman's attention
to a little speech which he made at tireI lgt S6ésion of
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Parliament. He was very fond of prophecies then. Speak-
ing on the Budget of that year, he said:

" The hon. gentleman may say that, in calling attention to this
increased expenditure, we are diverting attention from the National
Policy ; but I tell hon. gentlemen opposite that we are not afraid to
meet them, either on the National Policy or any other issue for which
they hold themselves responsible. Whether it be the National Policy,
the increased expenditure, or the redistribution of seats, we have no
hesitation in saying, here or elsewhere, that when the day of reckoning
cotnes, the number of mon from the other aide of the House who will
return here to give an account of the battle will be small indeed.
Defeat is written on the faces of these hon. gentlemen. Why all these
attempts to bolster up a failing cause ? Why the resort to aIl these
expedients so well known to hon. gentlemen opposite, in order to
strengthen their candidates in the varions constituencies, were it not
for the fact that hon. gentlemen know right well tbat the country will
repudiate them and their policy they have advocated for the last five
years."

Well, Sir, the country bas had the benefit of the experience
of hon. gentlemen opposite, and what bas been the result ?
We saw them assume the Treasury benches in 1873, with
the Treasury full to overflowing; we saw burpluses turning
into deficits during their Administration; we saw them
leaving office and leaving increased deficits behind them;
and after four years of criticism of hon. gentlemen at
present in power, they went to the country last June. And
what is the result? There is the result-they sit in the
cold shades of Opposition, where I have no doubt they will
remain for a good many years to come. Now, Sir, I do
not propose to occupy the time of the House much longer.
The country has passed its judgment upon the National
Policy. If that judgment amounts to anything, if that
verdict be a correct verdict-and I venture to say that the
verdict of the people must be a correct verdict-hon. gontle-
mon should stand up here and do ail they can to aid the
Government in carrying out the policy which is acceptable
to the people. I, as a supporter ofthe Government, having
heard the policy of the Government propounded by the hon.
Finance Minister, knowing that that policy is acceptable to
the people, and knowing that the practical effect of that
policy bas been to develop the great North-West Terri-
tories and to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and to
cement the bonds which bind this great Confederation
together-I feel myself in duty bound to give my support
to the policy of the Government, believing it to be in the
best interests of the people.

Mr. RINFRET (Translation). When the hon. Minister
of Finance made his financial exposé the other day, he
was cheered by his supporters in this House as a messenger
with good news. I must confess that, whilst I do not agree
with his political opinions, lie spoke very eloquently of the
prosperity which we enjoy in Canada, of the prosperity
which he assumed ho spread with a benevolent band ail
over the country, and also of the gratitude of the people, as
manifested in the popular verdict of the 20th June, 1882.
The hon. members on the right joined in the chorus, and
repeated on ail sides that the protection accorded by our
Tarif was one of the causes of this prosperity; they added
that another cause was the policy adopted by the Govern-
ment in the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway.
Notwithstaoding is customary modesty, the hon. Finance
Minister could not avoid saying and repeating in his speech
that ho had proved his wisdom and foresight, and that his
colleagues had that comprehensiveness of mind which dis-
tinguishes statesmen. It appears that in politics it is some-
what permissible to compliment one's self when we are
certain to have well deserved praise, and that it will be
also accorded by others. lowever it may be, I regret I
cannot join in concert with the praises which the hon.
Ministers and their friends indulge in the matter of their
policy. I rejoice, in common with them, and every man
who loves his country ought to rejoice, at the prosperity
which Canada enjoys. But I have no hesitation in saying

hat the Goverument has not the slightest reason to attri-

bute to itself the merit of this prosperity, and that it has
been proved on several occasions that it is due, and must be
attributed to, entirely different causes than those alleged by
those who occupy the Treast ry benches. I think I will be
able to establish, Mr. Speaker, that the policy of the pre-
sent Government on the Tariff and in the matter of the
construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway has not only
not rendered the country prosperous, but has even been
less advantageous to the country than that policy pro-
pounded during the last three Sessions by the hon. member
for West Durham. It is a fact, which is admitted by ali
those who know history, that there are years of abundance
and years of distress in the best governed countries,
depending in a speciat manner on good or bad harvests,
over which Governments have no control whatever. In
the commercial world there are years of depression, or
crises, succeeding years of prosperity. There is a some-
what direct relation between years of scarcity and years of
crises, as there is between years of abundance and years
of commercial prosperity. But this movement of expansion
and depression, which in certain years may attain extreme
limits, is no more controllable than the rising and subsiding
of the sea. The most experienced nations in the world in
commercial matters-England and the United States-who
are antipodes on the question of Tariffs, have passed through
a crisis, and e joy to-day great commercial prosperity.
But it never occurred to the statesmon of either of
these great countries to attribute either the prosperity
or depression which succeeded one another in their
respective countries, as well as in Canada, to their Tariff.
Here, Mr. Speaker, the public has been greatly hum-
bugged with these questions of crisis and Tariff. But
I have too much confidence in the wisdom of those who
govern us to suppose that they are really convinced that
by any legislation they can at their will give us abundance
or scarcity, and change, by a turn of the hand, the
most severe crisis into commercial prosperity. It is easy,
after five years of experience, to calculate what has been
the general resuit of the National Policy in the niatter of
the prosperity of the country. According to the last Report
of the hon. Minister of Oustoms we see that the 'Tariff
has Lad very httle ifluncue on our imports, which aire
iucreasing at a rate which alarma our business men. Our
exports are also greater during the last few years. But
this increase doos not exist except for the products of the
forest and for our agricultural products on which the Tariff
exorcises no influence whatever. lt is also as clear as pos-
sible for any impartial mind that the real resources of the
country, our agriculture, our timber, and navigation, have
not received any development by the present policy of the
Government, and that the only effect of the Tariff bas been
to benetit the manufacturers of the country. I have already
had occasion to prove in this Chamber that this discrimi-
nating protection to the manufacturers is at the expense of
the rest of the population. So that the Government, by its
Tariff, has only succeeded in changing the distribution of
the fortunes of the public. If itl has, by certain privileges
accorded to them, been able to enrich one class by impover-
ishing another class of the people, I defy any to prove that
it lias, by a single cent, contributed to the general wealth
of the country. A country really rich, Mr. Speaker, is not
one which contains a great number of millionaires and
powerful corporations, in contrast to the poverty which
lies aide by side with them,but is where the public wealth is
more equally divided ; it is where a country possessing a
certain number ofrich and poor according to the immutable
laws of God, the rich are comparatively less rich and the
poor less poor. A well governed country is not one which
legalizes monopolies, despising the rights of the
people, as waa formerly practiced under the reign
of Queen Elizabeth of England, and as is practiced to a cer-
tain extent in Canada; it is where the rights of each au4
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every one is respected, and where favoritism is excluded. I
am one of those who believe that the first duty imposed on
a Government is to hold in thoir hands the scales of justice
evenly, so that neither one side nor the other may be over-
balanced by favoritism. Favoritism and corruption are the
breakers of those who govern, and all legislation is danger-
ous the moment you open the door to cither of these politi-
cal plagues. I will not deny that the position of those who
govern is often difficult and thorny. To retain power they
endeavor to conciliate' the influence of powerful corpora-
tions, and of associations or influential classes, and for this
purpose they are led into temptation to make one side of
the balance go down. The Tariff is a terrible weapon in
the hands of a Goverriment who might wish to avail them-
selves of the assistance of manufacturing companies or
other powerfu[ corporations in times of election. We can
easily understand that these gentlemen cannot do otherwise
than recognize the privileges given to them, and cannot do
otherwise than lend a strong holping hand to the Govern-
ment which has showed itself so generous in their behalf.
It is a striking fact that the policy of the Government
favors the rich and powerful corporations at the expense of
the poor and uninfluential classes. I do not accuse the
Government of acting thus corruptly. But I cannot help
realizing this fact as a great injustice which must strike the
eye, and which has certainly the effect, if not the object to
conciliate powerful influences for the Government so useful
in times of election. There is nut a member of this honor-
able Hlouse who can maintain here that the present Tariff
distributes equally the burdens and the wealth in the differ-
ent classes of society. What have we, as a matter of fact,i
observed in the last four or five years ? We have seen spring1
into existence as if by enchantment under tho presenti
Tariff colossal fortunes. Manufacturers of all kinds have be-
come millionaires, whilst the workingmen and the farmers1
are fiying from Canada by thousands as an ungrateful coun-i
try. These are the elements of this state of affairs which arei
called, perhaps on one side, the unnatural rapid enrichment1
of certain large corporations and some muaufacturing com-i
panies which accumulate millions on millions, and on the1
other side there is an alarming emigration of the working(
and agricultural population. It is painful to admit, but its
is the truth. Although the taxes paid by the agriculturali
classes are much greater since than before the passage ofi
the Tariff, the cereals and other products of the farm, with1
the exception of wheat, are sold cheaper than they were inc
preceding years. This clearly proves that the Tariff hasc
been unfavorable to the farmers. I will take the libertyt
of reading to the House a list taken from the Monetaryc
Times containing the average price for the products of thet
farm on the Montreal market in the months of June andt
November of each yearfrom 1874 to 1-78 inclusive, and from1
1879 to 1882:

Prom 1874 Prom 1879 î
to 1878. to 1882. t

ÂvYerage price of
ed Winter Wheat.................. $1.12
Oats... ........... 40J
Barley. ........................ ................. 75

Peau................ . ...... ~ 
Botter ...... ~.~. 20j
(iheege ..................... .......- Ili
Pork. .................... . ... . ........... 6.75
Beef. ......... ..........-.... •...- 500
W ool ..-........ ..... .............................. 30

$1.26
37
78
88
11

6.00
4 80
22J

We see by this comparison that the agricultural produots,
except wheat, sold higher from 1874 to 1878 than from that
epoch to 1882. It is a fact, however, which no one eau
deny, that money is more abundant to day than it was
several years ago among the farmers, and that property for
the last three or four years is depreciated. This abundance
of money may be attributed to several causes: First, to
the good harvests, which have produeed large revenues
ince 1879, althoughi te average prie' ha not been so high

~,jus kuaz!.

for farm products; second, to the improved state of the
lumber market; third, to the enormous amount of Ameri-
can money which is circulating in the country and which
comes from our emigrated countrymen. This is what the
French Canadian farmers who are in debt do. They go to
the United States with their families to work in the factories,
and there at the sacrifice of their health and sometimes of
their lives they gain large salaries which serve to pay their
debts or discharge their mortgages. This last is the princi-
pal source whence comes the surplus money now in circula-
tion among the Canadian farmers. It has been many times
proved that the policy of the hon. gentlemen on the right
could not have benefited the lumber interest, but on the
contrary is injurious to it. It is useless to say that it can-
not influence our harvests. So that if it in any manner has
contributed to render money more abundant in the country,
it has been increasing the emigration of our countrymen to
the United States. But 1 say without fear of being mis-
taken, that it is not the manufacturers of Canada who
enrich our fellow countrymen. It is not they who directly
or indirectly contribute a single cent to the general
prosperity of the country. They do not give their work-
men sufficient wages for that. It is not that I wish to
reproach them, they are business men and they have but
one anxiety-to increase their profits. But I say that the
law which gives a protection of from 80 to 40 per cent. to
certain-manufacturers, which permits them to double their
capital within two or three years, is an atrocious law and
unwortby of any civilized country, whilst it at the same
time realizes its inability to increase a single cent the wages
of the workmen employed in their manufactories. Thus we
have the following strange result: Certain manufacturers
can sell their goods 30 to 40 per cent. dearer than American
manufacturers and at the same time pay 20 to 25 per cent.
less for the wages of the workmen. The salaries of those
who work in Canada as in all other countries in the world
is regulated by the supply and demand. The work is pro.
portionately dear as the demand is greater and vice versa, no
indirect legislation can increase or lower the price of labor.
But it is not the same with regard to the revenue of the
capitalists. Capital can to a great extent be protected by
special legislation. In order to do that all thatis necessary
is to prevent foreign competition against industries in
which their capital is invested under a Protective Tarif.
Nor does it follow that since we cannot protect labor, we
ought not to protect capital. I will not go so far as to
contend for that. Everyone is agreed that it is good policy
to favor, to a certain extent, the investment. of capital in
certain industries. The only difference which exists be-
tween the Liberal party and the Conservative party is as
to the degree of protection which should be accorded. In
1878 there was a General Tariff of 17J per cent. on cottons
and woollen goods. If we add to that the eost of transport,
insurance, &c., we have a duty of about 25 per cent. on
the value of the article between the place of manufacture
and the place of sale. This 25 per cent. is a considerable
protection, if we take into consideration the low price of
manual labor in our Canadian manufactories as compared
with the American. But the protection to capital becomes
unjust when it rises to 40 or 50 per cent., including in the
same the charges of transportation and insurance. It be-
comes oppressive for the workingmen, who, whilst not re-
eiving larger salaries, are obliged as consumers to pay
more for what they buy. It becomes oppressive to the
farmers, who derive no compensation by the sale of their
products. The actual state of the market for cereals and
products of all kinds clearly establishes that the prosent
[ariff cannot in any manner raise the price of their products.
[hey have, indeed, during the last few months, experienced
a considerable decline, notwithstanding the prosperityeof
>ur manufactures, of the lumber trade, and the commercial
ffairs of the ountry in general. I must congratulate the
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hon. Ministers on the good idea which they conceived, not
in the interest of the country but in the intereat of their
party, in bringing on the elections one year before the time
fixed for the expiration of Parliament, and a few months
only before the falsity of their contentions on the subject
of the sale of agricultural products was made evident by
facts such as we are in possession oT to-day. A remarkable
fact, and one which clearly establishes that the imposition
of a duty on grain is not advantageous to the agricultural
population, is that from 1874 to 1878 the price of grain and
cereals was dearer in Canada than in the United States.
The contrary is the case since the passage of the Tariff.
The price of grain, since thon, has been invariably lower
here than in the neighboring iRepublic. The duty on grain
ought to be taken off, not only because it does not protect
the agricultural class, but beeause it is injurious to it and be-
cause it is a source of embarrassment and difficulty to thegrain
dealers in the country. It is much to be regretted that the
Government pay no attention to the complaints which come
from ail parts of the country against the imposition of
duties on grain. There are a number of other changes
which should be made and which have been proved in this
louse by judicious calculations. It is true that in each

season since 1879 there bas been certain readjustments-
certain duties have been increased, others diminished, on
certain articles the duties have been taken off altogether.
But these changes do not satisfy public opinion. It was
somothing more than an ordinany farce to hear at the last
Election the noise made by the Conservative speakers be-
cause the Government had taken off the taxes on tea
and coffee and some other items of trivial importance, and
at the same tine by a singular cotradiction which exists
only among our opponents on the principle of an entire
absence of political principles they applaud their party which
imposed them a few years ago. We remember that all the
taxes, those on tea and coffee as well as the taxes on flour,
coal, coal-oil, &c., had only been introduced to protect the
people of Canada. To-day we take off these taxes on tea
and coffee and some other articles. Why ? The answer is
very simple, to again protect the people of Canada. It is
necessary to have a little anore than ordinary cheek to
swallow all that. For the same reason the hon. Minister
takes off, this year, taxes on a certain number of articles. I
will not consider in detail the merits of these changes.
For the present I wili content myself with observing that
I find very strange the pretensions of the hon. Minister of
Finance. According to bis statements he is always protect-
ing the people-first in imposing the taxes, and then in
taking them off or in making them disappear entirely. There
was an old man who did the same thing, but with a great
deaI more candor. One day one of bis children came home
to ask his benediction; it was on the morning of New
Year's Day. For what reason I do not know, but the father
and son were not on amicable terms. "Go away," said the old
man; "not only I will not give you my benediction this
year, but I wiil take away that which I gave you for the
past previous years." The hon. Minister ofFinance is wrong
in not admitting that, in abolishing certain taxes he is
Vaking away the blessings he bestowed on them so
liberally by the Tariff of 1879. The hon Minister made
some remarks about the large surplus of the year ending
on the last day of June ult. and which amounted to over
$6,000,000. If I well understood the nature of bis speech,
a superabundance of good things may sometimes be
injurious. If there is one man in the Chamber who thinks
little of the millions which make up the surplus it is cer-
tainly the ion. Minister of Finance. These surpluses are
there as a solomn protest of bis errors of calculation, and of
his false prophecies. We have got these surpluse bocause
our importations have increased at an alarming rate, which
is attracting great attention among business men. These
importations cause an enormous balance of trade againstus. .
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Patriots, such as the hon. gentlemen who oceupy the
Treasury benchos, ought not to sleep in peae when they
remember that they always contended that tbe country
would be ruined if it continued to have the balanoe of
trade against it; but the great reason that should make hon.
gentlemen regret such large surpluses is the idea that there
is among the electors of Canada, men suffciently intelligent
to recognize the iniquity of such high taxes, such revolting
taxes, on such necessaries as light, fuel and bread.
It is the conviction that these numerous sums which
are accumulating in the Treasury, are only the pro-
duet of unjust legislation which presses heavily en
the people of Canada, and which oppress in a special
manner the workingmen, the farmers and the poorer
classes of soeiety. Another cause of prosperity, accord-
ing to the hon. membor from Cardwell (Mr.White), is the
policy adopted by the Government in the construction
of the Canadian Pacific Railway and the development of the
North-West. I will say very little in reply to this question
for the present, anticipating that it will come before the
House in another form before the end of the Session. I
think it is easy enough to establish the unsoundness of this
contention. It is only requisite for this purpose to place
side by side the policy of the two parties and to assign to
each its share of the responsibility. 'he policy of the Con.
servative party in the matter of the construction of the
Pacific Railway has undergone many important transforma-
tions from year to year since 1871, but especially during
the last four years. I will not in the least reproach them
with their change of policy, as the North-West is becoming
year by year botter known, that its lands are enhanced in
value, and that certain opinions, which had appeared in the
first instance reasonable, became absurd and practically
inapplicable. The policy of the Liberal party has experi-
enced certain changes ; but there is an important and
characteristic feature whicb has not been abandoned, that
is, not to augment the burdens of the people, and I do not
fear to say if the Liberal party had remaimd in power the
burdens on the country would not have increased a single
cent in the construction of the Pacifie Railway. The essen-
tial difference between the two parties is that the Conserva-
tive party was determined to go on with the work irrespec-
tive of the enormous bardens it imposed on the country;
whilst the Liberal party was disposed to advance more
cautiously in carrying out the promises made to the other
Provinces in 1871, that the burdens on the people would not
be increased. But it was said in certain parts of the country
at the last Elections, and it has been repeated in this House,
that we would not have constructed this road, and that the
country would not have profited from the great influx of
capital and the influx of emigration which this giganic work
bas induced. This was the argument which was employed
to justify the squandering of millions and millions of dollars
in British Columbia and on the north of Lake Superior,
without object or benefit for the country. I reply to this
objection in saying that there is not a man familiar with
the political history of the last few years who can do other-
wise than say that the man who did most to open up for
colonization the fertile plains of the North-West is the hon.
member from East York Mr. Mackenzie). It was le who
prepared the prosperous state which the North-Weet enjoys
to-day. By untiring industry which exhausted his strength,
the hon. member fron East York made a multitude of ex-
plorations which taught the emigrants the value of this
country. He made a map which is used to-day, and he
furnished an outlet for the products of this immense terri-
tory by the Pembina Branch. The work which has been
done since 1879 was rendered easy, and, to speak candidly,
there are many men who are not statesmen who would have
accomplished as much and in a much more efficient manner
than the present hon. Minister of Railways in the laft few
yOars. I do not hesitate to say that the vain boastings of
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hon. gentlemen on the right are not actually justified by the
facts. What would we have had to-day, Mr. Speaker, if the
policy of the Opposition had been followed? This is
an important matter to calculate. Let us see. The two
sections of British Columbia would not be under con-
struction at the present time and would be delayed for an
indefinite number of years, and by this means obligations
to the extent of 850,000,000 would have been saved to the
country. But the construction across the prairies of the
North-West would have been going on the same as to-day,
either by a Syndicate or under the immediate supervision
of the Government. The lande would be sold as they are
to-day ;- we would have the same number of emigrants; in
a word, we would have all the same advantages. Where,
in fact, go the emigrants, apart from the Chinese ?
To British Columbia, to the north shores of Lake Superior
or to the prairies? It is well known by every one that the
prairies are the only place to which there is any emigration.
The actual facts prove that the Government has adopted a
false policy in increasing by $40,000,600 or $50,000,000, in
money and lands the obligations of Canada for the construc-
tion of the two sections north of Lake Superior and in
British Columbia, which it ought to have postponed to a
later date, as they are not at alil required neither for the
necessity of colonization nor for the general interests of
Canada. But this is not all. The lands given as a bonus
to the Syndicate sell to-day four or five times as high as the
price given to the flouse by the hon. Minister of Railways.
In constructing, in the first instance, the Prairie Section
and in not giving out at once the whole work of the road,
the Government would have profited by the increase in the
price of the lands, and it is also as evident as possible to
any man who is not prejudiced, that the two other sections
which I have just mentioned would have been constructed
by a land bonus, somewhat similar to that which we give
to-day and without any money bonus. The Government
would have thus saved in the public debt several millions
of dollars, and we would have had the same number of
emigrants and the same advantages for the North-West and
for the rest of Canada. I think I have proved that the
present prosperity does not exist in Canada as a consequence
of the policy of the hon. gentlemen on the right, but owing
to causes entirely beyond their control. It is to Providence
that we owe this prosperity, as the hon. member from
South Brant (Mr. Paterson) so clearly proved. It has been
given to us whilst these hon. gentlemen are in power, not-
withstanding all kinds of errors which they have committed,
notwithstanding the injustice which they have committed
in the imposition of the Customs duties. I will only
make a few remarks, Mr. Speaker, on the public ex-
penditure and on the Estimates which have been sub-
mitted to the House for the year commencing on the
first of July, 1883. The administration of the public
affairs is an important point to consider in the judgment
which we must pronouce on those who govern the country.
It is an old saying, that good accounts make good friends. 1
must confess that I do not find the administration of the
hon. gentlemen on the right, perfect enough to extend to
them my political sympathy. I will endeavor at all times
to be just to them, and not to judge their acts more severe
than is proper. We must bear in mind that governments
are the great points of attraction for solicitors and office-
seekers of all kinds, who make the country pay dearly at
times for the services which they may have rendered to their
party during the elections. Some demand positions, some
wharves, some public buildings, favors, in a word, of all kinds.
And I am sure that many a Minister, after having yielded
without sufficient resistance, bas often repeated this famous
saying : "Lord, save me from my friends." This first con-
sideration will be important. We must, moreover, make
allowance for the surplus population, aggrandisement of
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territory, everything, in a word, which can justify any in-
crease of the public revenue. After allowing everything
that is proper to allow for that, I do not hesitate to say
that the public expenditure is increasing at a mosf alarming
rate, and with a rapidity which not even the alarmists would
have dreamt of when the Conservatives succeeded to power
in 1878. In 1878 the expenditure rose to $23,503,000, which
was an increase of $185,000 on that of 1874. These $185,-
000 constitute the sole increase in the public expenditure
for which the Mackenzie Administration was responsible
during the time it was in power. Since that time the
public expenditure has increased at the rate of $1,000,000 a
year on an average, as the following table will indicate :-

1877-78. 1878-79. 1879-80. 1880-81.

$23,503,158. $24,455,634. $25,850,634. $25,502,544.

1881-82.

$27,067,103.

For the Estimates of 1883.84, the enormous sum of $29,961,-
989 is asked, which is an increase of 56,458,851, in six
years, over the expenditure of 1878. I will only enter into
details in the matter of expenditure which is entirely under
the control of the Government, as I do not wish to occupy
at too great length the attention of the Chamber. The first
item on the list is Civil Service. The sums voted for Civil
Service ought not to be voted except on most careful
examination, not only because the Civil Service absorbs
each year a considerable sum, but because the nominations
of public officials may afford opportunity for favoritism
to the Government. Il it is just, Mr. Speaker, to properly
recompense, according to the nature of the service and the
position which one occupies, every employé who performs
his duty, it is unjust on the other band that there should be
in the public service, men who live, doing nothing, at the
expense of the rest of the population, and thereby receive
the reward for the services which they may have rendered
during the elections. There is in the offices of the Govern-
ment a considerable increase in the number of public
employés, which has not been approved of by the Civil
Service Commission norjustified by the hon. Ministers. We
have the right to suppose, Mr. Speaker, that a certain num-
ber of employés would not be in the service of the Govern-
ment without the favoritism of the hon. Ministers for
those who support them. The expenses for Civil Service
in 1878, were $823,369.80, which shows a reduction of
$60,000 effected by the Liberal party during the time they
were in power. The amount paid in the year 1881-82
according to the Public Accounts, was $946,031.65, showing
an enormous increase of $123,000. For the year 1883-84,
$1,109,100, or an increase of$285,731, over 1878 is asked. The
second item is the Administration of Justice, in which the
expenses amounted to $564,020 in 1877-78, and $581,695 in
1882, and in the BEtimates now submitted $621,765 is asked.
The hon. Minister of Finance bas certainly given
sufficient reasons to justify such an increase in the Depart-
ment of Justice. An important economy which was
solemnly promised at the elections in 1878 was the aboli-
tion of the Supreme Court. Its abolition was demanded, in
the first instance, as a matter of economy, and secondly,
because it was not as at present constituted a -competent
tribunal in civil actions in the Province of Quebec. The
Supreme Court bas been subjected to a regular attack during
each Session of the Parilament. Al the manouvres,
attacks, and remedies resulted in nothing. The Supreme
Court is- still in existences and it is evident that
no change will be made in its constitution to
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satisfy the demands of the • Province of Quebec. from 1877-78, and 1881-82, and also the Estimates for
If the Supreme Court is a useful tribunal and it is important 1883-84.
to maintain it, I would like to ask why such an attack was
made on it. But this tribunal has been attacked not only
by ordinary members, but by gentlemen who to-day occupy 1877-78. 188182.
seats on the Treasury benches. If, on the contrary, it is a
tribunal which does not render justice to the country, and
which should not be maintained, then, I do not see whyciilS .8 0I
hon. members on the right have not abolished it, and have Se **c.180,6980 9460258,19
thus carried out the promises which they made to the elec- SupernunatioJs sud Pe-*
tors of canada. Another item showing a considerable nion. .106$588 91, 18%000 00 293,385
increase, is that of the Department of Militia. The expen-Militia. .... 618,134 58 772,811 79 779,600incraseContingeucies........81,161 si 116,713 211 194,950
ditures under this heading were in 1878, $618,136.58; they Indians....421,503 66 1,183,414 40 875,949
were $772,811.79 in 1881-82. According to the Estimatea Post Office...........1,724,938 52 1,980,567 25 21238,310
just submitted, $779,600 is asked. I think the hon. Minister Public Works.......- 2,471,437 9012,891,512 92 89422e864
of Militia will have much difficulty in proving to the House Railwaysud Canais...>
that such 'an increase for the defence of the country is
necessary, when a few years ago we had not the least If we compare the total expendlture of .1878 with the Esti-
apprehension of danger in only expending about two-thirds mates asked for in 1883-84, we will obaerve a difference of
of that amount. But I desire to draw the attention of this $6,458,831, or 26 per cent. in five yeais, without eountin
House in a special manner, to the amount expended in 1881- the Supplementary Estimatea, which will be aubmitted, and
82 for the maintenance of the Military College of Kinga. which will amount to several hundred thousand dollars.
ton. Jn 1871-78f it amounted to $30,113, and in 1882, to Mr. LANDRY (Tranalation). The hon. member sfas
$58,937, or nearly double. The Mackenzie Governmentaadttth nraelteepedurwa860,00
was formcrly reproached with the extravagance of main- sWill het teli n in h erhome tecoason?00,00
taining this establishiment at Kingaton, and especially Wl otl swt htya omkstecmaio
because this institution wa deemed entirely usele-s. We Mr. 1R8NFRET (Translation). With 1877-78. It is a
migbt, therefore, bave hoped that tbe Conservative party, very serions matter to realize such an increase on the pub-
ln succeeding to power, would have chopped down or lic expenditure, in view of the tact that many of the items
battered down this institution. But we eau formn some idea which make up this increase, are of such a nature that it
of the btability of the ideas and principles of the hon. gentle. will be difficuit te make anly reduction in them, in case of a
meu on the rigit', lu seeing that not only the Military CoUlege criais. To-day we have several millions surplus revenue;
at Kingston lias been maintained, but that also its expendi. but our Tariff la 80 constructed that these revenues may
ture ia double wiat it waa before. UIder the heading of Im- vary to a great extent, as wai.proved.. . the year 1879-80,
migration and Quarantine we expended lu1878, 8180,000; the last year of the criis and thnsfirat year of the opration
lu 1881-82, $253,000. Thia year $570,487 la asked. We of the Protoctive Tariff. Our revenues are not fixed; they
thus observe that the oxpenses of this Department have depeud to a great extent on the amount of our importations.
enormously lncreaaed. Lt la an admitted fact, that it la of I may not be blieved by hou, gentlemen on the other aide,
the greateHt importance to colonize the North-West as soon but I will venture an opinion that, lu the event of another
as possible. I regret, however, to see that so far the ex- crisis, our deficita will lo ais large as are our surpinses of
penses of colonization are noaî-ly ah charged to the Depart- to-day ; and I contend that is an unound argument
ruent of the Iiterior. It would heouoly riglit to make the which our opponients use when tluey speak of the surpî uses
SyndicatI bear a considerable part of this expenditure. whih they have to-day, as a justification for their extrava-
Wheu the différent clauses of the Syndicate centract were gance. Therefore, iMr. Speaker, notwitbstaudiug the ser-
discussed before the flouse, if' I rightly underatood hon, mous revenues which we have, I believe 1 will be doing my
Minlaters, it was distînotly understood that the Government duty as a member, in bsspeaking economy and prudence in
would ho relieved from part of the ceaI of immigration. The the administration of the public expenditure. f demire, Mr.
coutrary is the case to-day. 11u my opinion, a very impor- Speaker, before cloaing my remarka, to draw the attention
tant matter, and one lu whicli lon. Ministeraseem to take of the flouse te the appointment of Mr. Fabre, as special
very little interest, la the repatriation of our fellow-country- agent at Paris, with a salary of $ 2,000 per annum, and on
mon in the United States. It acemP to me a very lament- the services rendered by Sir A. T. Gat, as Pl..ipotentiary
able malter that the Government attach more attention te lu England, for the Goverument of Canada. The nomina-
attracting foreign immigration, iustead of tryiug te retain tien et'Mr. Fabre la of a peculiar character, and I wish te
our -native population at home, and repatiate our fellow- proteat againt it. Mr-. Fabre, about fonyearsalgo, was a
country mon lu the United States. The hon. members who journallat lu the Province of Quebse.fIe waa a member
occupied seats lu ibis flouse before 1878, said that one of of the Liboral party. lia paper obtaiued a large circula-
the planks of the Conservative party was the repatriation tien at the time of the Pacifie Scandai, owing te, the energy
of our countrymen lu tho United States. After five yeara with which ho laahed the Conservative Administration,
of trial, the î-csult of the policy of the hon, gentlemen on at that time wlien it liad the samnelion. membors as
the rightit jenet very appreciable on tluis important question. now comp ose the preseut Goverument. Ho thereby preved
Ne eue doubts that many would corne back te thia country that lie had ne confidence whatever ln the present hon.
if they had only the assistance which iese liberally given leaders of the Conservative party. During ail the time
te foreigu emigranta. Where are to-day the promises the, Liberal party was in power Mr. Fabre fougltitnl
of the past? I would like te hear during this discussion its ranks againat Protection aud lu favor of the Minis-
from eur political adversaies, what bas becomo of that terlal pelicy. Hie was appoiuted Senator by the Liberal
solicitude which they had for our fellow-couutrymen on party. Lu 1878, as seon as the Liberal party lest power,
ceming te power, and which now has vanished. I will aay a giadual change of opinion came over Mr. Fabre, as ap-
nothing more on the public expeuditure aud on the Esti- peared from the tonsoof lils journal L'Evenement. Six months
mates whicli have beau submitted, awaiting a more favor- afterwards the riglit-about-face was complote, and onIy one
able time te make my iutended remarks whou the flouse thing remained te be doue to calculate what recgntien lie
is in Commlttee on the Estimates. I wilL content myself lu would receive from gentlemen on the riglt. Emtime to
oomparing the most important items of publie expenditurej time since we saw ocoasional pickinge cither direotily or
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indirectly given to him or to his paper, and which amounted
to some thonsands of dollars. But to-day lie directly and in
the light of day has received his reward. If 1 protest
against the nomination of Mr. Fabre, I think it is time to
finish with these premiums which are offered for treason.
Many members will admit with me, that the noblest duty
devolving on the Government is to make disappear that
spirit of venality which destroys the formation of a public
opinion moral and disinterested in its nature and character.
The sum asked this year for Sir A. T. Gait, amounts to
several thousand dollars. It hli been proved clearly in the
last two Sessions, that the office of Plenipotentiary is one
which present political circumstances render unnecessary.
The presence of a Plenipotentiary in England has no object,
inasmuch as ail transactions between Canada and the other
countries of Europ is done through the intervention of the
British Ambassador. Ail the overtures so far made to
France and Spain have resulted in nothing, and evidontly
we cannot count on any conclusion of a Treaty as long as we
cannot negotiate directly with France. We remember that
the Quebec journals announced, a few months ago, the
customs reductions on ships from forty to two francs per ton;
but at the same time a bonus of $12 per ton, and $22 per
ton on the engines and steam machinery constructed in
France was given. These immense advantages more than
compensate for the reduction of the duties, and place us in a
much more disadvantageous position than we were in before
the reduction in the French Tariff. One conclusion this
House should corne to, and that isthat there is, niio reason for
retalingSir A. T. Galt, or any other Plenipotentiary, in
England, and that the sums deinanded for this item, besides
being high, should not be voted as they are entirely useless.
I regret that the hon. Minister of Finance has made no
allusion to a subject which should occupy a large part of
this Budget address; I refer to the making of a Commercial
Treaty between Canada and the United States. I do not
think I should close my addrees without making some
allusion to it. Several opinions have been expressed -in
this House as to thé best means of encouraging our mineral
industries and manufactures. There may be some differ-
once as to the best means to adopt to encourage these last
two industries, but I do not hesitate to say that there can
be only one opinion as to the best means to adopt to pro-
tect our agricultural classes. If we could make ail party
feeling disappear from those who are engaged in politica
and who have studied the events of th' last twenty-five
years, I do not think that one farmer could be found who
would not be in favor -of the free interchiange of agricultural
product with the United States and in favor of a Treaty of
Reciprocity with our neigh bors. There is no doubt that the
removal of the duties from agricultural produce would be
of great benefit to the farmers of the country. We gain
doubly thereby; first by the sale of our products, and,
secondly, by the purchase of foreign products. Our exports to
the United States amounted, for the year 1882, to about
$ 11,000,000, for what is termed animals and their products,
which includes horses, horned cattle, sheep, poultry, butter,
cheese, eggs, undressed skins, wool, furs, &c. Under' the
head of agricultural products, embracing barley, wheat,
oats, peas, rye, beans, hay, potatoes, malt, hops, green fruit,
maple sugar, vegetables, &c., exports to the United States
amounted to about $18,000,000. Barley figures to the extent
of $10,000,000 in this classification. Adding up these two
items we have a total of $28,000,000 to $30,000,000 repre-
senting ail our exporte of animais and agriculturat produce
to the United States. The duties paid on these articles into
the American Treasuryamountto several millions of dollars;
our imports from the United States under the same heading
are muoh less they only amount to $8,000,000 for the lslt
year. For the last three or 'four years the price of grain,
except for corn, has been all along dearer in the neighpýoring
Republic than in Canada. Barley is alwaye several cente

Mr. BLurTt,

dearer there than it is here. It is the same for vegetables,
potatoes and hay. Horses, for several years, have been sold
from 30 to 50 per cent. dearer in the New York than in the
Montreal market, and this explains why, after paying a
duty of 20 per cent., we exported $2,250,000 worth of horses
in the year ending in the month of June ultimo. Our ex-
ports of butter, hay and potatoes are considerable also,
notwithstanding the high duties imposed by our neighbors
on these articles. That the greater part of these duties
were paid into the American Treasury by the Canadian
farmers who exported them, and only a small portion by
our neighbors, no one can doubt. To sustain the contrary
it would be necessary to prove that our export of these
articles exercise an influence, if not controlling, at least
important, on the market of the neighboring Republic. If
no duties were imposed by our neighbors on these articles
no one can doubt that we would have received from 10 to
20 per cent. on the average more for these articles
than we obtained-that is to say, sometimes 5, sometimes
10, and sometimes 20 per cent., according to the supply and
demand. This would represent about 50 to 10 per cent.
on the net profit of the producer. The saine reasoning
applies to our imports from the United States, on which
the duties are paid, in a certain proportion, by the consum-
ers of Canada according to the control, more or less absolute,
which our neighbors exercise on our market by the sale of
their own products. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate
to believe for an instant, that if we offer as compensation
to our neighbors, to take off the duties imposed by the
Government of Canada on coal oil, coal, flour, corn and grains
of ail kinds, that they on their bide will take off the duties
on horses, hay, potatoes and on agricultui ai products gener-
ally. They could have no reason indeed not to consent to an
arrangement, which would be advantageous to their own
farmers as well as to those ofCanada. tn the first instance,
our farmers would profit by the Reciprocity Treaty in getting
more for the products which they export, and again in
paying less for the articles of prime necessity which they
import from our neighbors, and on which we have
established unjust taxes, such as on flour, corn, coal oil, and
a multitude of others. We have every reason to believe,
Mr. Speaker, that the United States as well as Cunada
would be in f avor of a Commercial Treaty of Reciprocity
whieh would afford a mutualiy good market for both. I
therefore regret that it las not seemed good to the iovern-
ment to occupy themselves with the subjeet of a Treaty of Re-
ciprocity especially with the United States. We remember
that one of the reasons assigned for imposing a duty on grains
of the United States was that in having resort to such re-
prisals we would compel our neighbors to negotiate with us a
Treaty of commerce for the free interchange of agricultural
produets. This argument was used last Session by the hon.
Minister of Public Works to justify tbe tax on flour. Well,
Mr. Speaker, our Tariff has been several years in existence
and the Government has not made a single step or move
towards obtaining for us Reciprocity with the United Si ates.
I do not hesitate to say that in so acting they have failed
in their duty and in the promises made to the country. I
will not prolong my remarks further. I think I have proved
that the administration of the public affairs is extravagant,
that the taxes collected are not employed, are not expended
in the well-understood interests, and for the greater good of
those who pay them. I regret, moreover, that the Govern-
ment is doing nothing to bring about a Commercial Treaty
with the United Stales. What is necessary to develop our
lumber trade, our navigation, and our agricultural resources
is the free entry of our vessels into the important ports of
the world ; the free markets of the principal nations of the
globe for the export of the lumber and agricultural products
of Canada, which to-day are immense, but which will feed
the world when the immense and fertile prairies of the
North-West will contain millions and millions of souls.
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Mr. AMYOT (Translation). I listened with a great deal

of pleasure to the very elaborate discourse of my hon. col-
league, the member for Lotbinière. I found in his speech a
multitude of revelations, which it afforded me a pleasure to
listen to, and if the history which ho recounted to us of the
benediction was reahzed, and if this old man is the one I
knew in the county of Lotbinière, I pity him for the future,
especially if ho continues in the good way of admissions
which ho bas commenced. The old man of whom I speak
is in the habit, on New Year's Day, of assembling his
family, and ho causes his children to relate their exploits
during the year. The one who has told the most lies and
committed the most misdeeds then recoives the greatest
number of presents. When, therefore, my learned friend
returns to his county, invited as representative to rejoin his
friends, the family of the old man, the latter will say to
him: "You have made too many admissions; I cannot give
you as many presents as the others !" There was a large
number of these old mon when I passed through Lotbinière.
They were in the majority, and that is the reason why I
was not elected. My hon. friend rejoices with us at the
prosperity which reigns in the country, but ho says this
prosperity is not due to the policy of the Government, is
not due to the Tariff, to the good fiscal laws, but that it is
due simply to the good harvests. The National Policy for
him is a dead letter, which has had no influence in pro-
moting the prosperity of the farmer, the manufacturer, the
merchant, nor any class of society. If, Mr. Speaker, you will
go back to what was said from 1874 to 1879 you will1 remem-
ber that there were two distinct issues between the Liberal-
Conservative and the Grit parties. Then it was not sufficient
to say that the National Policy, that Protection, would not
give prosperity, but they went further-they said that the
Protective Tarif would be the ruin of the country; not
only it would not produce wealth, not only the farmer
would not benefit by it, not only manufactures would not
increase, et only the merchant could not carry on busi-
ness, but that all classes of society wouId be ruined. This, Mr.
Speaker, was what was said at that time. Mr. Speaker, this is
what the hon. members of the party said whose leaders have
fallen one after another under the blow of vengeance, under
what I might call the indignatiun of the people. Then
these great minds were on these benches which to-day are
so worthily filled by our leaders. They were there making
all kinds of terrible prophecies, mocking at the Conserva-
tive party, which, when the people was straggling in agony
and misery, said to the Liberal Ministry : Abandon
these absurd doctrines, this antiquated system, which
is no longer adapted to the present state of affairs;
have recourse to the Protective system and you will
restore the prosperity of the country. They laughed at
us then; gave us figures as they do to day. They cited
to us the great systems, the great writers of old countries,
and they told us, as you see, that Protection is the ruin of
nations. But in spite of all this, Mr. Speaker, under the
guidance of our worthy, of our honored and learned leader,
the battle was fought; the Canadian people had confidence
in the principles of Protection, and to-day, after four years
of trial, we have come to the conclusion that Canada is
more prosperous than it ever was before. The authorized
oracles of the Opposition say to us: It is true the country
is prosperous, but it is the good harvests which are the sole
cause of it. Mr. Speaker, it is the harvesta which have made
spring into existence hundreds and thousands of manufac-
tories. It is the harvests which has made the products of
the farmer dearer. It is the abundant products of the farm
which makes them sell botter. But what is all this strange
reasoning ? When a party cannot deny any longer the
practical results attained by a Government, it thus takes in
this imanner some such sort of means of escape. I admire
the courage of the Liberal party in oontinuing to defend
$heir past, admitting at the same time the present prou,

perity. I would admire it more if it would candidly admit
that they were deceived in the past. They tell us, Mr.
Speaker, that the Opposition is not opposed to Protection to
a certain extent; but what does it object to ? It is to a
Protection such as we have to-day. Sinee when bas the
Liberal party inscribed on its banner that it was in
favor of any kind of Protection ? Have we not in our
memories this axiom of the ex-Ministers : that this Tariff
should not and could not be anything but a Revenue
Tariff ? Of Protection!1 they did not want any of it !
Tbey only wanted a sufficient revenue to meet the
expenses of the country, and, moreoier, it was necessary to
so calculate this revenue that each year they produced a
deficit, augmenting at the same time the publie debt with-
out diminishing the expenses of the country, without advan-
tage to any class of society. I take advantage of this
admission of our Liberal friends, that protection is good, to
a certain extent. This is so much gained. This will save
us so much in answer to their arguments before the people.
We will no longer have to defend the Protective Tariff in
its entirety, becanse they admit its advantages to a certain
extent. But as to the measure of this Protection, we repeat
what we said before, and what they denied. We say that
not only the Protective Tariff does not irnpede the pros-
perity of a country, not only it dos fnot ruin it, but, on the
contrary, it enriches it. We will recall that the facts and
experience have proved that we were justified when we
predicted these things, whilst the Liberal party prophesied
disaster. We will again say to the country, since we bad
reason thon, we ought to know better than the Liberals the
neasure of Piotection necessary for ilie country. Mr.

Speaker, they speak to us of England and the United States.
They tell us that England is rich in spite of its years of
crisis, and in spite of remaining Free Trade. No person
can deny, nevertheless, that there is a considerable move-
ment in favor of Protection. Several of the industries of
England, which, for a time, supplied the markets of
the entire world with the products of their manufac-
tures, threaten to collapse, and already the United
States, a protective country, are going into the Eng-
lish market, to compete against the produrts of England
itself. There is a great move in IEngland to obtain from
the Government a Protective Tariff. England, notwith-
standing that she has the raw material at the lowest price,
in face of the immense rapidity of the progress of the
United States, feels the necessity of protecting itself against
the competition of their neighbors. They tell us that the
United States are rich and prosperous. Yes, Mr. Speaker;
but why ? Why have they done more in fifty years than
other countries in 1 wo hundred years ? Lt is because the
United States, in adopting a Protective Tariff, encouraged
home industry, protected the working classes, and secured
a market for the products of the farm. Having in their
possession an immense country, where raw material is
found in great abundance, they so arranged their legislation
that manufactures rapidly increased, and now they are
sending their fleet to all parts of the world, and have be-
come, if I may use the expression, the manufacturing centre
of the entire world. Well, if the United States have pro-
gressed in this manner, wh3 can we not do likewise ? If
the United States have large surpluses which seem to
sicken the hearts of many in this House, to what do they
owe them ? They owe them to Protection as we also owe
our surplus to Protection, and with this surplus they dimin-
ish thei:r debt each year, and no one bas yet ventured to
say that the United States in employing their surplus to
pay off their debt adopted a bad policy. It is only
the necessity for speaking, and a species of fanaticism
of the party, which eau give them courage to make such
declarations as we have beard this evening. They tell us, Mr.
Speaker, and so doing I recogniÉe a confraternity of opinion
between our opponnte and acertain class of Mn in Uobr
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country; they tell us, I repeat, that a country which is rich
and prosperous is one in which there is the greatest
equality. It is where we do not see one very rich man liv-
ing side by side with a very poor one. In other words, it is
a country, I presume, of social equality-it is the country
which realizes the principle of liberty, equality, fraternity
-there where the poor man is taught that he to whom God
has not given the necessary energy and talents, to build up
a fortune, to become jealous of the rich, and to desire to
overthrow him, in order to appropriate the spoils. Mr.
Speaker, this is a false principle-these are false maxims.
And it is a bad social and political education to give to the
people. The Liberal party, however, is determined not to
be distanced by its elder brothers in the Old World. The
Conservatives prefer to inculcate to the p3ople that the law
is the same for every man, but that fortune belongs to the
most industrious-to the man to whom nature and habits
have given the means to honestly acquire wealth. I under-
stand, Mr. Speaker, the object aimed at-they imagine that'
the people, hearing these ideas propouuded so eloquently,
will say: These men who manufacture iron, sugar,
india rubber, all the great manufacturera are rich, and,
therefore, they are our natural enemies Let us oppose
thom; let us unite against thom; destroy thoir influence;
refuse them our confidence, our assistance, co-operation.
They hope by these moans to bring about a conflict
between the plebian, that is the workingman and, the
capitalist, that is the manufacturing classes. They are
mistaken, Mr. Speaker, and they do not make allowance
for the intelligence of the people. The people, as a whole,
are enlightened and j ist. Formerly, it was said vox populi,
vox Dei. There is much truta in these words. The vox
populi, vox Dei, manifested itself in 1878, when the people
dismisssd from power those who ruined the country by a
blind administration, and it manifested itself again lastyear,
when it ratified by a solemn vote the policy of the
hon. Ministers, who had kept their promises not only in
giving us the National Policy, but in restoring general
prosperity. They may say to us that the vox populi, vox Dei
made itself hoard in 1814, at the General Elections, after
which our friends were coinpelled to resign. Mr. Speaker,
let us look into this matter. There are in countries enjoy-
ing the blessing of that system of Government of the peoplo
by the poople, moments when the people become tired of
those who govern them. The reason is that for a long time
they have lent an ear to the incessant, excited and disloyal
accusations of a political party whose sole programme is
accusation, and during the fifteen, twenty, or twenty-five
years that the same party is in power the same accusations
are repeated, The people, alarmed at the numerous
accusations, each succeeding one more vile than the other,
says to itself: Porhaps, there is some truth in these accusa-
tions on the part of the Opposition. Let us try them.
And that is what occurred, when what is called the
Pacifie Scandal happened. And since so much is said
about this scandal, let us see what there was in it.1
There was a man, who, unfortunately, is no longer among thei
living, who with his genius understood that the Pacific Rail-i
way was the great artery which would enrich the country.(
As he was very rich, ho said to himself Lhat it was his duty1
to favor the project as far as it was in his power. Hie made
a mistake-a mistake which many people often make; he
thought that with lots of money he could succeed. This was
a mistake. But let those who never said "come down
handsomely," the disciples of the "big pu-h," and of certain
other maxims which have now become histori, come for-i
ward and cast the stone at him. Men paid by the party ofi
purity, under the pretence of protecting public morality,1
went and broke open doors and drawers, to steal privatei
papers, despoil their secrets, which thrown suddenly beforec
the gaze of the peoplesurprised and captured public opinionE
and the people embraced the Opposition. It Cost them five
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years of misery and distress, we were exposed to the danger
of boing compelled to pay hundreds of millions of dollars
for an amphibious railroad, part of it a land, part of it a
water route, and to see the construction of this road, the
Canadian Pacifie Railway retarded for an indefinite number
of years. Well, Mr. Speaker this is the history of the
Pacifie Scandal as it is now commencing to be written. An
error was undoubtedly committed because the sum of money
subscribed was indeed too large. But it was not the money
of the people as was there statel. The Liberal party
decoived public opinion in saying this money had been
taken from the public chest. Yes, it deliberately deceived
the people thon, and our Opponents will spend many years
in the cold shades of opposition to expiate the fault of hav-
ing thus misled and deceived public opinion. The people
also committed a fault then in giving any faith to the
slanders of the Liberal party; but it hastened to redeem
itself; it seized the first occasion which presented itself.
They had already learned that all the promises which the
Liberal party made only saddled the people with ruin,
misery and hideous ban kruptcy, that the former prosperity
had been changed into disaster. Mr. Speaker, they also tell
us that we favor the manufacturers in order to make certain
classes rich who will assist us in the elections. There are
perhaps in this House certain wealthy gentlemen who sit on
the other side, who would not like to have an investigation
made as to the moneys which they furnishod in election
times and the use that was made of it. Mr. Speaker, all
these accusations fall to the ground, when we find our
accusers before the tribtinals. Our judicial records are
swelled with the shameful frauds which are perpetrated by
the Liberal party. Is it necessary, for instance, to speak of
the St. Ann Ballot Box Trap ? Is it necessary to repeat the
history of this election in which $18,000 to $20,000 were
expended in the interests of the Liberal party.

Mr. RINFRET. Tell us something about the record in
the Bellechasse election and the ballot papers in the Mont-
magny election.

Mr. AMYOT. I am asked to say something about the
election in Bellechasse. I have no objection. I was defoated
in 1878, and I contested that election, saving that it was
through the corruption practiced by my oppanent that I
was defeated; and what was the result ? Aftrer a trial of
three years before the courts I convicted my opponent of
personal corruption, and for the next seven years you will
be deprived of the pleasure of hearing his voice in this
House. In 1881 1 was elected. They contested my election
and the court decided that, as far as I was personally con-
cerned, there was not a single corrupt act in that election.
The court declared me legally elected, and said there was
no corruption, neither by me personally nor by any of my sup-
porters. If details are wanting on a large number of elec-
tions I am ready to give them, but I would say to the Libe.
ral party and what is often said,that those who live in glass
houses, and such fragile glass, should not throw stones into
their neighbor's houses. To summarize, the result of the
contested elections has proved that the Conservative party
is more desirous of conforming to the law than is th. party
of the purists. Now, my learned colleague, the hon. mem-
ber from Lotbinière, speaks to us about the repatriation of
Canadian emigrants from the United States, and he com-
plains bitterly that we do nothing for the repatriation et
our fellow-countrymen. I think that the new statistics wili
prove to him that thousands of our fellow countrymen are
coming back from the United States. I need not say with
what pleasure I contemplate the efforts of the Govern-
ment in this direction, and the success which attends them.
It must not be forgotten that the present Government must
not be held responsible if, in the dispositions of Providence,
our people expatriate themselves, as a matter of necessity,
every year, to earn money among the Americans. But when
itbecomes a question of examining the question of repatri-
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ation and emigration, we must look at the generrl aspect
and principal features of - the question. What, there-
fore, do we find in the matter of emigration. We see
that in 1815, there were 19,245, at a cost of $14 per head;
in 1876, 14,490, at a cost of 819.60 per head, in 1877, the
partiality of the Liberal party for immigration was so great
that the number of immigrants was reduced to 15,323 at a
cost of $12 per head; in 1878, there were 18,372, at a cost of
$9.63 per head. We now come to the new era when the
present Government came on the scene to change the then
actual state of affairs, thanks to the good harvests3 accord-
ing to the Liberals, thanks to the Protective Tariff accord-
ing to us. The first year of the Conservative Government,
the number of immigrants, which was 18,322 in 1878, ran up
to 30,717, and the cost which was $14 a head, fell to 85.74
per head. In 1880, the number of immigrants was 27,544, at
a cost of $6.59 per head; in 1881, 32,587 immigrants at a cost
of $6.32 per head ; and during the past year-I invite the
special attention of the Opposition to this fact-102,000
i mmigrants at a cost not of $14 per head,but of $3.20 per head.
If this, Mr. Speaker, is not a sound policy, if this is not the
way to augment the vital force of the country, if this is not
the way to direct the immigration to the immense prairies
of the North-West, which will make our country before long
one of the most prosperous in the world, if that is not intro-
ducing immigrants at a mere nominal cost, I mrust confess
that I do not know anything about it. The Opposition may
deny it, but it is not the less true that the result attained
last year by the hon. Minister of Agriculture is a wonderful
one, and we cannot doubt that during the coming year we
will succeed as well. Mr. Speaker, there is much complaint
tbat our Canadian emigrants who go to the United States,
to eat the bread of misfortune and mizery, do not return to
our country. Are they aware how many returned this year?
About 20,000 returned, the greater part of whom went to
the North-West; and I may be permitted, in a House ofwhich
a majority do not speak my' language, and do not practice
my religion, to express the very ardent satisfaction and the
sincere hope which I experience in seeing my French Cana-
dian fellow-countrymen having also the courage to go to the
North-West. At a later date they will be there as a nucleus,
which will prevent us from being isolated in this vast Con-
federation which we so ardently sighed for, and which
is to-day great and prosperous, and which will continue to
do justice to all without distinction of religion or nationality.
The hon. member from Lotbinière bas said that the manufac
turers of acountry do not contribute to its prosperity, al% ays
coming back to his old argument that it is the good harvests
which afford prosperity to the country. To-day the principal
cities of the Dominion being filled with factories, with work-
ingmen going to them in the morning by thousands, going
out of them on Saturday evening with lots of money which
they circulate among the different markets and retail
stores, for the purchase of the products of the farm and
the goods of the retail dealer, to-day, in fage of
all these things, are we not justified in making
a comparison with what existed when soup kitchens were
in the ascendant, when workiugmen on a strike demanded
bread in order not to perish by starvation ? They tell us
that this is no evidence of the prosperity of the country. But
what do they understand by this word ? When a farmer
goes to town and finds there workingmen who buy his pro-
ducts, and pay him a good price for them, when the working-
man earns good wages, when the manufacturer can sell his
wares advantageously, when money is everywhere abun-
dant, when everyone is making money and he can obtain
what he wants, it seems to me that then we can prosper. I
understand, Mr. Speaker, that a country would not be pros-
pering solely because manufacturers are abundart, but
when the manufacturers are prosperous the workingmen
are also. He can buy the products of thefarm himself, buy
from the retail merchant who bye from the wholesalei

merchant who is supplied by the manufacturer. And this
wheel which turns makes the fortune of every one. This is
the way in which manufacturers contribute to Ibuild up the
fortunes of the country. There are compLints, Mr. Speaker,
as to the surplus, but to-day who pays this surplus ? They
tell us always that it is the consumer. Well, I contend on
principle that this is not the case. I go to-day to any
farmer. I go for instance,to the home of some such hospitable
farmer as are to be- found in Lotbinière, and I ask him if
he sells his grain, his pork, bis wool and ail bis- products
cheaper to-day than in the famous, the fabulous era of the
Li beral party? He will tell me that to-day be sells his pork
for 9 ets., whilst then he sold it for 4, 5, and 5 etse, his
butter he will tell me ho sells for 20 or 25 cts., whilst dur.
ing that period we saw it sold for 7, 6, and even 5 ets., that
bis eggs sell for 20 ets., whilst then he sold them for 10
cts., and sometimes for 8 cts. I assert, and I say omphati.
cally, that the farmer sells to-day ail his products dearer,
and much dearer than he did at that epoch. Again, if the
farmer goes to the merchant ninety.nine times out of a
hundred he will pay less for his goods now than theo. For
instance, bar iron sold for 83.50 in 1874, to-day we pay $1.80;
nails sold for $5, to-day we pay $ 2.65 ; sugar sold for 10 ets.,
to-day we pay 8 cts. ; flour was much dearer then than now.
I have no fear ofcontradiction on this point. My learned
friend took the trouble to make this statement himself. He
complains that flour is sold cheaper; but, Mr. Speaker, when
we fought the battie in Lower Canada what did they say ?
You tax the flour, which is an object ofgeneral consumption
by the French Canadian farmer. They told us that Lower
Canada did not produce flour. She must buy it, and you tax
it, and they asked the people not to elect us on account of
the inci-easod cost whieh they wero ging to make aï pay for
the flour. But he replied to them that this tax would not
change in reality the price of flour in the country.
To-day they say to us : You should not tax it because it
lowers the price of it. At what point of their addresses
must we place ourselves to judge of their value in face of
these contradictions? Calico sold in that period at 10 ets.,
it sells to-day at 8 ets. ; overshoes are 10 per cent. cheaper
than they were then. Axes are 10 per cent. cheaper,
scythes 20 per cent. chcaper, inqtruments of husbndry are
15 per cent. cheaper. Besides that tho interest on money
has fallen, because this genoral prosperity has had the effect
of putting money in everybody's hands, and those who
know how to amass it have become capitalists and lenders.
M-ney bas fallen in value. We can get it to-day at 6 per
cent., and in that period we were compelled to pay 10 per
cent. and 15 per cent. for it., and that not very far from
the county of my bon. friend. After ail, Mr .Speaker, aile-
gation is not proof. But if is truc that to-day the farmer sells
bis products at a higher price than it did before; if it is true
that he pays less for merchandize ; if it is truc that there
are more manufactures, and that the wages of the working
classes are higber; if it is truc that the retail merchants do
more business,and buy more goods from wholesale merchants;
if it is true that the wholesale merchants buy more from the
manufacturers, and if it is true that ail these things attract
immigration, and if it is true that the country is prosperous,
why will the gentlemen on the left deny it ?-because they
could not foresee that such would be the case, and because they
predicted the contrary. Well, if that is any consolation to
them let tbem have it. As to us we elevate on bigh our
banner. We follow our leaders who have conducted us in
the paths of prosperity, and will continue to bail the
National Policy, letting our friends amuse themselves as
much as tbey wish with this consolation in the cold shades
of Opposition, where their course is likely to retain them
for a long time to come. Mr. Speaker, the publie expendi-
ture has been also criticised. They have spoken about the
Civil Service. They say that the Civil Service bas been
increased to reward political friends. As this matter
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is under consideration, I must congratulate the Gov-
ernment on the policy which it bas adopted to have
never made any dismissals for political reasons, not to have
followed the example set by its predecessor, although it had
much reason to do so at times. I am willing to accord to a
public servant every liberty of action provided ho commits
no illegal acts. I will, in the second place, say that in our
country the Civil Service in general is composed of
persons who are competent, honest and industrious,
who are an honor to themselves as well as to the
country in whose interests they are constantly
employed. After having consecrated their life to it, we
ought not-we who can embrace any business, we who are
not restrained by a bounded horizon, nor restricted to a
prescribed life from the outset, and whieh obliges you to
be at your office ut such and such an hour-we ought not to
reproach these worthy public servants with the little in-
creases which they may receive from theGavernmentin times
of prosperity. Give them a little support when their family
increases that the burdens which they have to bear may
become lighter and that they may worthily discharge their
duties. Often they have been compelled to accept these
engagements from unfore-seen reverses, which prevented
then from struggling under favorable circumstances with
the adversities of life, when misery in their family pre-
vented them from awaiting brighter days. Lot us not re-
proach them with this increase of salary if they can some-
times obtain it. Require then to efficiently discharge their
duties, to give a conscientious service to their country, but
do not begrudge them assistance. Do not imagine that you
invite popular sympathy in economizing against the officors
of the public service. Mr. Speaker, the poople are too
honorable, too just, to de iire to peculate in this m:nner on
the work of the poor. The people are in favor of paying
liberally its public servants.

Mr. RINFRET (Translation). I think the hon. member
from Bellechasse has misunderstood what I said. I am sure
he bas not done so maliciously, but I said I was in favor of
proejfrly remunerating those who dischargel their duties

Mr. AMYOT (Translation). When one complains of the
incr3ase in the Civil Service expenditure that mea1s some-
thing. My hm. friend bas not been precise in his accusa-
tion; butI arn much pleased to sec hirm express himself
more categorically, and to obtain his endorsation of this pro-
position that the publie servants should be well paid. That
is what I have contended for. But he must not, therefore,
condemn the increase in the public expenditure incurred
thereby. Again it is contended that certain appointments
have been made as a reward for political services. Well, it
is useleis to disguise this fact; under party government it
is only just that those who work for the party, and who are
able to fill an office, that tbey should be appointed when a
vacancy arises. It is not -the Conservative party alone
which acts ths. Al parties who have contended for power
in Canada since we have had responsible government, for
1he last forty years, have in this manner rewarded those
who served them in the political arena, who had identified
their destiny with that of the party. Secondly, the expendi-
ture in the Department of Jastice is complained of ; but as
the country increases the number of its tribanals, the ex-
penditure must also increase in proportion. They keep
repeating to us: Yon increase the expenditure. Lot me make
a very simple comparison, and I am surprised it has not
been made before. A farmer bas a bad farm; h. expends
$100 a year for the manual labor necessary to cultivate it.
At the end of the year h. derives from it $80. He thus
looses $2j. His neighbor, who buys a good farm of 400 or
500 acres, expends $4100 for manual labor, and
at the end of the year h derives from it $800.
Which is the best off? This is the positi of
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the country in terms as clear as they are precise,
we increase our expenditure. undoubtedly, but we increase
our business, we increase the well-being of all and at the
-same time we flnd ourselves with surpluses whicb serve to
diminish the public debt or be applied to other objects. la
a single year did we not reduee the interest on the debt to
the extent of $400,000, at the same time reducing the taxa.
tion ? I am surprised that an hon. member coming from the
Provinee of Quebec could net understand to some extent the
utility of these surplases. He knows how the Province of
Quebec bas been bled almost to death to construct a link of
the Pacifie. The Province of Quebec put forth all ber re-
sources to construet a railroad which was to unite Quebec
and Ottawa. To-day she finds she did the work of the
Dominion in constructing this link which unites the Inter-
colonial with the Pacific Railway. The Province of Quebee
will soon be happy to approach the Government of the Do-
minion and say to it: Since you have surpluses which eame
in part from the Province of Quebec, to render justice to
ber, and put her in a position to continue the great and
noble work whicb devvoles upon ber under Confederation,
this is a purpose for which the surplus might be applied;
but perhaps they do not desire that; they fear that the
Government may do something for Quebec; they fear lest
they render the farmers prosperous; they fear lest the
manufacturers succeed in their enterprise; they fear lest
the merchant may prosper. And why? In lthe same way,
Mr. Speaker, that a child often suffers for the faults of his
father, in the same way a party bears the responsibility of
its leaders. It was when the great question of the National
Policy was under discussion that they should have foreseen
the situation, and not be deceivel. Tha fant las been
committed, and those who committed it, as ýve1l as
those who inherit, must expiate it. The Supreme Court,
Mr. Speaker, bas been attacked. Is it the dream of the
Liberal party to destroy their past record and everything
which it did in its sorrowful passage to power? Who
established the Sipreme Court, if not the Liberal party ?
It is true the Confederation Act provided for its creation,
but our leaders had declared that its establisiment was not
necessary for a long time. In attaining power the Liberal
party hastened to esttblish this Court, having a general
jurisdiction over the aff iirs of all the Provinces. It finds
this Court bad, and yet it created it under the pretext that
it had the powar to so. It is like a man who would indulge
in the luxury of cutting off a finger because he had the
power to do so. I do not contend that the Supreme Court
is perfect. So-me changes may have to be made to
guarantee the rights of the Provinces more fully.
Perhaps in the future we may entrust the nomination of
future judges, or a part of them, to the Local Governments.
I am not prepared to discuss this question at present. May
1 lay down the principle that a Federal Court is necessary
in Confederation. It was created too soon, say the Liberals
who created it. At all events, since it bas been established
I do not think we ean abolish it; it has become an institu-
tion forming an integral part of Coufederation, and it could
not be aholishled except at very great inconvenience. As
for myself, before laying a hand on any institution I would
liko to master the conseqences which its abolition might en-
tail, not act b'indly and see that the remedy was not worse
than the evil. The Militia Department has also been as-
tacked. The expenses of the Militia Departnent increase,
and yet we are not at war, they say. In ail intelligent and
well organized countries one must maintain a military spirit.
Conflicts may arise; the existence of a nucleis of an army
may prevent or avert them. A country must not be taken
unawares, but as to our country we have tribunals of law.
If one part of the population rebels against it, what power
can intervene te defend it ? We have Sheriffs. I know
one who is only four feet two inches high, and otherswhose
egs hm01y asutiL them. What could they do against
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a mutinous crowd? It is necessary to have a military force,
the mere existence of which alone often suffices to antici-
pate riot and inspire respect for the law. I do not doubt
that under the intelligent administration of the present
Miniater of Militia we will have such improvements as will
render the volunteer system more efficacious than during
preceding years. There is room for improvement and not
for diminution; there is need of making the volunteer sys-
tem more efficacious in the towns and country. They speak
also of the Military College at Kingston. This College is
only in its infancy; it has as yet rendered no important
services to the country, they may say. But who established
it if not the Liberal party; who, according to the expression
of a journalist,deprived the Citadel of Quebec of it to give it
te such a hole as Kingston? I might say, to the credit of this
College, that already it has trained a large number of cadets
who are distinguished in different careers in life. Among them
we see the sons of several leaders of the little Liberal army.
.I make no reproach to the latter-instruction is something
which we should get wherever we can find it; but I think
the Liberal party is very audacious when it reproaches the
Conservative party with extravagance in the matter of in-
stitutions which itself established. The Indians are another
subject of complaint, and, on this question, the only reply
I deem necessary to make is to repeat the very sensible
remarks of the hon. Minister of Finance in his Budget
Speech. He asked the flouse whether it preferred te
have a similar s*ate of affairs to that in the United States, or
if we prefered to protect the Indians as we do in the North-
West. One thing must not be forgotten, Mr. Speaker, that
any being created like unto the image of God, whether this
man be an Indian, negro, or any other nationality, his life
inust be preser'vod, whatever may be the cost to a civilizod
country. And, for my part, I will say to the hon. Ministers :
Do not fear, organize a good police force; protect the
Indians, take the means to civilize them, to teach them te
know God, to mazke them more familiar with our population,
and you will have performed a very patriotic act. If they
censure you for the few dollars it may cost, continue your
work, for it is a good one. It will invite for you public res-
pect, and public confidence will continue to be given toyou.
The Post Office expenditure is also complained of, but, in
connection with this expenditure, postal facilities and
reeipts have largely increased. Will any one censure our ad-
mirable postal system, which places every part of our young
country in communication-the eighth part of which, fifteen
years ago, was uncivilized ? Will we complain of a system
which, if not the best, is one of the best postal systems in
the entire world ? Tbey try te make us believe that the
Government is extravagant, and that the Opposition, if in
power, would practice economy. But this system is in use.
It is sufficient to say to the people : Behold the excellent
communications which you have, see how rapidly we
distribute your newspapers-these great intellectual
lights which are distributed from the great centres.
We say te them for this purpose, expenditure must be in-
curred and this expenditure must increase simultaneously,
as the revenue and the well-being of the country increases.
We are aiso charged with having increased the public ex-
penditure to the exteRt of $6,000,000 since 1818. Tbey
forget to tell us how much the revenues have increased, and
the surpluses which they have given us. The expenditure
will not remain even where it is. According as the popu-
lation increases the expenses will increase, and I am anxious
to see the country expending $100,000,000 when the re-
venues will reach $125,000,000. It was for this that we
established Confederation, constructed the Pacifie Railway,
dredged canals and rivers, multiplied colonization roads.
We have built public works to develop the country, in order
that the population may settle on the banks of our great
rivers, as well as in the fertile regions of the North-West,
which must become a great centre towards which the wealth 4

and population of all countries will converge. -The expen-
diture in the Public Works, Railways and Canals Depart.
ments is also complained of. It seems to be their policy
to attack each of the Ministers in order to. afford us an
opportunity of expressing our views on these subjects.
Well I say to the recognized leader of the Conservative
party in the Province of Quebec that ho eau continue with-
out apprehension to discharge the duties of his department
with the same success which ho has achieved in the past,
without bothering himself with the nonsense and reproaches
of the Opposition ; let him continue as in the past, and ail
parts of the Dominion will be willing to bail to recugnize
him as a useful man who consecrates every moment of his
life to the service of his country, who pushes rapidly to
completion the great undertakings of Canada, and who is
always found at his post in the House ever ready to meet any
accusation of his adversaries. General accusations are in-
dulged in without giving any details. Why? Recause they
know that there is not one·of the works now commenoed or
under construction by the present hon. Minister which is not
for the well-being of the country where it has been under-
taken. They know very well that if any particular work was
attacked, that there would be immediately a complete
refutation of the charge. I have only two more questions
to discuss, in reply to the address of my hon. friend, and
then I will conclude. Complaint is made against Mr. Fabre;
it is charged that the Government of Canada, composed to a
great extent of an element foreign to the French Oanadian
Catholie race, has had the condeseendence to give us an
accredited agent in France, and this agent is one of our
fellow-countrymen. They reproach us with having as a
representative in France a man of talent, well instructed,
a man devoted to his country. Mr. Speaker, this is not
patriotic, it is not necessary for me to argue this. It is not
politic either, because it is in the interest of the Dominion
of Canada, that it should be known and well known in all
parts of the civilized world, and especially in Europe. If
we are a little botter known in France to-day, we owe it to
the efforts, to the energy of this great patriot, who waa
recently at the head of the Quebec Government, and who is
to-day a member of the Government of Canada. It was he
who by his brilliant eloquence made New France known to
Old France. My ion. friend the member from Lotbinière
ought to leave party spirit aside, and makelan exception in this
point, and there is one subject in which as a French Canadian
Catholic I feel I eau accord the present Government a
little gratitude. But he complains that Mr. Fabre bas been
chosen, and lie relates to us a little private history. Mr.
Fabre was one of the supporters of the Mackenzie Govern-
ment, and he abandoned them. Ho became a traitor and we
should not put a premium on political venality. . Mr.
Speaker, politicians are like ordinary mortals. They make
mistakes sometimes. If the Conservative party had reason
to say that the Liberal party was wrong; if Mr. Fabre
as an intelligent man understood that as we do; if he came
to us through conviction, he committed no fault, ho simply
did his duaty. Often doos a party recruit its vital forces from
among its adversaries. Why? Because these adversaries se.
so much obstinacy in evil ways, such a blindness that they
end by concluding that there is no means of restoring pub-
lic welfare, the welfare of the country through their party.
Mr. Fabre said to the Liberals : You Liberals of Upper
Canada, during five years, you refused to take our advice.
Yon have kept Quebec in slavery ; we were nothing. in your
eyes ; we in vain protested again and again ; we gave you
advice on advice ; you were deaf te our just demands ; you
despised the Liberals of Quebec. They abandon yon. What
could be more just than these words published by Mr. Fabre
when the downfall of the Mackenzie Government came.
Lot them be a lesson to those whom they may concern. If
I recall these facte it is in defence of one who is absent, who
certainly requires no defence, but to prove that each
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accusation of our opponents is unjustifiable. The
one just referred to is also unpatriotic. The appoint-
ment of Mr. Galt is also censured. They did not
go so far as to accuse him of venality, for he does not speak
the French language. These accusations are reserved for
those who speak French like ourselves ; other nationalities
are respected. It is not in this manner that a man or a
party advances in the world or wins respect and confidence.

have respect for public men, and when they change their
party I am not prepared to throw the first stone at them.

examine rather the reasons which induced them to change.
For each man has his feelings, his conscience and responsi-
bility. As for Mr. Galt, I am glad to see him representing
us in England, and I will always be glad to see him in a
position to serve us. I need not repeat the history of hie
record so bright and enlightened at London, but I know
that lie has been able to render us there very important
services. He can defend us, he can be our interpreter with
the English Government, he can explain to it the position
we occupy towards other countries. Those who are in
intimate and daily communication with him, those who are
on the Ministerial benches appointed him to discharge
these functions, and I am prepared to say that I have the
greatest confidence in him. The Government is also re-
proached with not endeavoring to make Commercial Treaties
with other countries. They say to us: Why have you not
accepted the offers of the Liberals when they asked for Com-
mercial Independence and the power to make their own Trea-
ties. But, on the other side, when we take the means to make
these treaties; when we take care not to alienate English sym-
pathy, to gradually obtain the means to establish the noces-
sary diplomatic relations, intelligently study the means to
arrive at the goal of making all our Treaties with foreign
countries, to ascertain what other countries can give us in
exchange, they throw the blatne on us. In a word, Mr.
Speaker, we are constantly reproached on all sides. We
are reproached for our action towards the United States. I
am not a prophet nor the son of a prophet, but you will see,
Mr. Speaker, that, when the time arrives, when our manu-
facturers will be powerful and rich enough, our workingmen
sufficiently skilled, and that the United States will be ready
to open their gates to us, and when we will be ready to
open ours Vo them, that the Opposition will then come Vot
us and say: "No, it is Protection we want." That is to
say they are always years and years too late, that they will
so arrange matters as to always criticise, accuse, and
reproach, but that, in the meantime, they receive prosper-
ity, the salutem ex inmicis by the wish of the great majority
of the people of the Dominion.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. There are two subjects on which
hon. gentlemen opposite give no very certain sound. The
first is the victory achieved in last June. The hon. member
for Lincoln began and ended his speech with that subject;
and if I gather the meaning correctly of the hon. member
who has just taken his seat, he claimed that the voice of the
people on that occasion was the voice of a higher power. I
am not the man to begrudge them their victory. I go a
stop further, and say I have my own reasons for believing it
was not desirable the gentlemen occupying this aide should
have been victorious in that contest; and, besides, when men
get a.whipping, I like to see them stand up and take it like
men. I was forcibly reminded to-night of a little story I
heard of the late Lord Brougham. You remember that
Baron Rothschild was several times elected member for the
City of Old London, and belonging, a3 he did, to the Hebrew
race, he was not allowed by law to take his seat. The
seat was declared vacant and he was re-elected again and
again. One day bie met the late Lord Brougham, and com-1
plained to him of the peculiar hardship of his case, the bur-i
den of his complaint being: "But, ir, I vas the choice1
of the people." Lord Brougham tried to explain the
law in the case, but he always met the same reply, until
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finally he lost hie tempei, and said : "Yes, and so was
Barrabas." Now, I do not intend at this late hour to
take up much of the time. of the House. As far as
the National Policy is concerned-the other subject on
which they seem to agree so cordially-I believe we have
not yet seen the full effects of it. It is claimed that it is
the cause of the great prosperity of the country for
the last few years. Well, I believe other causes were
at work which would make a country prosperous,
independent of any Government policy. It has been truly
said that these periods of depression and prosper-
ity corne in regularly occurring cycles, -and no matter
what the policy of the Government may be, these will
occur at various periods. The hon. Minister of Finance
struck at the very foundation of the matter when lie laid it
down as a cardinal rule that a nation is governed by the same
laws as govern the individual, and that if the nation or the
individual purchases more than it or he sells, or live
above their income, the result must be poverty. The Trade
and Navigation Returns bear out this view fully. On looking
at the period which preceded the late severe period of
depression, you will find it was marked by excessive impor-
tations. So great was the disparity between our imports
and exports, that, in 1875, it reached the enormous amount
of over $45,000,000; in other words, we imported $45,000,000
worth of goods more than we exported. The result followed
that always follows in such cases. When times are good
people launch out into unjustifiable extravagance and
expenditure. Then comes the period of depression. The
people are brough t back to their senses again, and a period
sets in of permanent industry and retrenchment. People
live within their income, save something, and, by-and bye,
consequently, the nation becomes botter off. In 1875,
the people imported $45,000,000 more than they exported,
thon set in an era of prudence and economy, and our
imports deocreased until, in 1879, they had decreased to the
small sum of $10,000,000; and in the year 1880, for the first
time since 1 remember anything about it, the balance was
on the other side. We exported in that year nearly
*1,500,000 more than we imported. But now we have entered
again on a career of extravagance. Our imports
are exceeding our exports by an alarming rate. In 1881,
we imported over $7,000,000 more than we exported;
in 1882, we imported $17,250,000 more than we exported.
The hon. Finance Minister claimed that we had yet seven
years of prosperity before us. I hope we have. I believe
the period of depression in this case will be for a con-
siderable time averted. We have had during the last four
or five years extraordinary good crops, while, in England,
they have had during the same period a series of bad crops.
Then the lumber trade has revived, with the revival of
trade with the United States and Great Britain. The exporta-
tion of live stock from this country has also greatly increased.
The building of the railway has brought in a great deal of
foreign capital, and immigration a great deal more. These
things will have a tendency to keep the evil day further
away from us; but still, independent of all that, I believe
the period of depression will come sooner or later, and we
ought to adopt a wise policy. We should in times of pros-
perity prepare ourselves for times of adversity. But it has
been clearly shown that this is just what the Administration
of the day are not doing. Instead of trying to lessen the
expenditure and relieve the burdens of the people,
they are increasing the expenditure and taxation. Let us
always bear this fact in mind: that it is much easier to raise
the taxes tian to lower them. When a period of stringency
comes, when confidence becomes shaken, when men have
to contract their purchases, and have to import less, the
natural result will be that we wil[ have a good deal less
revenue, and not only will we import less but the value
of what we do import will shrink. The inevitable result
will be that the revenue will diminish when we have in-
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creased our scale of expenditure far above what that
revenue will meet. The supporters of hon. gentlemen who
occupy the Treasury benches, claim that the prosperity we
have been enjoying the last few years is due altogether to
the National Policy. That is just the point on which we,
on this side, take issue. These causes that I have been
enumerating have had a great deal to do with the prosperity
of the country; but, Sir, there is only one source of wealth
to the country, and that is the industry and the
prudence of the people who inhabit it. We are far too apt
to separate the Government from the individual. If we
look at the matter in its proper light, what is the nation
but just the individuals who compose that nation; and
when we speak of national wealth, we do not mean some.
thing that the Government bas in its pocket to distribute
to the people, but we mean the aggregate-the sum total of
the wealth of the people of the country. The National Policy
was inaugurated, as we are told, to keep Canada for the
Canadians. We all remember how the cry was raised in
1878, that we were ruined by importations of cheap manu-
factures from other countries; that this Canada of ours was
made a slaughter market for the manufactures of other
nations, and that we were being ruined by getting these
manufactures at too cheap a rate. And so a policy was
inaugurated that was going to keep Canada for the
Canadians; that was going to give our manufacturers a
monopoly of al[ the goods we required in this coun-
try, and thus save us from the expense of buying them
from other people. Well, has that result been accom-
plished ? I find, in looking over the Trade and Navigation
Returns, that this is not the case; that instead of contracting
our imports of manufactured goods from other countries, we
have been largely increasing them. In 1878, that year in
which we were told we were being ruined by imperting
manufactured goods, we imported to the amount of nearly
$50,250,000. Last year, after four years of this National
Policy, we imported over $70,500,000; in other words, in
1882 we imported over $20,000,000 worth in excess of our
imports in 1878, before ever the National Policy was
thought of. So far, thon, as the National Policy was to
accomplish this result, it has proved a failure; it has not
kept Canada for the Canadians. Now, let us look at some
of the manufactured articles that we were told we were
going to manufacture in this country, instead of paying1
our money for them to other people. Take the
manufacture of cottons, for example. Inl 1878, we imported
over $7,000,000 worth, but, in 1882, after four years of the
National Policy, which we were told was going to give us
the manufacture of our cotton goods, we imported
$11,000,000 worth. Then there is the matter of agricultural
implements. In 1878 we imported $43,990 worth of
threshing machines, reapers and mowere. There was a
high Tariff put upon these articles to compel the people to
buy them from Canadian manufacturers, and give these latter
the monoply of the market. Well, Sir, last year we imported
of these two articles $26,417 worth. Now, I want to draw
the attention of the House particularly to this item. I findi
that lat year we only imported $11,611 worth of reapers,
and mowers; and yet, the other night, the hon. Minister1
came down and told the flouse that, in order to protect
the manufacture of these articles against foreign com-j
petition-in other words, against this 811,611-it was
necessary to increase the price of these very machinesi
10 per cent. There is a tax now of 25 per cent.i
on these machines, and it is to be increased te 35. Now,
what does all this amount to? The selling price of these
machines is $300; under the Tariff as it now stands every1
man in the Dominion of Canada whose necessities compel
him to buy one of these machines bas to pay something over
$70 more than the actual value of it on aceount of Protection,1
and the proposal now is to add 10 per cent., or 830 to
that. Now, Sir, it is a fact well known to those who j

are acquainted with the situation of the country at pres-
present--at least I know it is so in Ontario-that on
account of the scarcity of labor there are many men
who will be compelled this year to throw aside their
ordinary machines and to purchase what is known as
the self-binder-that is sold at the price of $300. I have
been told by gentlemen from the North-West that in that
country it is no use to try to sell any other kind of machines.
Now, what I want to ask the hon. Finance Minister is this
-and it is a question the country will want an answer to:
Is it absolutely necessary, in. order to meet this foreign
importation of $11,611, to add $30 to the price of every
one of these machines to the purchaser?

Mr. SPROULE. How is it that the machines are sold
cheaper now than before the duty was put on ?

Mr. FARROW. Will the hon. gentleman inform us of
the company that sells these machines for $300 ?

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I can inform the hon. gentleman of
something more than that; there is a combination among
the leading manufacturera of the country not to sell these
machines less than $300 apiece.

Mr. FARROW. Who sells them at $300 ?
Mr. ARMSTRONG. The manufacturera of the country.
Mr. FARROW. Name one.
Mr. ARMSTRONG. John Elliott, of London. Another

hon. gentleman asks how it is that these machines are
cheaper now than they were before the duty was put on
them. I deny they are cheaper now. But suppose they
were cheaper now. What bas that to do with the matter ?
The simple question we have to consider, in dealing with all
matters of manufactured goods, is not as to whether they
are cheaper or dearer in this particular country, but
whether they are cheaper or dearer in the markets of the
world. If they are cheaper in the markets of the world, we
have the right, unless there are serious objections, to go
into the cheapest market and purchase from there.

An hon. MEMBER. I have an affidavit from an agent
that they are 20 per cent. cheaper.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I know men who have had to buy
them recently and I know it is not so, the agent of the
company notwithstanding. In view of this fact, that in
order to meet that competition that this enormous increase
bas to be made in the duty upon those articles, I ask
any intelligent man if this is not a confession that the
National Policy bas proved to be a failure. It must prove
one of two things, and there can be no other logical con-
clusion: First, that the imposition of 25 per cent. duty bas
not enabled our home manufacturera to make these machines
at a profit with the enhanced prices; or, second, that they
are so insatiably greedy they want to imake 10 per cent.
more. Hon. members will take either horn of the dilemma
they choose. In regard to boots and shoes, we were told
that the manufacturera in this country were ruined for
want of protection. Wbat do the Trade and Navigation .Re-
turns show in this respect? The value of manufactured boots
and shoes imported in 1878 was $45,914, while in 1882,
after the protective Tariff had been in force four years, the
imports were of the value of $164,106, or nearly four times
the sum. In the matter of furniture, according to the Trade
and Navigation Returns, the imports in 1878 were of the
value of $399,330. In 1882 this item is not separated from
manufactures in wood; but L wish to call attention to this
fact that after four years of high protection under the Tariff
which was intended to develop manufactures in this country,
the imports of manufactures of wood in 1882 amounted to near-
ly $1,500,000 in value. There is another branch of industry in
this Dominion to which I desire to direct attention, and that
la ship-building. We are told, and our people are proud of
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the fact, that Canada is the fourth in rank among the mari-
time powers of the world, and it is interesting to consider
how the ship-building trade is progressing under the
National Policy. In 1878, when the country was going to
ruin, and would have gone to total ruin, if the National
Policy had not come into operation to save it, we built
ships to the extent of 106,978 tons. In 1882 we built only
63,535 tons, or a little more than one-half. Not only so, but
in 1878 we sold of ships -and this is a great source of
wealth, bear in mind--1,236,145 worth, while lest year we
were only able to sell ships to the value of $403,311. That
is what protection has done for our shipping interest. I
am aware that some persons have calculated that Pro-
tection bas made our manufacturers enormously rich.
I do not bel-leve anything of the kind. Those engaged in
manufacturing when the Tariff was inaugurated realized
very large profits from the enhanced piices they were
enabled to charge, but the inevitable result followed-over.
produetion ; -and the result is that, to-day, in most important
branches, manufacturers have come down and told the

Government and Parliament that they are not able to carry
on and make living profits without increased protection.
And wherever this has been tried in the world this las
been the inevitable result-and it has been shown con.
clusively by the speeches of hon. members-it has
diminished our exports of manufactured articles. Look at
the United States. It has absolately destroyed their
export of manufactured goods and their shipping on the
high seas. The hon, member for West Middlesex (Mr.
Ross) asked a question on this point, and I am ready to answer
it. Hon. members must bear in mind that what is one man's
raw material is another man's manufactured product, and if
you protect one manufacturer you must protect all, and just
so soon as you do that you raise the prices of all, and that
prevents the manufacture of large articles, when everything
mannfacterers use is protected. Whydoes England stand
at the head of nations in manufactures? Because she has
pursued the grand old principle of admitting raw materials
free, and taxing only a few of the luxuries of life. What
has been the result so far as she is concerned ? An lon.
member bas stated that England is the only nation which
has not benefited by the good times. No groater mistake
can be made. Since 1878 she has increased lier exports of
manufactured goods to the enormous amount of $300,000,000
iu consequence of free-trade in raw materials. Much stress
has been laid on the fact that our revenue has increased
enormously during the last four years. go one rejoices
more than I do at this state of affairs, and it is always
pleasing to have plenty of money to spend; but I ask again,
is the Government entitled to claimany particular credit for
this state of things. If we resolve the National Policy
down to solid, hard facto, what does it amount to? Just to
the simple old plan of increasing the revenue by increased
taxation. It is a simple thing if, instead of raising $17.50
on every $100 you raise $25, to obtain a surplus.
I apprehend sucl action does not require superior states-
manship. If it does, then the Pacha of a Turkish municipal-
ity, who wrings from his people the utmost cent without
driving t hem to utter starvation, is a greater financier
than the right hon. W. E. Gladstone, or our Canadian
Finance Minister, and the latter has not corne to that yet,
and as no intention of doing so. I do not wish it to be
understood that I am advocating a policy of Free Trade,
for I believe that is unattainable in this country; but what
I do hold is, that no Government is justified in raising more
money than the necessities eofthe country actually require.
While I hold it to bc truc, and the items I have pointed out
show it to be the case, that Protection when undertaken for
the sake of protecting is not aprotection to manufacturers,
that it is the worst possible policy which a nation canadopt,
and tbat the only true policy is not unduly to foster the
manufhetures of the country, because this will inevitably
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result-it has always followed in other cases, and will follow
in this-in over-manufacturing to be succeeded by depres-
sion and hard times. The only true policy, I repeat, is
while we have to raise a revenue by a Tarif, to give manu-
facturers all possible protection under it, and then to allow
them to manufacture just according to the necessities of'the
country. Twenty-five per cent. ought to be enough for any
legitimate protection, and -when you go higher than that,
the protection is inordinate. There is another fact worthy
of mention. People are in the habit of pointing to the
United States as an example of a country which thrives
under Protection. Well, Sir, they have thrived under Pro-
tection, but they have also had hard times under Protection.
Why, Sir, anyone who looks carefully at the years of de-
pression which we went through, knows that the suffering
in this country was nothing ai all compared with
that of . the United States. The inevitable result
there followed: inordinate protection-in -many cases it
was as much as 80 per cent.-led to over-manufacturing,
then came depression; workmen were thrown out of
employment; the whole trade of the country was deranged,
and something terrible was the result ; and unless our pa-
ternal Government adopts some policy of restraint on over-
manufacturing in this country, and on over-importation,
the same results, which happened before, will occur again,
and the same evils, which have in the past overtaken highly
protected coantries, will overtake us sooner or later.

Mr. CHARLTON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that Government
business take precedence on Thursdays during the remain-
der of the Session.

Motion agreed to, and (at 11:45 o'clock p.m.) the H1ouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNSDAY, 4th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

DIFFERENTIAL DUTY ON TEA.

Mr. GUNN enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to remove the 10 per cent. differential duty on
tea imported from the United States?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not the intention of the Government
to do so.

CAPE BRETON UNDER CONFEDERATION.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness), in moving for a statement
showing the amounts charged in Public Debt Account of the
Dominion of Canada which were expended on Railways,
Canals and Navigation securities, in British Columbia,
Manitoba, Ontario, Quebec, .New Brunswick, Prince Edward
Island, Nova Scotia proper and the Island of Cape Breton,
up to the lst of July, 1882 ; and showing also, the area and
population of each of these divisions of the Dominion of
Canada, respectively, said: My object in making this motion
is to show that the Island of Cape Breton bas not received
that attention to which its importance as a part of the
Dominion entitles it. To do so, I desire to compare its pro-
gress with that of the sister Island of Prince 'dwald
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number of years in similar and different circumstances. to which he ma-e a very favorable reply. As you
Since the discovery of Cape Breton nearly 400 years ago, till are aware a separate Province is entitled to many advan-
the fall of Louisburg in 1758, its history has been a very tages under Confederation which the counties of a Prov-
eventful one, and since that time the people of that Island ince are not entitled to, and the isola'ed position of Cape
feel that it has been an unfortunate one. In 1762, after Breton demanded that her interests should be looked
peace was declared between England and France, Cape after under Confederation to the same extent that the inter-
Breton and Prince Edward Island were, by Treaty, declared ests of Prince Edward Island were provided for. I think I
to be British territory. In the following year both Islandse car show that Prince Edward Island since the Union has
were annexed to Nova Scotia proper, and considerable dis- progressed much more rapidly than the Island of Cape
content existed in both these Islands on account of the Breton, although the latter is in size more than double the
annexation. After eight years of agitation Prince Edward former; and notwithstanding the great fertility of Prince
Island secured its separation from Nova Scotia, and since Edward Island, I hold that Cape Breton, if its resources,
that time it has been governed by a House elected by the agricultural and mineral, were fully developed, should pro-
people, and by a Governor in Council. It was not, how- gress more rapidly than Prince Edward Island. The area
ever, until the year 1778, after fifteen years of agitation, of Prince Edward Island is as follows :-Prince County,
that Cape Breton secured separation fom Nova Scotia, and 467,000 acres, Queen's County, 486,400 acres, King's County,
although it did not receive the blessing of a fouse of 412,000 acres, giving a total area of 1,365,000 acres. In
Assembly, it was governed by a Governor in Council, who Cape Breton, Inverness County has an area of 886,680 acres,
seems to have looked after the interests of the Islaend much as large as Prince County and King's County in Prince
more satisfactorily, at least to the people, than had been Edward Island together, or as large as King's and
done by the Government of Nova Scotia. In 1778, both Queen's. There is Victoria, with 767,000 acres; Cape
Cape Breton and Prince Edward Island started in some- Breton, with 748,000 acres, and Richmond, with 398,-
what similar circumstances, each Island having its own 000 acres, giving a total area to the Island of Cape
Government. During the forty-two years that they were Breton of 2,800,680 acres, being 70,680 acres more than
thus governed, it can be shown that the progress of Cape twice the size of Prince Edward Island. In view of
Breton was much more rapid than Prince Edward Island. those facts, it would only be reasonable that Cape
In 3770, when Prince Edward Island obtained a separate Breton should expect, as a member of the Confedera-
Government, its population was nearly double that of Cape tion, the expenditure on account of railways and canals
Breton, but in 1820, after forty years of separate Government, of at least as much money as bas been expended in
the population of Cape Breton was much larger than that of Prince Edward Island. The cost of the Island Railway
Prince Edward Island. From that date until 1867 Cape was $3,250,000. It would be reasonablo for the people of
Breton was absolutely under the control of Nova Scotia, Cape Breton to expect that a -similar amount should be ex-
and its representation in the House of Assembly was in- pended on railways there; but whence the money will
sufficient to enforce from that Government what the come is a question which agitates the public mind. Unfor-
peôple of the Island considered they were entitled tunately for Cape Breton, there is a great difficulty in the
to. After the inauguration of the railway system in way. Cape Breton, besides being an Jsland, is practically
Nova '866tia, it is true, it was impossible to extend divided by an arm of the sea into two Islands, so that a
the railways to the Island of Cape Breton ; but the proper treatment would require that the Island should be
hope was always held out to them that when the railway practically dealt with as two distinct islands. On the
system was extended to the Strait of Cnso, they would south.east side of Bras d'Or lie Cape Breton and Richmond
receive that attention which the importance of fhe Islandl counties, which require for the development of their re-
deserved. Unfortunate!y for that Iland, before the railway sources a railway passing through from the Strai t
was extended to the Strait of Canso, Confederation took of Canso to Sydney, or Louisburg. The other side of the
place; and all are aware that the people of that Island Island comprises the counties of Inverness and Victoria,
strongly remonstrated against the Union, for more than one which I have shown to be much larger than the
reason. They believed that the financial aid given to whole of Prince Edward Island; and in order to develop
Nova Scotia under Confederation would be insufficient to the resources of those counties, and enable the people
enable the Legislature of that Province to do ample justice to ditribute their productions, a railway is even more
to the Island of Cape Breton. Again, they said that the necessary for the north-west coast than for the south-east, be-
progress of the Island, while annexed to Nova Scotia, was cause the south.east coast is very liberally supplied with na-
not such as its natural resources would seen to warrant, tural harbors, while the north-west coast bas not a single
and they feared much less attention would be paid to the harbor from the Strait of Canso to Cape North, at which the
Island under Confederation than before. I am ready to people can ship the products of that side of the Island.
admit that, in regard to the ordinary expenditures for local The people of Cape Breton are at presentL, as they have been
purposes, Cape Breton has received a fair share of money in the past, easily satisfied. I doubt very much they would
from the G overnment of Nova Scotia, and also from that of the ask that as much money be expended by the Dominion on
Dominion since Confederation ; but what the people of Cape railways in that Island as ias been expended in Prince
Breton complain of, and which they have reason to con- Edward Island, and although the railway system of Prince
plain of, is that while enormous expenditures have been Edward Island was commenced before Confederation, yet,
made to various parts of the Dominion on railways and practically, it is a Dominion work, because it is a charge on
canals, no consideration bas been given to the wants of the the whole Dominion, for which the people of Cape Breton
Island of Cape Breton. When the subject of botter terms are called upon to pay interest just as are the people of that
was under discussion in 1819, and when a meeting between Island. I am of the opinion that one half the amount of
the late hon. Joseph Howe and Mr. McLelan, now Minister of money expended on railways in Prince Edward Island
Marine and Fisheries, was arranged at Portland, 1, as repre would amply satisfy the people of Cape Breton, and would
sentative of one of the counties of the Island, took it upon libe sufficient to build a railway from the Strait of Canso to
myself to write to Sir John Rose, informing him that Sydney or Louisburg, and from the Strait of Canso on the
any concessions made to Nova Scotia might possibly be other Bide of the Great Bras d'Or to Cape North. That
of no benefit whatever to Cape Breton, and I suggest- would involve an expenditure on railways in Cape Breton
ed to him that Cape Breton should receive a sim- for a distance of about 180 miles, which is thirty mile less
Dlar subsidy per head s was given to Prince Edward than the length of the present Prince Edward Island Rail.
Jaland ji the evënt of her coiing iüto 'the Union, jay. I we ud distribute the money, If I had *We aagme.
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ment of it, which I doubt I will have, as follows: $1,000,000
for a railway from the Strait of Canso to Sydney or Louis.
burg, just as the people of the south-eastern side of the Great
Bras d'Or choose ; and I would ask for the other tw' great
counties of the Island, Inverness and Victoria, about
$675,000, which, I1 believe, would be ample to build a rail-
way to Cape North. I would ask in all earnestness that the
people of the Dominion should make that expenditure. I
think I can prove it would be to the interest of the whole
Dominion, not excluding Cape Breton, to have that amount
of money expended on the Island. Notwithstanding the
National Policy, the population of the Island of Cape
Breton doos not increase very rapidly, owing to the emigra-
tion from the Island.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CAMERON. Some Opposition members say "hear,
hear," but I tell them that I do not charge the National
Policy with that result so much as the want of it-the want
of the extension of the National Policy to the Island of
Cape Breton, as has been done to almost all the other por-
tions of the Dominon. The people of Cape Breton, as their
representatives in Parliament can prove, did not object to
the expenditure of large sums of money for building rail-
ways in British Columbia, Manitoba, Ontario, Quebec, Nova
Scotia, and Prince Edward Island, and they only ask that
the same treatment should be accorded to them. It is, in-
deed, part of the National Policy, that facilities should be
afforded to the different portions of the Dominion, not only
to develop the resources of the country, but also to enable
the people of those sections to distribute the productions of
those localities. Now, Sir, it is a notorious fact that in the
fishing sections of the Island of Cape Breton, the population
increases very rapidly, and it it equally the fact that in the
caal disrtrict of this Island the population increases fully
more rapidly. The reason why the population, in these
sections, increases more rapidly, I believe, than in any other
p art of the Dominion, Manitoba excepted, is owing to the
National Policy; and the reason why there is little or no
increase in population in other sections of this Island, is
simply becaiuse they are not so mach affocted by the Na-
tional Policy. It is an established fact, and a fact which
can be shown from the Geological Report now in course of
preparation, that Inverness coanty has the fincst coal area
in the Province of Nova Scotia, and that is saying a good
deal for it; but i hold it is impossible, owing to the
want of harbors on the north-west coast of the Island,
to develop the coal interests of Inverness, without having
an extension of the railroad through the country to the
north. I beg to inform the House that the shipments
of coal from Cape Breton County, for 1882, were
as follows: Sydney mine, 126,000 tons; Internation-
al, 102,000; Reeive, 72,787, Little Glace Bay, 68,606;
Cowrie, 66,000; Caledonia, 59,813; Blockhouse, 57,375;
and Imperial, 22,000, making a total for the year of
574,581 tons, as compared with 274,108 tons, in 1878.
Besides this, coal commanded a higher price in 1882 than
it did at that period. The output in 1882 was then more
than double what it was in 1878, and this every reasonable
person in the Island believes and feels convinced, is owing
to the National Policy. The cash value of it was over
81,000,000; and the tonnage used in the shipment of coal from
Cape Breton County alone, was 265,325 tons in 303 steam-
ers, and 190,176 tons in 798 sailing vessels; but the increase
of population during the last decade in the neighborhood of
these coal mines was nearly 4,000, while the increase in all
the rest of the county was only very little over 1,000.
Now, Sir, if the extension of the railway from the Strait of
Canso to Cape North, along the immense coal fields lying in
the county of Inverness, would develop the resources of
that county in that length of time with the same expense-
and I hold that it should be oonsidered a very gat induce.-
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ment indeed for this being done-the population in less than
twenty years would then increase at least 40.000. Let me
here remark, that the cost of maintenance of this unfortu-
nate Island is now as great as it would be if its population
was doubled; and if the increase in population in one
county would be 40,000 in twenty years, it is reasonable to
assume that the population of the whole Island would be
increased 120,000 in that period, if ihe facilities, so reason-
ably expected by the people, were only given; but in
order to show that the extension of the road through
the immense coal fields of Inverness would amply repay
the expenditure to the whole Dominion, I would
estimate the value of an increase of 40,000 to the
population, at the very low figure of $3 a head, which
would be clear profit above all expenses. The cost
of the railway for the whole Island would be only the
interest involved, wbich would be $67,000. Now, if the
increase in population were worth, to this Dominion, $3 a
head, $120,000 would be realized by the increase of 40,000
alone, which would pay the interest on the money which the
railway would cost, and leave a net profit to the Dominion of
about $53,000; so that this view ofthe question would show
that the expenditure of money would be justified. The
north-west coast of the Island, besides requiring a railway
to develop its enormous re-ources, would also require im-
proved harbors around the coast. The railroad would be
required to develop the vast mineral and agricultural
resources of the Island, as well as to transport the products
of the forest ; but the improvement of the harbors along its
sea coast, of not less than 150 miles, for the benefit of the
fishermen, would also be needed ; and if the Dominion could
not conveniently find use for the surplus which they could
make by the building of these roads in Cape Breton, it
might be very properly applied to the improvement of the
harbors along this coast for the benefit of the fishermen.
The object in making this motion, then, is, if possible, to
convince the representatives of the whole Dominion of
Canada that special consideration should be given to the
wants of the Island of Cape Breton; and that, if possible,
the same consideration should be given to that Island by
this Dominion as bas been accorded to Prince Edward
Island. I do not ask for a separate Legislature, although
this would be very acceptable to the people ; but even
without this, some consideration in connection with the
prosecution of her various industries would be desirable,
in order to clearly show how much more money bas been
expended in all these sections of the Dominion than in Cape
Breton.

Mr. McDONALD (Cape Breton). I have very little to
say in addition to what the bon. member for Inverness has
stated. I have seconded the motion, for the purpose of
getting the information which will be given in the return,
so as to enable us at some future time to see whether the
Island of Cape Breton bas received the justice to which it
is entitled. It is undoubtedly the fact that throughout the
Island the impression prevails that it has not received that
justice either from the Government of that Province, or the
Dominion, up to the present time. The population of the
Island of Cape Breton is nearly 90,000, and they contribute
to the revenue of Canada from 8500,000 to 8750,000
annually, and it has received comparatively little out of
that sum. I trust that when this information is brought
down to the House, that we who come from the Island of
Cape Breton will make out a case that will enable the
Government to do justice to that long neglected Island.

Mr. BRECKEN. I do not doubt the soundness of the
claim which has been made by my hon. friend from inver-
ness, but I rise for the purpose of setting him right on one
point with respect to Prince Edward Island. le seema.to
have the impression that the railway was built at the cost
of the Dominion. The fact is, that when we entered Con.
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federation, in consideration of the insular position of the
Island, and the large sums of money expended on great
public works in other parts ot the Dominíon, our indebted-
ness was arranged at $50 a head. When we entered Con-
federation the railway was in course of construction, and as
the monthly estimates were forwarded to Ottawa, we were
debited with them, but the cost of the railway was deducted
from our subsidy. We had $60 a head whether we built
the railway or not, and the fact is that Prince Edward
Island paid for ber owr railway.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure we have ail listened with great
interest to the able exposition of my hon. friend from Inver-
ness of the wants of the Island of Cape Breton, and the con-
dition and difficulties under which that Island labors; and
-we must all be anxious that a remedy should be applied. I
am surprised, however, that it has not occurred, either to
the hon. member for Inverness, or to the hon. member for
the county of Cape Breton, to suggest a good, reasonable,
practicable step towards greater attention being paid to the
interests of that interesting Island. It las never occurred
te either of these hon. gentlemen that the Ministry of
Railways is about to be vacant, and it ought to be filled
from the Isl'ind.

Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). Before proceeding to the
Orders of the Day, J wish to invite the attention of the
Hlouse to the reporting of French speeches. The French
Canadians in this House have only one stenographer. Last
evening we had two French speeches; this French steno
grapher was obliged to remain here all the time. He had
to work for two hours or two hours and a-half, and pass the
entire night to transcribe these two speeches. I think we
ought to be not on what I will call a footing of equality,
but of equity. I avail myself of the circumstances, to
thank the representatives of the press, for the delicate
attention to the hon. member from Lotbinière (Mr. Rinfrot),
and the hon. member from Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot). A
morning journal merely announces that these hon. gentle-
men spoke in French, and another announces that Mr.
Amyot replied to Mr. Rykert. It was entirely ignorant of
the address delivered by my hon. friend. I think that, as a
matter of justice, these gentlemen who are admitted here
ought to report the speeches of all who speak.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). With reference to the point
raised by the hon. member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) 1
may say that the Committee on the Debates have had under
consideration since the beginning of this Session the question
as to how the difficulty of the French reporting may be met.
The Committee meet to-morrow, and onu of the subjects to
be discussed then is this very question. The difficulty, of
course, has been that the French stenographer, as in the
case of last night, has sometimes really more to do than he
ought, whereas for three or four nights to come he may
have nothing to do. I can assure my hon. friend, however,
that the matter is being seriously considered, and'that we
hope to arrive at a conclusion that will b satisfactory to the
French members.

Mr. AMYOT. As both languages are admitted by the
law, as Hansard is intended to give to future generations
the thoughts of the members of Parliament of to-day, and
as the press does not show sufficient consideration to the
French members, even sometimes to state when thoy speak,
I think this House would b willing to vote the few hun-
dred dollars that would be necessary to secure a full report
of our Debates. It is true, the occasion may occur only
seldom. The French members frequently speak in English
in order to bS understood, and not be too tedious ; but that
is net a reason, I hope, for the saving of a few hundred dol-

lars. We have a right to be reported in French, and I am
sure this House will be disposed to vote the necessary funds.

Sir IHECTOR LANGEVIN iTranslation). I was about
rising to reply to the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr.
Landry), when the hon. member from Card well (Mr. White)
rose to speak. I concur entirely in what the hon. member
fron Montmagny said. It is a fact that the speeches are
not reported as they should be, and the exact reason is that
the staff which is employed for this purpose is not sufficient.
As the hon. member from Bellechase observed, the two
languages are on a footing of equality in this House; and I
am convinced that the Committee, of which my hon. friend
from Cardwell is a member, will not fail to deal fairly with
the just demands which the French members made to-day.
If we speak English often it is through deference to our
English brothers, who could not understand as well if we
spoke in French as if we spoke in English. I am convinced
that if it is understood that our speeches will be well reported
in French, and that we are not neglected on this point the
number of French speeches will increase. This would not
be an evil, but a benefit in many respects, because it would
probably induce our English brothers to give some little
study to the French language, which we think is one that
should not be under-estimated. But looking aside, I am
convinced, as the hon. member from Cardwell has announoed
that the Committee will do everything in its power to ren-
der justice to the demands of the French members.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved the consideration of Bill (No. 14)
respecting Carriers by Land.

Mr. OUIMET moved in amendment:
That in the opinion of the House, the adoption of this Bill would

be unconstitutional and injudicious.
He said: I regret that the question of constitutionality
should have to be raised by myself, on account of the im-
portance of the question, and also on account of the peculiar
position which I, with my confreres from the Province of
Quebec, occupy in this House. It seems that we have the
nonopoly of constitutional questioms, and th-it throngh

esprit de clocher we are specially jealous of the rights of the
Provinces. But I think that it is very important that
these constitutional questions should be discussed In this
House. They have been so much discusse I before t he
various tribunals, and with such different results, that it
might be as well, before we legislate on questions of this
kind, that we should pause, and endeavor to arrive at an
understanding as to the limit of our powers. This Bill re-
lates to some special contracts that may be made between
common carriers by land and individuals who have freight
to be carried. These contracts, I hold, are contracts of a
private nature-I might term them even civil contracts; and
I think they fall within the powers that are exclusively
given to the Provinces by section 92 sub-section 18 cf
the British North America Act. The powers given by
that section are exclusive, and, according to section 91,
they cannot be infringed by the Federal Parliament.
It is expressly stipulated by section 91 I that all
matters on which the.Federal Parliament will have power
to legislate, will be matters not coming within the classes
of subjrcts by this Act assigned to the Legislatures of th
Provinces," and the enumeration that is given of the powers
reserved to the Federal Parliament is only illustrative and
not limitative of the Provincial powers, which are exclusive.
It ineludes the regulation of trade and commerce, navigation
and shipping, bills ofexchange, promissory notes, weights and
measures, and interest, and it is protended that the present
Bill comes under this heading of trade and commerce. Now,
I hold that these contracta do not come under the heading
of trade and commerce. It has been held by the diferent
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courts-the Ontario Court of Queen's Bench, the Quebec
Cpurt of Queen's Bench, the Supreme Court here, and even
the Privy Council, that the words ''"trade and commerce "
only extend to laws that may be made for the regulation of
commerce in general. They do not extend to any con tracts
which may be commercial in their nature, but only to cer-
tain regulations or restrictions imposed on certain trades-
restrictions, for instance, on insurance companies, on banks,
or general regulations as to weights and measures, &c. If
the words: "tIe regulation of trade and commerce," had
been intended to be so general as to include all transactions
of a commercial nature, it would have been unnecessary
to mention specially bills of exchange and promissory
notes. Bills of exchange and promissory notes, weights
and measures, savings banks, banks in general, currency
and carriage, bankruptcy and insolvency, are all com-
mercial in thoir nature, and the case of the insurance
companies give us a perfect illustration of the princi-
ples which I uphold. These insurance companies, as
to their relations with the general public, are governed by
a general law frorm this Parliament. They are, for instance,
obliged to take a license from this Government, and to make
a deposit with it for the security of thoir policy holders.
But as to the special contracts they may make with the
latter, these are deemed private civil contracts, and as such
come under the civil or common law of the Provinces.
This was expressly decided by the Court of Appeals in
Ontario, and the Supreme Court of Canada, in the case of
Parsons vs, the Queen Insurance Company, in which the
constitutionality of an Act passed by the Legislature of
Ontario, relating to the conditions that may be inserted in
the policies of insurance, was contested. I beg to quote
to the House the opinion of the Sapreme (Curt on that
subject, as expressed by Mr. Justice Fournier:

" No do-rbt the contract of insurance is extensively availed of in
commerce as well as by non-traders, but the object of a contract does
net change its character. Whatever may be its object, the
contrAct of insurance is, nevertheless, a contract of indemnity
which is similiar te a contract of guarantee, and as such
belonze to the civil law. In commerce, contracts of sale, of exchange,
and of bail, are constantly employed and executed. Does it follow that
any legislation in reference thereto muet be considered as being a
regulation of commerce ? If this be so, if everythinR which bas refer-
ence to commerce could for this reason come under the exclusive con-
trol of the Federal power, the greater portion of the powers of the
Provinces would thus become of no avail, for 'commerce' in its most
c)mprehensive meaning extends to everything. It is, as defined by a
French author-: ' C'est éch.nge de produits et de service. C est en
dernière analyse le fonds même de la société' It is evident that this
word cannot have in our Constitutional Act such au extensive mean-
ing."

If all commercial transactions were to come under the juris-
diction of this Parliament, wc might as well dispense alto-
gether with the Local LegislatureR, and restrict them to
jurisdiction over municipal institutions and education, the
only two subjects on which there can be no doubt. If we
take the one sutject of marriage, we find that sub-section 26,
of section 91, provides that marriage and divorce shall fall
w ithin the powers ofthis Parliament; but does this mean that
ail agreements made between parties in their marriage con-
ti-actsshall be under the jurisdiction ofthis Parliament ? Does
that mean that dowers, that marriage covenants in general,
are to be within the jurisdiction of this Parliament ? Where
then would be our civil rights? What would become of the
power which was exclusively given to the Provinces to
legisl#te on civil rights and property ? That power would
disappear at once. I submit that this Parliament may leg-
islate as to railways in general; for instance, it may impose
on railways obligations to secure the safety of passengers,
to secure to the people a return for the privileges granted
hy this Government to these companies, and all that is pro.
vided in the Railway Act. But to infringe on private con-
tracts that may be made by these companies with individ-
uals, is an encroachment on the civil riglits and the legisla-
tive powers of the, Provinces. The jqdgment I have cited
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bas been confirmed by the Privy Council in England.
This ought to settle that question. I believe these two
matters-contracts entered into by insurance companies
with those insuring with them, and the contracta that are
entered into by railway companies as common carriers with
their customers-are of the same nature. I will now cite a
decision, given by the Court of Queen's Bench of Ontario,
in the case of Beard vs. Steele, in which it was held that the
Ontario Statute, 33 Vic., chap. 19, amending the law relat-
ing to bills of lading and declaring the right and liabilities
of parties under these instruments of traffle, was not an in-
vasion of the jurisdiction of the Federal iParliament, which
alone bas the power to regulate trade and commerce; and,
as I said before, if a Local Legislature has power to legislate
on bills of lading, and if such legislation is not an invasion
of the jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament, then the Fed-
eral Parliament has no juriediction in this matter, because
under section 91 of the British North America Act, all
classes of subjects assigned exclusively to the Legislatures
of the Provinces are excluded from the jurisdiction of the
Federal Parliament. As to the second part of my motion,
that the Bill is injudicious, I will begin by saying that it is,
at least for the Province of Quebec, altogether useless. We
have in our Civil Code all the provisions contained in this
Bill. It is, therefore, sufficient to say that this 1legislation is
injudicious, because it is useless. What is the use of putting
into our Statutes laws which have already been enacted,
laws which are already provided or in force in the
different Provinces. I say, further, it would be inju-
dicions, because the only provision in this Bill which is
not included in our Civil Code is what I would term unreason-
able, to use the expression that has been used by the pro-
moter of the Bill. It provides that when special contracts
are entered into between the common carriers and the
shippers, the court may, although the contract may have
been signed by both parties, set it aside, if in the opinion of
the court the contract is not a reasonable one. Well, this
is the first time I ever heard such a proposition in law. It
gives to the courts a discretion they ought not to have.
The courts have the duty of interpreting the laws, and that
duty should not be left entirely to their arbitrary wishes,
or arbitrary feelings. The courts ought not to be allowed
to give ani arbitrary construction to any laws. I hold that to
be rensonable, which is held by the parties to the
contract to be sucb; that is, if the party chooses to
nake a certain contract which is not against good
morals, such contract is reasonable, and it is not for the
Judges to say that when a contract has been entered
into, whether by a company or individual, this contract
is reasonable or not. That must be left to the liberty
of the subject-to make agreements and contracts the way
he likes. I am ashamed to see our legislation so often
questioned in the courts and set aside. That would seem to
indicate either that we have not the intelligence to know our
jurisdiction, or we do not give the attention we ought to give
to the legislation we are passing here. It is an everyday
occurrence that these constitutional questions are raised in
the courts, and decided sometimes against this Parliament,
and sometimes against the Local Legislatures. And I think
it is high time some means were devised to settle such
questions between this Parliament and the Local Legisla-
tures. It is time we had a Commission, or sonsething like a
court, to define in some way the special powers of the dif-
ferent Logislatures. I am told by the promoter of this Bill
that the Supreme Court is doing it now; but, as I have said,
it is not doing it to our honor. It is not very complimen-
tary to us to see the Supremo Court deciding every day
that we are legislating on matters over which we have no
jurisdiction. This Parliament is supreme, and it ought to
be supreme in intelligence and wisdom.

Mr. BLAKE. And it is.
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Mr. OUJIMET. It is held to be so. I think that when

we bave so many distinguished legal talents in this House,
some of them ought to bave authority to tell us what Bills
are constitutional or otherwise. I think, Mr. Speaker,
there ought to be a Commission in thi fHouse, or a Joint
Commission of both Houses, to examine all Bills that are
proposed to this House; and before they go to their second
reading the preliminary question of their constitutionality
ought to be settled by a Committee of competent mon wbo
would b responsible for it to the fouse.

Mr. ABBOTT. I think this House is indebted to the hon.
member for Laval for bringing up the question, and for the
mode in which ho las argued it before the House. -Although
it is a very important question, quite as important as ie
claims it to be, it le not after all a very broad question, or
one upon which a great deal can be saidi; in fact, I think my
hon. friend bas pretty nearly exhausted the arguments on
the poit. I will venture, however, to trouble the House
for a few minutes with an illustration of the mode in which
the opinions he bas been laying before the flouse have been
dealt with by the Privy Council. My hon. friend said the
judgment to which he referred in the Supreme Court here,
had been approved by the Privy Council. That is a fact,
and in approving it the Pnivy Council has uttered no
uncertain sound as to the principles of construction which
should govern our Constitution in these respeats. I regret,
rather, to feel it my duty to say anything against this Bill,
or to interpose any obstacle or any argument against its
passng, because 1 think, on the whole, the Bill is a good
Bil; I think, on the whole, there is some regulation
required iu the direction in which this Bill would regulate
this particular contract; and I think, as a mattor of genoral
principle, that it would be a good thing if the laws regula-
ting this kind of contract wore similar in all the Provinces.
But, at the same time, I think those considerations must
yiold to the consideration that this llouie ought not
to show any example of logislating beyond its jurisdie-
tion. We are constantly seeing the legislation of the
Provinces, and, I think, occasionally, the legislation of
this House, reviewed in the courts, and it is to be
lamented Iliat the occasion ever occurs f>r such re-
viewal. AL all events, so far as in us lied, i think we
should show an example in our Legislaturo of confining
ourselves strictly within the bounds which the Constitution
lias imposed upon us, and we should, under no circum-
stances, go beyond those bounds, or even tread upon doubt-
ful ground unless the occasion is important enough, and the
necessity great enough, to justify it. Now, I heard the
speech of my bon. friend in introducing this Bill, and it ap-
peared to me that he placed the jurisdiction of this fouse
more particularly upon one clause of the Constitution, and
also partially upon another clause. I think I understood
him to say that he considered this House had jurisdiction to
deal with this contract under the provision of the Constitu-
tion which gave to this flouse the regulation of trade and
commerce; and I also understood that ho referred indirectly
to its jurisdiction over railway companies and similar com-
panies as strengthening the position ho took.

Mr. McCARTHY. No.

Mr. ABBOTT. I may bo mistaken in that, but I under-
stood that he claimed that this flouse had jurisdiction, not
only over railways which passed through more than one
Province, or which bad been declared to be for the advan-
tage of Canada, but also over railways within a Province.
However, as my hon. friend says that he does not rely upon
that, hie pretensions, I thirnk, muet rest altogether upon a
clause of section 91 of the Constitution, which gives
us juriediction over trade and commerce. The second sub-
section of the ninety-first section mentions that as one of
the subjects in respect to which it shall be lawful for this
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House to make laws. It shall be lawful to make laws for
the peace, order and gool government of Canada, &c., in
relation to matters not coming within the class of subjects
assigned exclusively to the Legislatures of the Provinces.
And then, for groater certainty, the clause proceeds to enu-
merate a number of subjects on which this House may
legislate, the second of whiceh is the regulation of tra le ad
commerce. The eighteenth is bills of exchange and pro-
missory notes; the fifteenth is banking and the incorpora-
tion of banks, and the use of paper money; the seventeenth
specifies weights and measures; so that it appears that by
this clause the Constitution gives us the right to regulate
trade and commerce, and also gives us the right to make
laws about bills of exchango and promissory notes, about
banks, savings banks, and weights and measures. The
ninoty-second clause states what power the Local Legislit
tures shall have, and it appears to be quite clear that those
powers are given exclusively to these Legislatures, and that
they have nothing to do with any subject which is men-
tioned in the ninety-second clause, and one of those
subjects is property and civil rights in the Provinces.
Now, it has always appeared to me that this phrase, "regu-
lation of trado and commerce," could not by any possibility
go so far as to include within it the power of making laws
respocting commercial contracts. It seems to me, even if
there had not be.,n some circumstances in the ninety-first
clause, which appear to interpret it, to be impossible to bo.
lieve that that language should mean that we may make in
this flouse laws with roterence to every kind of commercial
contract. Now, if my hon. friend's proposition does net go
so far as that, it does not sem to meoto beoworth anything.
If ho does not admit that that phrase gives us the power to
make laws about every commercial contract, I do net see
how ho can claim that it enables us to make laws about
carriers. A contract with a common carrier is a com-
mercial contract, I do not think there can bo any question
about that. But, on the other hand, there is a contract in-
volved in a promissory note, in a bill. Banking is trade
and commerce, i presume; the rogulation of weights and
mueasures would come within this phrase in the interpreta-
tion which I understand him to claim for it. S>, I say, if
it were the intention of the Constitution in giving us
jurisdiction over the regulation of trade and commerce, to
give us the right to mako laws about ail commercial con-
tracts, then no commercial contracts would have been mon-
tioned in the remainder of this section. The express pro-
vision that we shall make laws about some commercial
contracts, in this clause, seems to indicate that that phrase
cannot mean that we should have jurisdiction over ail
commercial contracts. I presume an argument is unneces-
sary upon the point that the enforcement of a contract and
the rights which parties acquire as against each other in
respect to contracts, are civil righte. That, I imagine,
cannot be disputed. And the ninety-second clause of
the Constitution expressly says that the Provinces shal
have the regulation of property and civil rights. That
is mv viow of it. But there is a much higher authority
than~mine could ever possibly be, as to the view which I
have taken, and it is to be found in the judgment of the
Privy Council in the case of Parsons, to which the hon.
member for Laval has referred. is Lordship, who ren-
dered judgment-his name is not mentioned-referring
to these clauses te which I have drawn attention, said:

IlThe scheme of this legîsiation, as expresscd in the firat branch of
section ninety-one is t, give to the Laomnion Parliment auntority to
make laws for the good government of Canada in ail matters not coming
within the classes ofsubjectsassigned exclusivelytothe Provincial Legis-
latures. if the ninety-tlrât section bad stopped bere, and if the clases of
subjectsennmerated in section ninety-two had be, aaitogether distinct
and different fromi those in section ninety-one, no conflict of legislative
authority would have arisen. The Provincial Legislatures would have had
exclusive legislative power over the sixteen classes of subjects assigned
to then, and the Dominior Parliament exclusive power over ail otber
matters relating to the good government of Canada."
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Then his Lordship goes on to show that it muet have been
foreseen that a sharp and definite distinction could not be
obtained in some classes of subjects, and that these would
inevitably run into each other; and thon his Lordship lays
down the general principle, to prevent a conflict between
the powers of the two Legislatures, the language of the two
sections must be read together, and that of one interpreted,
and, where necessary, modified by the other. The
first point with which his Lordship deals is the proposi-
tion of the promoter of the Bill ; that is to say, as to
whether the regulation of trade and commerce compriEes the
right to regulate contracts. His Lgrdship says:

" A question was raised which led to much discussion in the courts
below and at this Bar, namely, whether the business of insuring build-
ings against fire was a trade. * **0 But in the present case their
Lordships do not find it necessary te rest their decision on the narrow
ground ihat the business of insurance is not a trade. The words 'regu-
lation of trade and commerce' in their unlimited sense are sufficiently
wide, if uncontrolled by the context and other parts of the Act, to
include every regulation of trade ranging from political arrangements
in regard to trade with foreign Governments requiring the sanction of
Parliament down to minute rules for regulating particular trades. But
a consideration of the Act shows that the words were not ue in this
unlimited sense. In the first place, the collocation of No. 2 with classes
of subjects of national and general concern affords an indication that
regulations relating to general traie and commerce were in the minds
of the Legialature when conferring this power on the Dominion Par-
liament. If the words had been intended to have the full scope of
which in their literal meaning they are susceptible, the specific men-
tion of several of the other classes of subjects enumerated in section
ninety-one would have been unnecessary; as, fifteen, banking; seventeen,
weights and measures; eighteen, bills of exchange and promissory notes;
nineteen interest, and even twenty-one, bankruptcy and insolvency.
Regulation of trade and commerce may have been used in some such
sense as the words 'Regnlations of Trade' in the Act of Union between
England and Scotland, and as these words have been used in other Acts
of State."

Tho conclusion ut whiuh thoir Lordships arrive, is this:
"Construing therefore the words: 'regulation of trade and commerce,

by the various aida to their interpretation above suggested, they would
include political arrangements in rgard to trade requiring the sanction of
Parliame-nt,regulation of trade in matters of inter-Provincial concern, and
it may be that thy would inelude general regulation of trade affecting
the whole Dominion. Their Lordships abstain, on the present occasion,
from any attempt to define thae limite of the authority of the Dominion
Parliament in this direction. It is enough for the decision of the present
case to say that, in their view, its authority to legislate for the regula-
tion of frade and commerce does not comprebend the power to regulate
by legiblation the contracta of a particalar business or trade, such as the
business cf fire insurance, in a single Province, and therefore that its
legislative authority does not, in tbe present case, confloet or compete
with the power over property and civil rights assigned to the Legisla-
ture of Ontario by No. 13 of Section 92.'

It was urged that because the Dominiôn Parliament had the
j ight to incorporate insurance companies to trade in the
Dominion, they would necessarily have the right to define
the powets of those companies, and it was attempted to be
proved that in consequence of the Local Act thore was con-
flict between the jurisdiction of the two Legislatures. But
thon his Lordship said:

'' But it by no means follows (unless, indeed, the view of the learned
Judge is right as to the scope of the words 'the regulation of trade
and commerce,') that, because the Dominion Parliament had alone the
right to create a corporation to carry on business throughout the
Dominion, that it alone has the right to regulate its contracta in each
of the Provinces."

It appears to me, that every word I have read from this
judgment is applicable to this Bill, and it must be observed
that the Bill is not at all restricted as to its purview.
It is not contended that the transactions will extend
from one Province of the Dominion to another, upon
which some kind of argument might probably be hung as
to the rights of this Legislature, but it includes all kinds
of carriers' contract, even the carriage of a parcel from one
village to another. The Bill says:

"It. ehall include railway companies, express companies, and large
coach proprietors, and every person or corporation who carries on the
basiness of a common carrier on land for hira."

As I have remarked a moment ago, I think some regulation
of these contracte would be advantageous; but I should re-

Mr. ABBoTT.

gret exceedingly if we should pass this Bill, unless we have
undoubted power to pass it, as we would be showing an
example to the Legislatures of the Provinces to deal with
subjects over which they have no jurisdiction; and for these
reasons, as I do not think we have not that power, I will
support the motion of the bon. member for Laval.

Mr. McCARTIIY. I agree in the observation which has
just fallen froni my hon. friend, that we ought to be very
carfal in not attempting to legislate on matters respecting
which we are not invested with jurisdiction. But, at the
same time, I sec great difficulties in our refusing to legislate
simply on the ground that we may, or may not, have juris-
diction. This Parliament, of course, must exercise its
judgment upon that point. The suggestion of the hon.
member who moved the amendment that some Commission
should be appointed, composed either of members of this
House, or of both fouses, to whom should be assigned the
duty of saying whether matters were within the jurisdiction
of Parliament or not, is not at present, at all events, the law of
the land; and I doubt whether, according to the Constitution,
a free Parliament would ever submit to have its hands
tied by a Commission appointed, including even the most
eminent members of that body. We are, therefore, obliged,
when matters of this kind come before us, to determine, to
the best of our ability, whether the matter proposed to be
legislated by Parliament comes within the jurisdiction con-
ferred by the Britith North America Act, otherwise legis-
lation upon the subject might bc impossible. If we enter-
tain any doubt, and because of that doubt we decline to
legislate on a subject-and no doubt the Provincial Legisla-
tures will be equally modest--the people cannot obtain
legislation on a subject, which it is admitted, as in this
case, legislation is required upon. 1 admit, of course,
the authority of time case cited by my hon. friend,
that of the Queen's Insurance Company vs. Parsons;
but to my mind-I may be quite wrong-it does not
settle this question. The contention made in the Pro-
vincial courts, in which this case was firsttried, was that
it was a matter of trade and commerce, and being a matter
of trade and commerce legislation by the Province was
ultra vires. It was contended that the business of insur-
ance was a trade-the decision of the Supreme Court
was founded distinctly upon that view; but the Court
of Appel in Ontario, and in fact all the Judges in that Pro-
vince, before whom the case came, unanimously held-I do
not think there was a dissentient on that point-that it was
simply a contract, not a matter of trade or of commerce,
and, therefore, a matter clearly within the jurisdiction of
the Local Legislature. When it came to the Supremo
Court here, one or two of the Judges took an opposite view ;
and when the case came before the Privy Council the effect
of the judgment was that they thought it was not a mat-
ter beyond the jurisdiction of the Provincial Legislatures.
Now, lit may bc quite truc that a contract relating to insur-
ance- wh ich always, I must confess, to my mind, appeared
to me to be merely a contract of indemnity, and, therefore,
not a matter of trade and commerce-was within the juris-
diction of the Provincial Legislatures; and that this may
not be, we ought not to take too narrow a view of our
powers- I do not mean to say, by any means, that we
should endeavor to extend our powers. The charter under
which we legislate is just as powerful for the Provinces as
it is for this Parliament. I do not not pretend at ail to urge
that we should stretch any power which has been given to
us; but we ought to take a wide and liberal view, having
regard to the subject-matter with which we are about to
deal. Now, if there is one matter, as it appears to me, more
than another which ought to be, if it is not, within the
jurisdiction of the Federal Parliament, it is the law
relating to carriers, because we know that articles carried
may be sent from one Province to another; and it will be
coitainly a misfortune if the laws of the Provinces are to
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be the guide, because they would differ from one another.
1, therefore, think that the construction of the Act-I
am speaking now directly in a legal sense-ought not
to be lost sight of; and that the regulation of trade
and commerce, which, in the language of the Privy
Council, cited by my hon. friend, may refer to matters of
inter-provincial concern, and may refer to matters of
general concern, would, under these terms, very naturally
be held to apply to all questions relating to othe law of
carriers; because, as I have said, the business of carriers
is not circumscribed, is not limited, at all, within the bounds
of any particular Province. My hon. friend who bas just
spoken, says that this Bill takes a wide view, and that it
does not at all attempt to limit the law relating to carriers
between Provinces, or to goods carried from one Province
to another. I confess, Sir, that I would deem it a great mis-
fortune if we were compelled to limit the law in that way;
and that is the misfortune-if I may so speak of it-which
regulates the Constitution upon the other side of the lino.
There, all matters relating to a State, within the State, must
be regulated by the law of that State; but matters between
States and foreign commerce are regulated by Congress.
Now, the difference, I take it, and the broad difference,
which exists between their Constitution and ours, is, that
the matter is either wholly with us, or wholly with the
Provinces; and it would, as I say, appear to me to be a
very great misfortune indeed if we were to make a law here
to regulate the business of carriers between Provinces,
and each Province made a similar law regulating car-
riers within its own territory. I trust, therefore, that it
will be found that the power to legislate in this matter
rests with u, or with the Provinces ; and for the reasons I
have already given I think it would be a great
misfortune if it were found that it does not rest with
this Parliament. Now, no doubt, this is prima facie a
matter of civil rights, and so is every matter relating
to trade and commerce. I defy any hon. gentleman to
point out any contract, or matter of trado and commerce,
which cannot be brought under the beaI of civil riglits.
And the construction wbich has been placod upon the
British North America Act, that has received the sanction
of the Privy Council-if it did not originate there-is
this: We are, first, to look to section 92, which prescribes
the powers of the Provinces. If we find that they have
authority to deal with any particular matter, then prima
facie they have that power; but, before we can come to a
conclusion, we have to turn back and look at section 91.
And if, among the enumerated subjects spccifically given to
this Pasliament by section 91, we find that those powers
clash with these, which are given expressly by section 92
to the Provinces, thon the power of this Parliament is
supreme, and in that particular overr:des the general power
conferred by section 92 on the Provinces. Now, I think
there is no doubt that-and every lawyer in the House will
in this agree with me-ihis must be accepted as the construc-
tion to be placed on these two articles of the Constitution,
upon which so much depends; therefore, I admit, in the first
instance, that the law respectincg carriers and the contracts
of carriers is a matter of civil rights. But I have thon to
turn back and look at section 91; and on looking at section
91, I find that upon us is conferred the power of regulating
trade and commerce to that extent. . This power which is
conferred upon us limits by the general authority of the
Provincial Legislatures to deal with matters of civil rights.
Wall, my hon. friend points out-and there is no doubt that
difficulties are created by it-that if it is evident that the
ninety-first section gives us all the powers connected
with trade and commerce, it would have been unneces-
sary to have specified, in subsequent sub-sections, the
power of dealing with the matters to which my hon.
friend has referred, such as banking, bills of exchauge,
promissory notes, interest, insolvency, &c. We have

that difflculty placed before us; but what meaning are
we to attach to trade and commercei Because the section
goes on to specify with particularity matters which might
well have been covered by the words "trade and commerce,"
does it follow that the words "1trade and commerce " have no
meaning ? Because it comes to that. My hon. friend did
not attempt to point ont anything that he understands
is regulated under the terms, "trade and commerce " unless
the language of the Privy Council expressly covers matters
of this kind, matters of inter-provincial concern, and matters
of general concern. Now, Sir, we are fortunate, perhape,
in having many of these questions determined for us by the
court, which, I venture to say, is the most competent to
determine questions of this character-and that is the
Supreme Court of the United States. Of course, in England
it is but very seldom, indeed, that recourse is had to
the highest courts there to determine questions of legisila-
tive jurisdiction, but this is of constant occurrence in the
United States; and from the earliest times, therefore, we
have had discussions in the United States, and by the
very ablest men there, as to the conflicting powers of
jurisdiction conferred upon the State Legislatures, and
upon the Federal Legislatur e. I would, therefore, refer
-if the Iouse woulH tolerate it for a moment-to deci-
sions on this particular subject, by Chief Justice Marshall,
and by other Judges who have dealt with this matter.
Now, from Pomeroy's work on the American Constitu-
tion, in which these matters are summarized, I would
read an extract on this branch of the legislative power.
Dealing with the question of this power-having cited
the celebrated case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, in which
Chief Justice Marshall first laid down the doctrine with
regard to the powers of Congress, in matters of commerce
-and referring to the extent of this power, ho says this:

"r r ar now brought to the consideration of the second division into
which the whole subject was separated : The extent of the power to
regulate commerce; or, what particular Acte may Congress paso by
virtue thereof?• •a

" As an introduction to the subject under discussion, I will quote
some remarks of 0. J. Marshall on the extent of the power of Congress
to regulate commerce, which be made in the great case of Gibbons vs.
Ogden. le says: 'The subject to be regulated is commerce ; and our
Constitution being, as was aptly said at the bar, one of enumeration
and not deflinition, to ascertain the extent of ths power, it becomes
necessary to settle the meaning of the word. The counsel for the
appellee would limit it to traffie, to buying or selling, or the inter-
change of commodities, and do not admit that it comprehends naviga-
tion This would restrict a general term applicable to many objecte,
to one of its significations. Commerce undoubtedly is traffic ; but it ie
something more; it is intercourse. It describes the commercial inter-
course between nations and parts of nations in all its branches, and
is regulated by prescribing rules for carrying on that intercourse. 1he
mind can searcely conceive a system for regulating commerce between
nations, which shall exclude ail iaws concerning navigation, which
shall be silent on the admission of vessels of one nation into the ports of
the other, and be confined to the preecribing rules for the conduct of
individuals in the actual employment of buying and selling or barter.'

Coming more particularly to this matter, it is stated on
page 247 of the same work:

"Statutes relating to the liabilities of ship-owners and others
engaged in commerce, either declaring, altering, or supplementing the
rules of the Common Law, or general Law Merchant. Congress has
assumed to enact laws of this description, and having this effect. In
1851 it passed a statute entitled, 'An Art to limit the liability of ship-
owners,' &c. This Act provides in substance, among other things,
that no owners of vessels shall be liable for an y damage to goode and
merchandise caused by fire on board the vessel in which the commo-
dities are laden, unless the fire were caused by the design or neglect of
the owner himself. Provisions of the same law modify the hability
resulting from collisions and other negligent or wrongful acts. Here
is a plain and most material change in the rules of the Common Law ;
for, under that law, the common carrier is an insurer against all loss
and damage, except that caused by the act of God or of the public
enemies."

Now, if that is sound law-and it has never been questioned
since 1851-the power to make it is simply based upon the
power given to Congress in the words: "to regulate com-
merce ;" of course, not so much as in ours, because their
power is confincd to commerce between different States,
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with foreign nations, or the Indian tribas, while ours is
much wider. The House will see that our power
is, in point of fact, equivalent in all respects to theirs,
and greater than theirs, because very properly, as
it appears to me, we have authority to deal with
subjects within our own jurisdiction and matt ers which
by their law are confined to the State Legislatures. I would
therefore submit, with all deference to my learned and hon.
friend, that it would be unwise for this Parliament to hesi-
tate to assume this power. Of course it may be a misfor-
tune-and my hon. friend*who first addressed the IIouse on
this subject seemed to think that it would be something
more than a misfortune-that the court should have power
to declare these laws unconstitutional, but I See oo way out
of that dilemma. All we can hope is that our courts shall
rightly interpret our laws, and that as they do so fcom
time te time we wili pay every respect to their decision.
But if we refuse to legislate because we have doubts,
and the Provinces refuse to legislate because they bave
doubts, the result will be that the people of the country will
be without a law on a subject upon which legislation is ad.
mitted to be necessary. On the other part of the motion I
have only to say that, of course, the Province of Quebec is a
most important part of this Dominion, but, with all respect
to the hon. gentlemen from that Province, it is not the whole
Dominion ; and if the Code which is in foirce there provides,
as it does very largely, for the Bill which I have introduced,
why, it will not do them any harm to have it reenac:ed
there. So far as I know I believe the other Provinces are
without any such law. That is the case in the Province of
Ontario. If we are not legislating against the law of the
Province of Quebec, I do not know that hon. gentlemen from
that Province should object to it. I have looked at the Code
and I am inclined to think that the amendment proposed to
be made by the Bill now under consideration will not be in
the wrong direction. My hon. friend finds more fault because
the court has power to say that a contract shall not
be binding, but ho forgets that contracts made with
carriers are practically one-sided. If a man brings an arti-
cle to be carried ho has no alternative between possibly a
law suit and signing the only termis upon which the carrier
will agree to convey bis goods. That is the result-we all
know that to be th-e result. How is that state of things to
be remedied ? Some of my .hon. friends think that we
should remedy it in this way: that we should say that no
carrier should have power to limit his common law liability
-he should have no power to make a contract of any
kind. But that would be a still greater interference than
I have suggested, and I am not prepared to go that lengtb.
There may be cases-and the hon. member for West Dur-
ham pointed out when we were in Committee of the Bill-
in whi»h it would be in the interests of the public, as well
as of the carrier, that ho should have power to make a
special contract; but at the same time we must interfere, and
we ought to intertere, between the carrier and the public
when ho makes stipulations which are unjust and unreason-
able. I do not know whether my hon. friends froum Quebec
will think it of any importance, but in the great commercial
country of England, since 1854, provisions have been in
force giving power te the courts to declare a contract to ho
unjust, and therefore net binding up>n the man who
signed it, and yet there are no complaints of its operation.
Under that law decisions have been given in the courts
whicb, if we enact a similar law, we will have the benefit
of. In the very cases which the hon. gentleman cited, the
insurance cases in the Province of Ontario, we have had
decisions stating what were fair conditions between the
insurer and the insured, and they have gone further and
declared that speci-al contracts should not be binding
unless the court pronounced them just and reasonable.
So that we have sufficient precedents, if precedents are ne-
cessary, to justify us in enacting such a law. For these.

Mr. MoCARTUr.

reasons I trust that while this should receive every
consideration on the constitutional question, and while
the hon. gentleman who leads the House will deal
with it with the responsibility cast upon him in that
regard, and while hon. members of the profession to
which 1 belong will also discuss it, I feel very strongly that
the jurisdiction to deal with this matter rests wholly with
us and not with the Provinces. I may say with regard to
the case roferred to in connection with bills of lading, that
I have not read the decision lately, but I think it is perfectly
obvious to every hon. member that bills of lading do not
come within the jurisdiction of the Provincial Legislatures.
In a case which came before the Court of Queen's Bench a
few days ago, it was proposed to call upon the Attorney-
General to show cause why the Provincial Law should not
be declared illegal, and the majority of the Judges expressed
the strongest possible opinion, though I admit the case was
not argued, that the law passed by the Province of Ontario
with regard to bills of lading was not within the purview of
the Provincial Legislature. For these reasons I trust the
Hoiuse will vote down the motion of my hon. friend and
allow the Bill to proceed on its merits.

.Mr. GIROUAR D (Jacques Cartier). As the seconder of
the motion, I wish to make a few remarks to the House.
Constitutional questions have been raised from time to time
ever since 1867 in all our courts, Provincial and Federal,
as well as in the Privy Council. They have also been
repeatedly brought up in this Parliament, and I believe
that this is a good opportunity for us.to dofine our jurisdic-
tion, so far as we are able to do so, in matters regulating
trade and commerce. The subject matter of the Bill
now before the House is one of great importance. If
it was advisable for this Parliament to make uniform
legislation for all the Provinces, regulating carriage by
land, a measure to that effect could now be considered.
But that is not the most important point. The most
important point is, have we jurisdiction to do so. If
we have not, we should not do so. This affects a very
large interest in the country. Almost every kind of com-
merce is more or less affected by regulations concerning
carriers by land. This Bill tonds to create new regu-
lations, and it is very dangerous to do so in a
matter of so great importance as the relations existing
between the public and common carriers, unless we have
undoubted jurisdiction in the matter. My hon. friend
referred to a case in which the constitutionality of Provin-
cial legislation was raised with reference to bills of lading.
I am of opinion this Parliament las undoubtedly jurisdie-
tion in matters of bills of lading when relating to banking.
When we declare that a bank shall make an advance on
a bill of lading, we have a right to declare in what manner
that security may be given to the bank. The moment we
legislate on bills of lading as a contract having no connec-
tion with banking we have no jurisdiction. A great
deal las been said about the decision of Chief Justice
Marshall. I believe we are not going to be governed
by American jurisprudence. We all know that the
American Constitution is not the same as the Canadian,
in matters concerning trade and commerce. We all
know that the Congress of the United States has jur-
isdiction over its commerce with foreign countries, be-
tween the States and the Indian tribes. We all know that
in this country there is only to be found a provision in the
Constitution-paragraph 3 of section 91-- which establishes
that the regulation of the entire trade and commerce shall
belong to this Parliament. Not only have these American
decisions no bearing on our Constitution, because Our con-
stitutional system is not the same as theirs, but we
have Canadian decisions on the very point before this
Parliament. There is the case of the Citizens' Assurange
Company vs. Pansons, whicn bas been alluded to by every
speaker, and which my hon. friend says has not decided the
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point at issue. I believe it has. I believe my hon. friend Justice Beaudry and Justice Ramsay. The work of the
from Argenteuil is not absolutely correct when he says the Commission was completed in 1865, and Sir George Etienne
Privy Council bas not decided that insurance companies are Cartier took special pains o socure for that great nation'tl
not traders. This point, I believe; lias been decided by the work the sanction of this Parliament. I may say that the
Privy Council in that case, and also by other courts ; but Code of the Province of Quebec is the greatest monument
the Privy Council went a great deal further. I will read which could have been erected to the memory of Sir George
only that portion of the decision having any bearing on the E. Cartier. Sir, the Federal Constitution which we are dis-
question: cussing to.day may pass away, and no doubt somo day it

" Construing, therefore the words :'regulations of trade and com- will pass away, as did the Constitution of 1840. We shahl
merce,' by various aids to their interpretation above suggested, they all pase away in a few years, a great many of the presont
wonld include political arrangements in regard to trade requiring the institutions of this country will pass away, Sir George E.sanction of Parliament, regulation of traie.in matters of inter-provincial Cartier himself bas passed away, but one monument basconcern, and it may be that they would include general regulations of . ,o as
trade affetnthwhlDonin"urvd him, and will continue to survive himn for ever-Itrd iecting the whole Dominion.'"uvie

rofer to the Civil Code of Lower Canada. Sir, we shall takeMr. McCARTHY. lear, hear. good care that this Code be not touched, especially when it
Mr. GIROJARD. I presume my hon. friend is going to is doubtful if we have jurisdiction. Two years ago all the

say this Bill affects the whole Dominion. members of the Province of Quebec askod that the laws
Mr. McCARTHY. Hear, hear. which were contained in that Code should not be submitted

,oo to the interpretation of the Supreme Court, because, as woMr. GIROUARD. Here is my' hon. friends definition of understood, there were only two Judges of that court froma carrier by land: our Province, and who were able to interpret those laws;
"It shal include railway companies, express companies and large and to-day are we going to allow this Parliament to exer-

coach proprietors, and every person or corporation who carries on the cise a jurisdiction which it is very doubtful whether itbusiness of a common carrier on land for hire." possesses ? The hon. members from the Province of Quebec
I would understand that some ground would exist for this will fail in their duty if they do not object to this proposai,
Bill if the hon. member had limited it to common carriers, bocause it is one of the first duties of an hon. member to sce
carrying on business between the Provinces, excluding local that the civil laws of his Province are respected. I say we
common carriers of any of the Provinces. IIow can ho shall be failing in our duty as membersfromthe Province of
claim jurisdiction under the decision of the Privy Council ? Quebec if we do not sec that the jurisdiction of this Parlia.

' Trade and commerce include political arrangement in regard to ment is kept within its proper bounds. I object especially to
trade requiring the sanction of Parliament, regulation of trade in mat- the Bill of my hon. friend because it conflicts with the provi-
ters of inter-provincial concern, and it may be thît they would include sions of the Civil Code. If uniformity oflaws bcodesirable, I do
general regulations affecting tbe whole Dominioa." not see why the other Provinces should not adopt the pro.
The hon. gentleman asks, if we are going to give that in- visions of that Code. It is not only based upon French
terpretation to that clause of the Constitution, where will be principles, but upon English principles. in fact we ail
the power of this Parliament in matters affecting trade and know that commerce is regulated by about the same prin-
commerce ? We bave a great deal of legislation passed by ciples of law in every country. If the other Provinces
this Parliament affecting trade and commerce of this Do- adopted the provisions of our Code thon we would have a
minion which will come only under that clause and does not uniformity of laws, which is so desirable in matters of
affect contracts. Take, for instance, the lav of this Parlis, commerce. Now, let mequote article 1676 of the Civil Code,
ment which says that persons shall not carry on certain with which the Bill of my hon. friend comes in conflict:
business without a license obtained from the Dominion "Notice by carriers of special conditions limitingtheir liabilityis bind-
Parliament. Is not that regulating trade and commerce ? ing only upon persons to whom it is made known, and notwithstanding
Take the Railway Actwhich contains -many rovisionssuch notice and the knowledge thereof, carriers are liable whenever it
Tfke the of a fortae .pr of"ons proved that the damage is caused by their fault, or the fault ofthosefor thc safety cf passengers, and for the carry ing cf for whom they are responsible."
goods from one Province to another. These are regu- Tiss you will see that ail the notices of carriers are
lations of trade and commerce which seem to have Ts y oi ee tha atonoicesuof ciorsar
been contemplated by the Constitution, but not an permitted, provided they are made known, but section I1
agreement or a contract which may be made between of the Bill says:
common carriers and the public, and which comes "Except as hereinbifore provided, no carrier shall limit the Common
under civil rights which belong to the Provincial Legis- Law liability of such carrier, for the loss of or any injury.done to any

horses, cattle orotheranimals, or to anyarticies, goods ortthins, whether
latures. contained in packages or parcels, or not, in the receiving, orwarding

An hon. MtEMBE H. The Tariff. or delivering thereof occasioned by the .neglect or default of such
carrier, or his or ite servants, by any special contract, unless the same

Mr. GIROUA RD. The Tariff comcs under another shail be signed by the owner or by the person delivering such animais,
clause-the power of taxation. The rates which railway articles, geods or things respecting for carriage."
companies may impose come under that clause of the Con- Ilero is an important change. You are going to change
stitution which gives to this Parliament power to rogulate by this Bill the whole business of common carriers in this
trade and commerce. Now, there is in this Bill another country-at loast in our Province. I believe it is also
point which is more important to us members from the the Common Law of England, which bas force in the
Province of Quebec, than to the other hon. members of this other Provinces of the Dominion to-day, that a common
honorable House. In our Province we are governed by a carrier may limit bis responsibility by a. noice, and it is
code which is not only the result of the labors of our most sufficient that that notice should be brought to the notice of
eminent jurists, but it has been modelled on the Code Napo- the public or of the party offering the goods for transporta-
leon and the Justinian Code. In 1862, I believe, at the tion. But this Bill proposes that it should no longer suffice
special request of the late Sir George Etienne Cartier, a that the public or the party offering thegoode for transpor-
Commission was appointed te codify the laws of Quebec. tation, should be made acquainted with this notice ; it muet
The codification of those laws was entrusted to the most also be signed by such party. A provision of that kind is
able jurists of our Province, anong whom were Mr. Justice not even practicable. Are you going to require that every
Morio, Mr. Justice Day and Mr. Justice Caron, the father of morchant offering bis goods for transportation to a company
our worthy Minister of Militia. Some of our able having conditions limiting their responsibility, shahl be
lawyers also contributed to this great work, among thom oblige I to sign a paper acknowledging that he is aware of
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those limitations ? I say that it is not practicable. That
is not the way the business of carrying is done in a mercantile
community. If there are limitations they are known to the
trade, and it seems to me that is sufficient. That is one of
the reasons for which I object to this Bill. But that is not
all. There is another article of our Code which says:

" They are not liable for large sums ofmoney or of bills or other socur-
ities, or for gold or silver or precious stones, or other articles of an
extraordinary value, contained in any package received for transporta-
tion, unles it is declared that the package contains such money or other
articles.

"The foregoing rule neverthelesstdoes not apply to the personal baggage
of travellers when the money, or the value of the articles lost is only of
a moderate amount and suitable to the circumstances of the traveller,
and the traveller is entitled to be examined upon oath in proof of the
value of the things composing such baggage."

Let us see wbat the Bill says in that respect. By the
provisions of our Code-which is also the Common Law of
Edngland-only gold, silver, precious stones and jewellery
are excluded, but not the personal luggage of the passenger.
In clause three of the Bill, the articles excluded are a great
deal more numerous, comprising stamps, paintings, engra-
vings, pictures, gold or silver plate or plated articles, glass,
china, silks. If a lady has a silk dress or a fur cloak in ber
trunk she is to mention it specially, because the personal
luggage of the traveller is not excepted in that Bill. More
than that, in case the traveller or the merchant declares he
lias for transportation any of those excepted goods, the com-
pany has a right to charge extra freight. For all these
roasons I am opposed to this Bill. I hold that it is uncon-
stitutional, because it does not, upon its face, affect the
trade of the Dominion alone, but seems to affect the local
trade of the Provinces as well. Not only is it injurious but
it is dangerous-dangerous to trade and commerce. Why
is this Bill brought in? fHave we seon any petitions from
the mercantile community, from the Boards of Trade, or
from any one else, complaining of the present regnlations?
We have received nothing of the kind, and we must have
some evidence that the country wants this Bill before we
undertake to disturb the business relations of our mercantile
community. For these reasons I second with plea'ure the
motion of my hon. friend from Laval.

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

After Recess.

ACADIA POWDER COMPANY.

Mr. TUPPER moved the third reading of Bill (No. 40)
to grant certain powers to the Acadia Powder Company.

Mr. AMYOT moved, in amendment:
That this Bill be not now read the third time, but that it be declared

by this House that the ame is beyond the jurisdiction of the Federal
Parliament of the Dominion of Canada.

He said : My object in moving this amendment is not to cm-
barrass in any way the mover seeking the incorporation which
he desires to obtain from this honorable House. I have all pos-
sible sympathy with him, and with those who seek for that
incorporation; and I may tell him that if he applied for such
incorporation to the Quebec Legislature he would receive a
cordial reception, without a doubt. But we all know that
in beginning this new institution, which we call Confedera-
tion, certain principles were laid down in the Statute-book,
and it is not in the interest, as well of the Parliament of the
Dominion as of the Legislatures of the several Provinces,
that one of them should encroach on the rights and pri-
vileges of the others. We know that when improper logis-
lation is cast it becomes a precedent for the future, and
parties coming the following year and asking for such
legislation point out that already similar laws have been
enacted. After the several decisions by different courts
that many laws passed are unconstitational, it is time we

Mr. GIROUARD (Jacques Cartier).

should stop and not enact legislation beyond our power. I
have not the intention of repeating what was so ably stated
this afternoon, nor of quoting the same authorities and
precedents, but it is well to remember what the fathers
of Confederation said when Confederation was adopted. If
we refer to page 1030 of the Confederation Debates we
find clause 14 of the resolutions adopted by the construction
-which is what was then intended to be placed in the Con-
federation Act, and I quote it now because it differs sone-
what from the wording of the British North Americi Act
as it now stands-ran as follows:-

" The incorporation of private or local companies, except such as
relate to matters assigned to the General Parliament."

It is important, because, if I show the present Bill falls
within the limits laid down here, there can be no doubt we
have no jurisdiction to pass it, but the Bill must be referred
to the Local Legislatures. Allow me to remind the House
that at Confederation a solema agreement was entered into
between the several Provinces which joined the Union, by
public men who had charge of Confederation itself. The
present hon. leader of the Government used, according to the
report at page 31 of the said Debates, these words:

" As I stated in the preliminary discussion, we must conEider this
scheme in the light of a Treaty.#*** We made the arrangement,
agreed upon the scheme, and the deputations from the several Uovern-
ments represented at the conference went back pledged to lay before
their Governments, and to ask the Legislatures and the people of thoir
respective Provinces to assent to it."

Then the late Sir George E. Cartier, at page 1022, said in his
usual vigorous language:

"I have already declared, in my own name and on behtlf of the
Government, that the delegates who go to England will accept from the
Imperial Government no Act but the one based on the resolutions adopted
by this House, and they will not bring back any other. I have pledged
my word of honor, and that of the Government, to that effect, and I trust
that my word of honor will have at least as much weight with this
House and the country as the apprehensions of the hon. mmber for
Hochelaga."

What was the meaning of these words in the resolution-" the
incorporation of private or local companies except such as
relate to matters assigned to the General Parliament." The
Bill which we are now asked to pass is a Bill seeking for
the incorporalion of a private company to manufacture and
sell powder, and that company is already incorporated in
another Province, and as the company wants to deal with
other Provinces, it comes and asks for a genoral Act of
incorporation. Can we find, in any part of the British
North America Act, any clause which gives to this Parlia-
ment the power of incorporating such local companies for
those objectsa? I fail to find in it any such clause. If we
refer to the debates on Confederation we will see what were
the intentions of the framers of the Confederation Act. If
we look ut page 30 we will see what the present hon.
leader of the louse then said:

" In the proposed Constitution all matters of general interest are to
be dealt with by the General Legislature; while the Local Legialature
will deal with matters of local interest which do not affect the Confedera-
tion as a whole, but are of the greatest importance to their particular
sections."
And thon at page 40 the same hon. gentleman says:

" But any hon. member on examining the list of different subjecte
which are to be assigned to the General and Local Legielatures respec-
tively, will see that ail the great questions which affect the general
interests of the confederacy as a whole, are confided to the Federal
Parliament, while the local interests and local laws of each section are
preserved intact, and entrusted to the care of the local bodies *1*l*
It will be seen that the Local Legilatures have the control of all local
works; and it is a matter of great importance, and one of the chief
advantages of the Federal Union and of the Local Legislaturew, that each
Province will have the power and means of developing its own resources
and aiding its own progress after its own fashion, an in its own way.
Therefore, al the local improvements, ail local enterprises or undertak-
ings of any kind, have been left to the care and ma-agement of the
Local Legislatures of each Province."

Those were the words used by the present hon. leader of the
lHouse, who was one of those intelligent and patriotic men
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who brought about Confederation. If we look at page
62 we will see another declara ion by Sir George Cartier:

"co if these resolutions were adopted by Canada, as lie had no doubt
they would, and by the other Colonial Legislatures, the Imperial Gov-
ernment would be called upon to pass a measure which would have
for its effect to give a strong Central or General Government and Local
Governments, which would at once secure and guard the persons, the
properties and the civil and religious rights belonging to the population
<f echsection."

Now, it is my pleasure to quote the words of another of the
founders of Confederation, who still lives. I quote the lan-
guage of Sir Hector Langevin, now the Minister of Public
Works, from page 373 of the same work, as follows :_-

"Imay add that under Confederation, all questions relating to the
colonization of our wild lands, and the disposition andJ sale of those
ane lands, are civil laws--

I insist on the words "civil laws " because I wil ex
plain the extent of the meaning of these words further on:

" And ail measurea of a local nature-in fact everything which concerns
and affects those interests which are most dear tous as a people, will be
reserved for the action of cour Local Legielature."

Now, Mr. Speaker, this question has been discussed in Eng-
land, in the Imperial Parliament, and we have the authority
of Lord Carnarvon on this question. Lord Carnarvon
makes a distinction, or rather makes a definition, summariz-
ing the whole Act in these words:

"In this Bill the division of powers bas been mainly effected by a
distinct classification. That classification is four-fold: lst, those sub-
jects of legisiation which are attributel to the Central Parliament
exclusively; 2nd, those which belong to the Provincial Legislatures
exclusively; 3rd, those which are subjects of concurrent legisiation;
and 4th, a particular question which is dealt with exceptionally."

A nd then he says:
"But there is, as T have said, a concurrent power of legielation to be

exercised by the Central and the Local Parliaments. It extends over
three separate subjects-immigration, agricultuýe, and public works."

We know, Mr. Speaker, that the pres;ent Bill does not refer
to public works, or to immigration, or to agriculture, so it
is not one of the subjects of concurrent jurisdiction; but it
must be one of exclusive jurisdiction. It does not fall
within the exceptional provisions of the Act, so it romains
to be discovered whether it falls within the jurisdic1i)n of
the Federal or of the Local Parliament. li go&s on to
say:

'' Of these the two first will in most cases probably be treated by the
provincial authorities. They are subjects whicb, in their nrdinary char-
acter, are local; but it is possible that they may have, under the cbang-
ing circumstances of a young country, a more general bearing, and
therefore a discretionary power of interference is wisely reserved to the

Central Parliament. Public works fall into two classes: first, those
which are purely local, such as roads and bridges, and municipal build-
ings-and these belong, not only as a matter of right,but also as a matter
of duty, to the local authorities. Secondly, there are public worka,
which, thoughpossibly situated in a single Province, such as telegrapha
and canals. and railways, are yet of common import and value to the
entire Confederation, and over these it is clearly right that the Central
Government should exercise a controlling autbority."

Now, the rest of all the public works belong to the Local
Governments; and Lord Carnarvon tells us most distinctly
that in the distribution of the powers, all these local inter-
ests fail within the jurisdiction of the Local Governments.
What are the words of this Statute, which was thon passed
by the L3gislature of the United Kingdom ? The tenth
sub section of section 92, sayse: One of the exclusive
powers of the Local Governments relate to local works and
undertakings, other than such as are of the following classes ;
then comes the distinction respecting steamship lines, and
such works as have been declared by the Parliament ofCanada
to be to the general advantage of Canada, &c. I may here
remark that I heard, this afternoon, on this same question,
something said, to whichlI do not like now to refer, in regard
to a matter not so clear nor easy to decide than the one to
which I am at present alluding. Then there is sub-section
eleveu which refers to all incorporated companies with Pro-

vincial objects; and section 13 which refers to property
and civil rights in the Provinces. Now, Mr. Speaker,
I humbly contend: first, that these words are most com-
prehensible and most clear, and that the intention of the
frame s of the Constitution cannot be denied for one
moment; and if there were any doubt, if there were any
room fr controversy about this matter, it would be
vory easy in this regard to agree. Since the Confed-
eration Act was passed, we have had any amount of
decisions from the most learned Judges of this country,
and even of England. We have also the very wording
of the Act; and if I cite these documents, it is because
I wish to make plain the real meaning of the constitu-
tional rights of the Provinces and of the Dominion. The
whole question lies in this: What are we to understand
by the words civil law? Are these words opposel to
Criminal Law, and to commercial law; or to what are
they in opposition. In the work from which I am now
quoting, on civil law, it is stated:

'' The Roman law as comprised in the Code, Pandects, Institutes, and
Novels of Justinian, and his successors, constituting toge ther what is
termed the co pus jurés civitis, as distinguished from the canon and
common law."

Il That system of law, which a community, state or nation establishes
for its own peculiar Government, as distinguished from the jus pentiun,
or general law of nations."

This is the first distinction. Civil law means the law
which is distinguished from the public law, and the law of
nations. It goes on to state:

'' That division of municipal law which 13 occupied with the exposi-
tion and enforcement of civil rights as distingaished from Crimiual
Law."

That is, the right ii reservel to the several Provinces of the
Dominion to pass laws relating to civil rights; and the
effect of the British North America Act was to give to the
several Provinces the right to pass laws concerning ail
matters connected with the laws of the land, with the
exception of such as pertain to the laws of nations, the
Criminal Laws, and so much of the civil law, wbich has beon
especially ontrusted to this Parliamont, as onumerated in
section 92. If we start from this point, and say that to tho
several Provinces belong the right to pass laws upon any
question which is not mixed up with and does not forn
any part of the rights of these Provinces betwoon them-
selves ; the rights of these Provinces in connection with
other countries, or with the Dominion; or of the Di-
minion with othor countrios ; and if we see thalt the
Local Legitslatures have the right to pass laws on all
matters except criminal matters, and also except diverse
powers given specially to this Government, we arrive
at a very easy conclusion on questions which come up
before this Parliament. We have alis as an authority:
the Civil Code of Lower Canada which deals with all those
laws and the interpretation of those private right4, and
those civil laws. It is true this law does not tako its
authority exelusively from France, for the best laws of Eng-
land and ail the experience which the legislators and Judges
of England have acquired for centuries bave been availed of
by our codifiers in framing our civil laws. They have
taken the best laws and the highest authorities which they
have been able te find anywhere. With the permission of
the liouse, I would like to quote a few authorities on this
subject. There was a celebrated case of Dobie against the
Temporalities Fund, which was docided in this country as
well as in England. In England, the decision of the courts
of Canada was reversed, but on totally different principles
than those upon which a decision was arrived at in this
country. In rendering his judgment, Mr. Justice Jetté, of
Montreal, used the following word', as reported on page 184,
of 26 Lower Canada Jurist:-

"The Constitution, in subjecting property and civil rights to the
control of the Provincial Legislatures, did not make and could not
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make a distinction between the possessors of these rights ; it bas not
limited the legislative authority to the case where the property belonged
to a resident only. No, all rights of property, whether possessed by a
resident or a non-resident, are under the authority of the legislative
power of the Province. Any other interpretation of our Constitution
would be contrary to the best established principles of the civil law
and of the public law. Therefore, either the rights which the petitioner
claims exist in this Province, or they do not."

Sir Antoine Aime Dorion, on pige 187 of the same volume,
says :

" The British North America Act was passed for the very purpose of
allowing each Province to regulate its own internal affairs, including
civil rights and incorporations for provincial objects, without interfer-
ence on the part of the representatives of the other Provinces through
tha Dominion Parliament. It would be a mere evasion of the plain
tenor and object of the Act, to say that the Dominion Parliament could
interfere in matters purely provincial, merely because two or more of
the Local Legislatures had adopted the same legislation, or, what would
be more obnoxious still, because they had refused to do it."

On page 188 ho says:

" The Supreme Court on a reference from the Senate has also decided
that a Bill to incorporate the Christian Brothers as a body of teachers
for the whole Dominion was beyond the powers of the Parliament of
Canada (Journal of the Senate 1876, pp. 155, 204). This shows that
under the provisions of the Confederation Act, civil rights and provin-
cial objects are not to be determined by the extent of territory to which
interested parties may wish to apply the legislative action of the Parlia-
ment of Canada, but by the character of such rights and objects.

" A society incorporated for certain objecte in the Provin3e of
Quebec would by such incorporation acquire civil rights inthis Province
for provincial objects. A similar society incorporated in Ontario would
have provincial objecta in Ontario, and if the same society was incor-
porated both in Quebec and in Ontario, the rights granted to such
corporation in each Province would still be civil rights, and its objects
would not cease to be provincial as regards each Province, because
there would be only one society incorporated in the two Provinces,
instead of two."

I should like to givo a few more extracts froin ajudgment of

Mr. Justice Dorion, which is given with his usual lucidity
and knowledge of the law. On page 190 ho goes on to
discuss the matter in this way:

"If in conveniences shoul:î resuilt from such art interpretation of the
British North America Act of 1867, they are not to be compared to the
anarcby which would be created by giving to Local Legislatures
the exclusive authority to legislate generally on all questions of civil
rights, and by retaining to the Parliament of Canada the absolute right
to legislate on the same subjects, whenever they should bave been regu-
lated by statutes passed by the late Province of Canada, or whenever
it was proposed to subject two or more Provinces composing the Dom-
inion to the same laws, or extend a statute already in force in one
Province to another or to the whole Dominion. This would enable the
Dominion Parliament to interfere in almost every subject matter of leg-
islation coming within the scope of the legislative power conferred on
the Local or Provincial Legislatures. The Dominion Parliament would
only have to declare that it is expedient to have the same laws in more
than one of the Provinces of the Dtominion in order to assume exclusive
jurisdiction in sncb matters.

"There would in that case be two codes of laws relatinr to civil
rights in the same Province, the one enacted by the Local Legislature of
the Province, and the other by the Dominion Parliament.

" The Provincial Legislature might, for instance, pass laws to prevent
the accumulation of property in the bands of private corporations, as
being contrary to public policy, and at the same time the Parliament of
Canada might create new corporations for civil purposes or amend the
charters of existing corporations and confer upon them the right te
acquire and hold property in mortmain to an unlimited extent; the
result being the most inextricable comfusion.

" We muet therefore come to the conclusion that the Parliament of
Canada bas no right to assume any jurisdiction in matters of civil
right, except when they are necessary incidents of the exercise of some
of the powers which are expressly conferred on it by the Confederation
Act, or when they come within the exception contained in the sub-
section 10 of section 91 already referred to. As the establishing of
civil corporations or the amendments of charters of such corporations
do not come within either category, tbey are not within the jurisdiction
or the powers of the Parliament of Canada."

In view of these words, I think it is clear that if we followed
any other interpretation we would be stultifying ourselves
and exposing parties to a costly litigation. The Privy
Council itself in rendering judgment declares very clearly
that such an interpretation of its powers by the General
Parliament would be ultra vires. " In Doutre on the Constitu-
tion of Canada "-an excellent compilation-page 240, we

Mr. AMYOT.

find a decision of Mr. Justice Strong, who used the following
language:-

" In the distribution of the legislative powers, it muet have been in-
tended to confer the right of legislation in private matters, and in
matters of property and c.vil rights theretofore exercised by the Legis-
lature of Canada, either on the Parliament of the Dominion or on the
Provincial Legielatures, and there is nothing in the Act showing an
intention to give any part of it to the Parliament. But the laws to be
made by the Provincial Legislatures are confined to property, civil
rights, and matters of a local and private nature in the Province, so
that, although no limitation is imposed as regards the extent to which
the Legislature may in their discretion affect private rights within their
jurisdiction, they are limited to dealing with rights and property within
the Province.

" That the Legis'ature have that power in all cases wbere the pro-
perty and rights sought to be affected are 'in the Province ' to the
same unlimited extent that the Imperial Parliament bas in the United
Kingdom, I have not the slightest doubt."

And so on, he proceeds in the sense of the decision of Mr.
Justice Dorion from which I quoted a moment ago. He
refers, on page 242, to a decision given by the Supreme Court
of New Brunswick whieh came up before the Privy
Council:

" Their Lordships are further of opinion, with Mr. Justice Fisher, the
dissentient Judge in the Supreme Court, that the Act in question, even
if it did fall within the 2ud article, would clearly be a law relating to
a matter of a merely local or private nature within the meaning of the
16th article of section 92 of the Imperial Statute ; and therefore one
which the Provincial Legislature was compelent to pass uniess its sub-
ject-matter could be distinctly shown to fall within one or other of the
classes of subjects especially enumerated in the 9lst section. This view
is in accordance with the ruling of this tribunal in the recent case of
L'Union St. Jacques de Montreal vs. Dame Julie Belisle."

On page 247 Vice Chancellor Blake is reported as using the
following words:-

" That exclusive pover ie coLferred upon the Local Legislatures by
the B. N. A. Act, 1E67, to deal with property and civil rights in the
Provinces. The true principle, is, adopting the language of the Court
in re Goodhue, that under the Confederation there has been a Federal
not a Legislative Union; that to the Provincial Legielatures are com-
mitted the powers to legislate upon a range of subjects whiceh is indeed
limited, but that within the limite prescribed the right of legislation is
absolute. And that the Local Legislatures have that power in all cases,
where the property and rights sought to be affected are in the Province,
to the sane unlimited extent that the Imperial Parliament has in the
United Kingdom."

In the same work, page 311, Chief Justice Rituhie u-es the
following language with regard to another case -

" Therefore, the D-tmiuion Parliament would only have the right to
interfere with property or civil rights so far as such interference would
be necessary for the purpose of legislating generally and eff-ctually in
relation to matters confined to the Par.iament of Canada."

Now, I desire specially io call the hon. gentlemane's atten-
tion to this last quotation. The Judge says:

"I scarca'y know how one could bet4er illustrate the exercise of the
power of the Local Legislatures to legislate with reference to property
and civil rights, and matters of a merely local and private nature, than
by a local Act of incorporation, whereby, is granted a right to hold or
deal with real or personal property in a Province, and the civil right to
contract, and to sus and to be sued as an individual in reference thereto;
and, if a Legislature possess this power, as a necessary sequence, it
muet have the right to limit and control the manner in which the pro-
perty may be so dealt with, and, as to the contracte in reference there-
to, the terme and conditions on which they may be entered into-
whether they may be verbal, or shall be in writing, or whether they shall
contain conditions for the protection or security of one or other or both
the parties-or to declare the contracting parties may be free to deal
as may be agreed ou by them, without limit or restriction. Inasmuch
then, as this Act relates to property in Ontario, and the subject-matter
dealt with, is therefore local; and as the contract between the parties
is of a strictly private nature ; and as the matters thus dealt with,
therefore, in the words of the British North America Act, are ' of a merely
local or private nature in the Province ;' and as contracta are mat-
ters of civil rights, and breaches thereof are civil wrongs ; and as only
the property and civil rights in the Province are dealt with by the Act;
and as 'property and civil rights in the Province' are in the enumer-
ation of the 'exclusive powers of Provincial Legislatures ;' I am of
opinion that the Legislature of Ontario, in dealing with those matters
in the Actin question, did not exceed their legislative powers."

Now, I fail to find a single precedent contrary to that. As
I have said, by the Bill now before the House, a I6oal
company for the manufacture and sale of powder, incorpor-
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ated in one of the Provinces, cornes before the General
Parliament, and says that it would be more advantageous
for it to have a General Act, under which it could trade in
all the Provinces of the Dominion. We certainly have no
objection to this company going into every Province of the
Dominion and asking for incorporation; but we have objec-
qions, as members of the Federal Parliament, to the com-
pany infringing upon the undoubted rights of the Provinces.
The power of the Provinces, so far as these local matters
are concerned, is supreme and exclusive, and we ought not,
with the immense power we have here, to infringe upon
their rights. If this company wants to deal in the Province
of Quebec, it should be incorporated there, and if it wants
to deal in the Province ot Ontario, it should be incorporated
there. The great advantage of a legislative union would
have been that thore would have been no difficulties of this
kind; but we are not called upon to decide whether the
British North America Act was a wise measure or not. If
that Act is not a good one, lot us ask the several Provinces
to consent to have it changed, and to delegate to this
Parliament those powers with which they have been
invested. But while that Act lasts, we must respect it. If
we do not respect it, if we begin to attack the root of the
troe of Confederation, if we begin to go against the solemn
bargain which has beon made, we expose the whole Confed-
eration to danger. I am sorry, of course, for the private
company whose Bill I have to attack, but I do it under a
sense of duty. I feel it due to this Parliament that it
should not be induced to pass laws which are ultra vires,
and I feel it due to all of the Provinces that we should
not exorcise a juriediction which belongs exclusively to
them. S3that, in the spirit of those who obtained Confed-
eration from this Dominion, and in the spirit of the
interpretation of the law by the courts, I regard the local
and private incorporation asked for as ultra vires of this
Parliament, and we are in duty bound to refuse it.

Mr. TUPPER. If the hon. member for Bellechasse, when
le came to this Bill-the name of which, I fear, ha; led hini
into a belligerent attitude towairds it-had only kept bis
powder dry for a Bill to which bis remarks would more aptly
apply, the very interesting argumen t which ho bas addressed
to the lIouse night have had ils due weight. But I think
I can satisfactorily show to everv member of this Iouse, in
a very shoit time, that the premises ulon which that hon.
gentleman built the whole of 1lis aigument have not the
slightest connection with the Bill before the lIIuse. I could
not avoid wondering as the hon. gentleman proceeded, and
evinced such great interest in this Bill, why ho sat quiet
last night when a Bill fr-aught with the same danger to Pro-
vincial rights wasdiscussed and passed by ths liouso. In-
stead of being a powder company, it was a phosphate com-
pany; and instead of emanating from Nova Scotia, it
emanated from Ontario. That Bill passed its third reading
last night, and the hon. member for Bellechasse, if I mistake
not, was in the House at that time, and his constitu-
tional argument might then have been dispo-ed of.
There was a Bill before the House this afternoon of a dif-
forent nature, to which the remarks of the hon. momber for
Bellechasse might fitly apply. All through his argumeht,
parts of which I was only able to catch, from the distance
at which the hon. member spoke, I caught the words "of a
local and private nature." I caught also the realing of a
clause in the British North America Act, under the section
that deals with matters of Provincial legislation and juris-
diction relating to the incorporation of campanies of a
private nature for local purposes. There is also another
phrase: "For Provincial purposes solely." If the hon.
member for Bellechasse were to consider the weight of thati
term, and the whole clause itself, he would feel that, not-1
withstanding what the fathers of Confederation have said,1
the Confederiation fathers Lave been over since, permitting

to pass and bringing forward, Session after Session, Blls
of this character which are not of a local nature
solely-which do not relate merely to a Province in the
Dominion, but contain a preamibloesuch as that in the
Bill roferred to that passed the louse the other night, to
incorporate the Dominion Phosphate Company, and this
Bill to incorporate the Acadia Powder Company. These
Bills state that their objects are not solely of a
local or Provincial character, but to carry on business
in the different parts of the Dominion. They ask
only the privileges which are enjoyed by other com-
panies-which Quebec companies enjoy to-day, such
as the Construction Company of Iberville, the Credit
Foncier, or the Canadian Engine and Machinery Company
and others, a hoet of which I could cite if necessary. Ever
since the Confederation Act was passed this Legislature bas
been occupied, Session after Session, with Bills of this
charactor. True, this question bas often come up; but I
can appeal to those arguments, not one of which bas been
alluded to by the hon. member for Belle3hasse, as settling
the question we are now discussing, irrespoctive of that
raised in the discussion of the Common Carriers' Bill. Here
we are not tied down by the clause of the British North
America Act, which deals with the incorporation of
companies of a purely Provincial nature. We are fol-
lowing in the boaten track, in which we find the incorpo-
ration of companies of a procisely similar character. We
have not only the cases I have mentioned, but many
others, such as Lamb's Waterproof Gun Manufacturing
Company. If we have the right to incorporate a company
for the manufacture of guns, suroly we eau incorpo-
rate a company to supply the powdor. Perhaps,
when this question assumes a worse attitude, if the
company's efforts are found to be very beneficial, and
when a discussion of this kind takes place outide of the
Dominion-a day that is yet, I hope, far distant-the
services of the company will be recognizi1. I have alluded
very briefly to the argument addressed to the IIouse, becauso
I think that on second thoughts every hon. member will
agrce with me that the question raised by the hon. member
for Bellochasse doos not apply to this Bill. The authorities
cited and extracts read by my hon. friend d not apply to
this Bil, because thoy all deal with objects purely local.
There is a feature in this Bill not containcd in some of the
others referied to, and which was slightly touched upon by
the hon. memberfr:St. John the other night. This je not
the ca'e of an ordinary application for charter, but tho
case of a company incorporated under the laws of Nova
Scotia coming here for further powers. Tbere are precedents
for this. A company incorporated under the laws of the State
of New York, the Canada Consolidated Gold Mining Com-
pany, was incorporated by this Parliament in 1881. An-
other incorporated company with a Provincial charter, the
McClure Manufacturing Company, came to this Parliament
and obtained an Act of incorporation. I hope, therefore,
this amendment will ho voted down.

Mr. IVES. I was not in the louse when the hon.
member for Bellechasse made his motion, but as Chairman
of the Private Bills Committee I was awáre ho entertained
the views to which ho bas given forcible expression by the
amendment he has proposed. The question is one of very
great importance, that of the relative powers of the Parlia-
ment of Canada and the Local Legislatures over the incor-
poration of private companies. It is one the House has
already eonsidored and on which the courts have given
their opinions. As the question is so important, and the
House, perhaps, not sufficiently prepared to-night to
discuss it fully or vote intelligently upon it, it would, I
think, be desirable that the promoter of the Bill and the
hon. member for Bellechase should consent to an adjourn-
ment of the debate. I am sure there are many hon.
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members who would like to look into the matter more
thoroughly and prepare to discuss it more fully before
coming to a decision that will form a precedent.
There is no doubt on this point, that our companies, having
purely and solely local objects in view, must go tO the
Local Legislature. There is no doubt also that companies
having Dominion objects in view, or, perhaps, more pro-
perly speaking, that have not purely local objects in view,
may become incorporated, here; in other words, that there is
a certain class of subjects over which the Parliament of Canada
and the Local Legielatures have concurrent jurisdiction-not
exactly concurrent jurisdiction, but the same classes of su b-
jects are, if purely local, within the jurisdiction of the
Local Legislatures, or, if general in their application, then
they should obtain their Act of incorporation here: for in.
stance, railways or companies which propose to operate
throughout the whole Dominion. Now, this question has
been thoroughly discussed with reference to a measure
which I have the honor to promote here, the Credit Foncier
for the Dominion of Canada. The question was raised by
the hon. member for Montreal East on a motion for the six
months' hoist. The matter was discussed by legal gentle-
men in the Ilouse, and the opinion of the last Parliament
was that in matters like this the Parliarnent of Canada has
jurisdiction. Here is a company which was local in its
objects and local in its operations. Now it comes to this
Parliament and secks to be empowered to do business over
the whole Dominion. The question arises, bas this Par-
liament power to give this company that Act of incorpor-
ation ? As I look upon it, that local incorporated company
is the same as an individual resident in the Province of
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick who cornes here and asks
for incorporation. I take it that if any balf dozen citizens
from Nova Scotia wished to obtain incorporation as the
Acadia Powder Company to manufacture and sell powder
over the whole Dominion, then the Acadia Powder Com-
pany might come here. The question is, can citizens of
Nova Scotia come here and obtain an Act of incorporation
enabling them to manufacture and sell powder over the
wholo Dominion ? iIave we power to grant such an Act of
incorporation? Now Parliament bas taken that power.
I,am not aware ihat the courts have decided that we have
not that power, and I think the question is one of sufficient
importance that it would be well if the debate, were
adjourned; and I move in amendment to th amendment
that the debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to ; and debate adjourr.ed.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally rend the third time
and passed:-

Bill (No. 63) to amalgamate the Presbyterian Ministei s'
Widows' and Orphans' Fund in connection with the Presby-
terian Church of the Lower Provinces, and the Widows'
and Orphans' Fund of the Presbyterian Church in the
Maritime Provinces, in connection with the Church of
Scotland, and te create a corporation to administer such
funds.-(Mr. iRichey.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Board of Management of
the Church and Manse Building Fund of the Presbyterian
Charch in Canada, for Manitoba and the North-West.-(Mr.
Ross, Lisgar.)

BILL IN COMMITTEE.

The followinig Bill was considered in Committce and
reported:--

Bill (No. 20) to empower the National Insurance Company
to wind up its affairs and to relinquish its charter, and to
provide for the dissolution of the said Company.-(Mr.

Moursol.)
Mr. IVES.

SECOND READING.

The following Bill was read the second timo:-
Bill (No. 88) to unite the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay

Railway and Steamship Company and the Nelson Valley
Railway and Transportation Company into one Company
under the name of The Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay
Railway and Steamship Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Vic-
toria.)

CARRIERS BY LAND.

The flouse resumed the consideration of Mr. MoCarthy's
proposed motion for the third reading of Bill (No. 14) re-
specting carriers by land, and the motion of Mr. Ouimet, in
amendment.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I think the hon. member for North
Simcoe should take advantage of clause 94 of the British
North America Act, which provides that a law may
be made to apply to all other Provinces of the Dominion
except the Province of Quebec, and I would suggest that he
should amend the Bill to that effPct. Not only am I
willing to accede to the principle of the B.ll if restricted to
Provinces excluding Quebec, but I will go even further,
and favor uriformity in commercial laws. I recollect that
in the Parliament of 1872 I introduced a motion which was
carried, to the effect that the commercial law of ail the
Provinces should be asetimilated and should be made as
far as possible to agree with the commercial laws of the
United States and England, the two nations with which
we have the most direct trade relations. I throw this
as a suggestion, and I reserve the right hereafter to
renew the motion I moved in 1872 respecting the assimila-
tion of the commercial laws of the Dominion. I think our
system of commercial laws might be codified and made
uniform, as we have made uniform our weights and
measures.

Mr. McCARTIIY. It is but fauir and courteous that I
should answer the hon. gentleman who has just made the
suggestion. I aM afraid I cannot adopt it. I think the
laws should be as far as possible assimilated, but I do not hold
that a law should be appled to ail the Dominion with the
exception of one Province. On the contrary, I amquite will-
ing to consider the operation of the Civil Code as suggested
by the hon. gentleman, and see how far we can approach
the laws of the Province of Quebec in that direction. I do
not think my Bill varies very much from the Civil Code, and
although my hon. friends from Quebec declare it to be per-
fection, as we used to think our Common Law was, never-
tholess a little reflection will satisfy them that it is capable
of improvement. As I understand the matter has to stand
over, we will have an opportunity to consider it at a later
stage.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As this malter bas been
brought under the notice of the House for the first time
to-day, and as no notice was given of the motion moved by
the hon. member for Laval, I think the proper course to
adopt is to adjourn the debate. I therefore move that the
debate be adjourned.

Motion agreed to; and debate adjcurnod.

STAMPS ON PROMISSORY NOTES, DRAFTS AND
BLLLS OF EXCHANGE.

Mr. WELDON moved, that the House resolve itself into
Committee of Bill (No. 78) to amend the Act passed in the
45th year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled :
An Act to repeal the duty on promissory notes, drafts and
bills of exchange.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into
Committee.
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(In the Committee.) unpaid, if they had not some remedy by which they ma

Mr. WELDON. The first section of the Bill is to place recover their security; and I was very much pleased indeed,
innocent holders of promissory notes insufficiently stamped when the hon. gentleman mtroduced this Bill. If allowable
in the same poqition as they occupied prior to the repeai of however, I would have liked to have seen the Government
the Stamp Act of 1872. Doubts have been raisod as to introduce a Bill legalizing ail notes which had been

whether sncb is iheir position or not. The second section improperly stampe i; and I cannot see that there would be
is for the purpose of saving the rights of parties in ac ions any serious objection to legislation of this kind. I hope
now pending. The last section of the Bill, which was for- that this Bill, under the circunstance , wil be allowed te
merly the second section, declares that former Acts did not pass
apply to stamps on debentures. This point was raised in Mr. -BLAKE. Of course wa ought to be very careful in
a case, but I have since been informed that the parties have passing a law which affects existing.legislation; but I do
appealed against the decision, and I foel, under the circum. not think that this measure, as it is now framed, offends
stances that I will not press this clause. against sound principles; and for this reason-if I rightly

. t lunderstand the state of things, it was this: under the law

exceedingly objTC ionabl one. I do tet know but ni certain circumstances, theso holder3 of unstamped, or in-

exediy bon. frend may have made objections re- sufficiently stamped paper, were entitled to make that paper
what yy hvalid by double-stamping. We passed an Act last Session,
moving some of the objections to this Bill; but the consequences and effect of which have been to render it
I wilI state to the Committee what I consider objectionable impossible te get stamps with which te double-stamp; and
in it: In the first place, it deals with two classes of securi- ail that is now being done is te put these persons in, prac-
ties, and attempts to revive an Act which bas been repealei althe same psitionas nearly a saiah
by an amnendment. In other wordi;, by the first section it tically, the samo position, as nearly as may be, as they
by anamredmehaany uit.Iotr oreds, by the firein uitwould have Leen in but for our legislation of last Session.
is declared that any suit or proceedinge at law or in equity The revenue question is ut an end; and we are nowputting
now pending, or hereafter te be commenced before any sm esnwocudmk hi oe aib obe
Court or J udge, &c. It 18 thus proposed te affect somne persons, who could makoe their notes valid, by double-

o aet stamping, in a position, under which the Judge may declare
existing legislation, and securities which may now be that they are valid. This seems to me to be sound and
pending before the courts; and I consider that this wholesoeno legislation; and I do not think that any persons
is legislation in which this Committee will not take action. who are liable for unstamped paper, have any right to con-
While I have no objection to the hon. gentleman passing a plain because we prevent them from taking advantage of
measure which provides for any defects that may properly our Act of last Sission, which might enable them to cheat
be proved; but with relation to suits not commenced, I the bolders of such paper out of the payment of their
say, it is a principle laid down and sustained by this House debts.
that it will not pass Acts, unless under special circumstances, Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think that the case 'bas
which any way affects existing legis ation that may bne been very fairly stated by the hon. gentleman who bas justprogress at the time. believe my hBon. friend intends to taken his seat. We passed an Act last Session, repealing

the law which required notes to be staniped; and now the
Mr. WELDON. I have stited that I withdraw it as far question simply is, shall we place any individual in the

as I myself am concerncd. Dominion in such a p9sition that, owing to this Act, he can-
Mr. MITCHELL. Then I need not state my objetion to not cnllect a legal and just claim. Looking at it from this

it; but in regard to the first clause, it appears to me, we point of view, I can see ne objection to the Bill.
onght not, as a matter of right and fair play, pass any legis- Mr. SPItOUL E. I have a letter from a lawyer in my
lation which will affect existing law suits, or alter the county urging the principle contained in this Bill. He
character of decisions te be given on this liLigation. Again states that, in severat cases, notes could not be collected
it appears to me a very singular way of reviving an Act, owing to their not having been stamped, and he enquired
which is repealed, by such an amendncnt as the hon gentle- where stamps could be obtained, and whetber notes were
man proposes. collectable unstamped. Under the circumstances, I think it

Mr. JAMIESON. As a member of the Special is very desirable that this Bill should pass.
Committee to which this Bill was roferred, I may say that Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Before we pass any legisla-
when it was introduced, I thought it was a very proper tion which interferes 'expressly in this way with existing
measure. My attention 'was called to this matter some lit'gation it seems to me we should be very careful that we
lime ago, by noticing a de-ision given by one of our county fully understand the position of the litigation that is to be
Judges, in which he held that the power to double stamp- affected, and that we do what is right in reference to pro-
if the stamps were procurable, which I believe is not now tecting the interests of the various parties concerned in
the case-was taken away by the Act of last year, repeal- them. I understand that this second clause, which is now
irng the Stamp Act, and I cannot see that there can be any made the third clause, was for the purpose of meeting a
possible objection, such as bas been raised by the preceding special case. My hon. friend, I believe, bas abandoned iat
speaker, to this Bill. The revenue cannot now suffer; and clause, but if it was introduced to meet a special case just
some remedy ought tobeafforded. A doubtbasbeenexpressed now pending in the Courts of New Brunswick, possibly the
with reference to the effect of the Act of last year; and the first clause is introduced forn asimilar purpose.
principle laid down by the county Judge referred to, was, Mr. MACKENZIE. I understand that no one can suffer
that except as to matters passed and closed, when the Act by it. It would only enable them to take advantage of the
was repealed, it was to be treated as if it had never been in repeal of the Act.
existence; and this principle has been acted upon by the Mr CAMERON (Victoria). If a liability is saddleduon
highest judges in England. I think it right that parties who himC by this Act which would not biei saddled uponfimhold unstamped paper should have some remedy to otherwise cnh would suffer.recover their security ; for in ninety-nine cases ont of every t
Jhundred where notes have been improperly stamped Mr. BLAKE. Does the lion. gentleman mean to say
or perhaps left unstamped, there bas been no intention that John Jones who happons to be sued upon a note which
on the part of the makers or holders of them toe commit he has reason to think is a dishonest note, should be in a
any fraud on the revenue. It would be a very serions botter position than Smith who has not been sued. The
matter to tho holders of snob notes, many of which are still question is whether we should allow any person, whether
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action bas commenced or not, to suffer through legislation
which per incuriam prevents him from holding a note by a
system of cheating and disbonesty. I do not think the
circumstance that a man is defending a suit brought against
him on one of those notes puts him in a botter position
than if the action had not been brought. The question is,
whetber we shall allow the holder of the note to be placed
in a position which, but for our legislation of last year, ho
would have been placed in.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The hon. gentleman mis-
understands me altogether. I said that inasmuch as we
had been informed that the second clause which is now
made the third was introduced to meet a particular case, I
wish to know from the promoter of the Bill whether the
firt clause was intended to affect a particular case not
covered by the gencral enactmont.

Mr. WELDON. The hon. gentleman is entirely misin-
formed as to the second clause. I would not be guilty of
bringing in an Act which would affect a client of my own in
regard to litigation in which ho was engaged. Parties asked
me before the Bill was introduced as a favor to be allowed
to appeal, and I said that sooner than raise any question of
that kind, I would raise it here, whether there was an appeal
or not. I felt satisfled, however, of the ultimate decision of
any court on the subject. I would not for one moment use
my position as a momber ofthis House in favor of any case
in whieh I was concerned. In regard to the first clause it
does not interfere with any litigation, but I myself raised
an objection in a case which came up with regard to stamps.
I refeïired to the easo mentioned by the hon. gentleman, of
a dociieon of a County Court Judge in Ontario, in which
double stamps wero not allowed to be used under the law.
le held that as to tho innocent holder of the note the law
was absolutely null and void, thus placing the holder in a
worse position than if the law had not been repealed. lt
often happens, as the hon. gëntleman is aware, that this
question of stamps ls p'ung upon the holder for the first
time when the case comes up, but under the old law a Judge
would not have any hesitat ion in allowing the party to
double stamps. The object is to place the parties in pre-
cisely the saie position they were in before the case was
repealed.

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not undeistand that the bon.
mem ber for V ictoria made any such allegation as the hon.
member bas stated. What the bon. gentleman said was
that inasmuch as the second section of the Bill bas been
admitted by the House to have been put in to meet a
particular case, ho wished to know if the first clause
which deals with a difforent class of securities was put there
for a similar purpose. I inay say that I have had com-
munications from a party who was defending a suit, calling
my attention to the fact that the Bill would affect litigation
in which he was himself engaged, and ho asked me to look
into the matter and to prevent any injustice being done to
present litigants. I saw the mover of the Bill, and ho
frankly stated with regard to the second section, which
affects the clasa ofsecurities to which the writer of the letter
referred, that if there was any question raised about it he
would withdraw that section, and ho bas kept bis promise.
It struck me that the first clause would be unfair to fhe
general public, but the explanation of the on. gentleman
may be all right, and if ho allows it to stand, the respon-
sibility will be his and not mine.

Mr. OUIMET. As this Bill is one which comes to the
relief of certain parties who have suffered from previous
legislation, I would like to see it corne to the relief of all
parties; and I would like to call the attention of the promo.
ter of the Bill to a fact which came to my knowledge last
summer. A promissory note wua in the bands of a third
person who was innocent of any neglect of the law. The.

Mr. BLAn.

note ha I not been stamped and became prescribed by the
flvo years limitation. The maker would not renew it, and
the holder could not sue him, because there was no law
authorizing him to sue on a promissory note whieh was not
duly stamped, and on which he could not, put double stamps.
The amount of that note has been a clear loss to that man of
something like 8500 or $600. I think this is a fair case for
the consideration of the promoter of the Bill. I will say
frankly that ho was a client of mine, and would hike to see
bis interests attended to by this Parliament, as the interests
of the clients of some prominent lawyers are attended to ;
and I would suggest that a provision should be inserted in
this Bill that ail promissory notes lost through prescription,
as was the case with my client, should be held good.

Mr. BLAKE. Mv hon. friend should apply to the hon.
Financo Minister to put a vote in the Supplementary Esti-
mates for the anount his client bas lost by this legislation;
and let him apply te the hon. member for North Renfrew to
support him, because it is by the legislation of this House
that he bas suffered; and I venture te say that if net now,
before the next Election, my hon. friend will succeed in
obtaining an Order in Council and a vote in the Estimates
to pay his client's prescribed debt.

Mr. OUIMET. I have no doubt the Goverinment will be
willing to assent te that proposition, seeing that the leader
of the Opposition is su ready te support it.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I
hon. friend had better get th
telegraph his views on the sut

13,11 amendled and reported.

would suggest also that my
e leader of the Opp9sition to
bject.

BILLS OF LADING.

Mr. McCAIRTIIY, in moving the second roading of Bill
(No. 84) to anend the law relating to bills of lading,
said : The House wiIl under?.tand that according to the law
of merchants, the endorsement of a bill of lading transfers
the property nentionod therein to the consignee; but some
years ago it was decided by the English Courts that although
the property was transferred, the contract was not, and the
law was altered so as to make both the property and the con-
tract transferable. The Bill I now inove lias the same
purpose. It was enacted some years ago in the Province of
Ontario, but recently the Court of Queen's Bonch expressed
the opinion, apparently, that this Bill was unconstitutional.
I have, therefore, brought it here at the suggestion of some
members of the profession in Toronto.

Bill read the second time.

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES.

Mr. McLELAN move that the House re-olve itself into
Committee of the Whole te consider the following resolu-
tion:

That it is expedient to provide for the examination of persons deuir-
ing to become Masters or Mates of vessels of certain descriptions, regis-
tered in Canada and employed on the Inland Waters of the Dominion
or any coasting voyages ; and, that after certain named dates every such
vessel so employed must carry a Master certified, after such examina-
tion, ta be properly qualified, and mist aiso, if of a. certain class or
description, carry a Mate duly examined and certified as being qualified
to act as such.

Motion agreed to ; and the House resolved itself into Cor-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. McLELAN. The frequent lss of life and property on
the inland waters and along the coasta of the Dominion bas
raised the question whether the officers in charge ofthevessels
were properly qualified, whether there was not great risk to
life and property in allowing vessels to be commanded by men
whose qualifications have not been put to an examination test.
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In the case of foreign sea-going vessels, masters and mates
must be certified and qualified; and it is proposed to extend a
similar law to vessels navigating along the coaste and in
inland waters. The Bill proposes that after the end of
January, 1884-so that ship-owners may not be taken by
surprise-vessels exceeding 100 tons shall have certified
masters, and that vessels carrying passengers shall have
certified masters, that vessels carrying over forty passon-
gers and sailing vessels over 200 tons shall have certified
masters and mates.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will you apply the same class of
questions as in the examination of sea-going vessels ?

Mr. MoLELAN. No; that will be left for regulation
hereafter. The same qualifications will not be required.

Mr. BLAKE. Are there sailing vessols that carry as
many as forty passengers ?

Mr. McLELAN. No; it refers to steam vessels.
Mr. BAKER. What is the intention as regards those

already running steamers in the coasting trade ?
Mr. McLELAN. After the lst January, 1884, they will

undergo examination and procure certificates, if competent.
If not, they wili have to give place to others that are com-
petent.

Mr. LAURIER. Who will give the cortificates?
Mr.-McLELAN. The examiners to be appointed by the

Governor in Council, probably the same as those appointed
for the examination of masters and mates on sea-going vos-
sels to foreigu ports, with a different standard.

Mr. DAWSON. I think this is a step in the right direc-
tion. I understood at the commencement of the Session
that there was some further legislation conternplated in
regard to the inspection of vessels cu the Upper Lakes, to
prevent their being overloaded, and carrying too many pas.
sengers. Something should be done to prohibit the burning
of the inflammable oil now used on board those vessels, whch
is the cause of a great many ofthem being destroyed by fire.
On the opposite side, vessels are not allowed to burn this
oil. I hope the hon. Minister of Marine will bring down
further legislation to provide against the overloading of
vessels navigating the Upper Lakes, and prevent them from
using this inflammable oil. They should also not be allowed
to carry dynamite and ot'her exp)losive articles, whereby the
sufety of passengers is endangered.

Mr. MITCHELL. Is this interded not only to apply to
the inland waters and coasts, but to the sea coasts as
well ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. When the Bill establishing this

classification of masters and mates was proposed some years
ago, we fonnd, on reflection, it was very dosirable that we
should not at once put a large number of persons out of
employment. There are hundreds of mon running these
coasting schooners, carrying lumber and produce of one kind
or another along the coast to local markets, who are quite
competent to do the work, but many of whom, if subjected
to an examination, which, I prosume will be pretty strict,
would probably be thrown ont of employment. I would
make the suggestion to the hon. Minister, that while he
sbould employ a strict rule with all persans in the future
who are to be made masters and mates, ho should make
some provision to allow the continuance in their position of
those who have been for a period of years masters and
mates.

Mr. WELDON. This Act will work very badly as far as
regards the River St. John and the Bay of Fundy. Many
of those engaged in running vessels in the coasting trade
between those ports and the United States, are farmers.

Their wood boats, originally used for the river, are now
used to carry Inmber to Boston. They do not follow sea-
faring as a profession, but are perfectly qualified for the
work they do, being probably botter acquainted with the
(oast btween New York and the Bay of Fundy than
experienced marinors who are used to crossing the
Atlantic and have passed the necessary examinations.
The effect of this Bill will be to deprive these partie4
entirely of a means of subsitence. In fact, those parties
who have studied navigation, would not be prepared for the
examination, but, at the s-,me time, no more competent per-
sons could be found for the particular trade in which they
are engaged, and the result wili be to throw these out of
employment. Moi eover, if only masters and mates can bo
employed who have passed an examination, it will add
increased expense to the cargo and the parties who are
shipping, and the result will be to injure, to a large extent,
the trade which now exists between the Bay of Fundy and
the United States. Many of these parties I refer to aro
the owners of vessels themselves, and, during the summer
season they are employed on the coast in bringing lumbor
to St. John; at other times in carrying boards to t be
United States, more particularly in the class of vessels I
refer to. They are sea-going vessels in the strict sense of
the term, though they were originally employed on tho
river, and now they are navigated by men who are mostly
farmers on the river and fishermen on the coast. The effect
of this resolution, if adopted, will be te doprive these men
of profitable employment, and, to a large extent, to cripple
the carrying trade of lumber to the United States.

Mr. McLELAN. It is proposed to ascortain whether
the man in charge of the vossel is competent for the trado
in whieh ho is engaged. When a man is exanined for a
sea-going foreign voyage ho receives a certificate to tako
charge of a vessel in any part of the world. The hon. gen-
tleman wili see that for the River St. John or for the coast,
there is no neces-ity for navigation, but it is necessary that
the man shoud be qualified to command that vessel and to
know what to do in cage of emergency, that is, any vossel
over one hundrod tons. For the smaller craft it is proeo-od
to exempt the masters from this provision until the IHouso
shall otherwise de'ermine. There are but few vesseJi
exceeding one hundred tons that navigate the coast, but
these all roquired to have cerdfied masters compotent to
take them to any part of the world. What we propose now
is that they shall have captains competent to command
them in the particular trade in which they are engaged. I
have roason to behieve that very otten mon are put in
charge of vessels who know nothîng of their management
in case of a storm arihing, or other emergency, and I think,
it is due to the trade, due to the owners of property, due to
the lives of crow and passengers, that those vessels shall be
in charge of competent men able to take charge of craft in
the particular trade in which they may be engaged. I may
say i answer to the hon. member for Algoma (Mr.
Dawson) that this Bill refers only to the qualifications of
masters and mates, and that anything the hon. gentleman
may deem necessar'y in respect to the construction of the
vessels and the safety of cargo and passengers, will more
naturally como under another i1.

Mr. VAIL. May 1 ask why the hon. Minister puts the
number of passengers at forty ?

Mr. McLELAN. I propose at first that all steamers
carrying passengers shall have competent captains, and in
the case of ail the larger vessels the number of passengers
is fixed by the size of the vessel. When you have a larger
vessel carrying more than forty the lino must be drawn
somewhere. The objoct is to have competent officers on
board.

Mr. VAIL. A steamer running, for instance, from Digby
to St. John, of 500 or 600 tons, is at liberty to carry thirty-
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nine passengers, but she cannot carry forty unless she has
a certified mate.

Mr. McLELAN. It is not the numbor of passengers on
board, but whateve. she is certified for.

Mr. WELDON. There is a difficulty with regard to the
Board of Examiners, as I understand the observations of
the hon. Minister. The present Board are men accustomed
to sea navigation, but with all due respect to their abilities
as seamen I doubt if they are as capable of running a coast
voyage as men on the Bay of Fundy or on the River St.
John ; and the great difficulty would be to get a Board able
to examine parties who would ho competent for the coast-
ing trade. For instance, with regard to the present Board
of Examiners, masters and mates are examined as to navi-
gation and the use of charts, and the method of ascertain-
ing longitude and latitude. Now, these are matters which
are unnecessary in the coasting trade. What is needed is a
practical knowledge derived from the experience those men
get on the coast, a knowledge of the Bay of Fundy, of the
coast of Maine, and a knowledge of the tides. The difficulty
will be to find a Board who would know what knowledge
ii required for that purpose.

Mr. McLELAN. I will explain to the hon. gentleman
that when our examiner of masters and mates goes down to
St. John or Halifax to hold his examination he selects a
local man to act with him, and ho would select a local man
who was quite able to judge whether the candidates had the
necessary attainmIents or not.

Mr. WELDON. The present Bodi-c in St. John comprise
competent navigators, and will be able to examine and pass
men for long voyages, but I question very much their
knowledge with respect to coasting voyages.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I call the hon. member's
attention to the fact that while any Bill interfering with
vessels navigating the River St. John would be a serious
matter, this Bill is confined to vessels of 100 tons and over,
and scarcely one of them would be affected.

Mr. BLAKE. Hon. members have had reason to con-
plain, for a number of years back, that Bills belonging to
the Marine and Fisheries Department have been introduced
and pushed through the House without proper information
béing farnished, in order that they might be intelligently
considered. It is said that oil and water do not mix well,
but this and the Inland Revenue Department are like offen.
ders, for the latter has given notice of a coal oil Bill. The
measure now under consideration is no doubt prepared with
due regard to the public welfare, and with proper safeguards
and with proper working may prove salutary; but as it
is going to affect a large number of persons it is exceedingly
important that on as early a day as possible we should have
full details as to the mode of the examination and other
points, in order that we may obtain the opinions of those
parties who will be affected. The next notice standing on
the Order Paper is with respect to the Civil Service Act of
last Session. We passed a good law for the examination of
Civil servants, and now it is proposed to relax it because it
is found inconvenient to those in the service, and I warn
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries that he may, if
he does not act with prudence, also inflict great injury on
persons who are not so able to obtain redress. With
respct to the date proposed to be fixed it strikes
me that it has been considered rather with respect
to the needs of the coasting service of the sea-board
than the inland coasting service. There is no noces-
sity as regards the inland service for fixing as early a
day as the first of January, because the inland waters are
locked up, it is two months' later before that season com-
mences. I would therefore suggest to the hon. Minister
whether it would not be proper, at all events, as regards the
inland waters, that the first examination should commence

Mr. YAt.

at a later date. Their season terminates from the 1st to the
15th November.. If they are called upon at an examination
for book learning and scientific information-and we can-
not tell how much may be called for, as that depends on
the Board, and there must be many Boards-it is important
that as long a time as possible should be given them to
prepare. 1 hope the hon. Minister will consider this point
and expedite as far as possible the printing of the Bill and
afford the House explanation as to how these examinations
are to be conducted, as to the points at which the Board will
sit, and as to the character of the examinations to which
these persons are to be subjected.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the Bill introduced by the hon.
Minister is a stop in the right direction. No doubt, boats
of that size, carrying both life and property, require compe-
tent persons to run them; but I think it is equally impor-
tant that other stops should be taken at an early day to
remove evils which are perhaps as dangerous to life and
property as this' one. I think the hon. Minister intimated
to the hon. member for Algoma that this Bill only applied
to masters and mates; but if it was necessary to regulate
and inspect steamers in any other way, it would be imp>r-
tant to put it in another Bill. I should like to know from
the hon. Minister if it is the intention of the Government
this year to introduce a Bill for that purpose. When the
subject was under discussion, I called the attention of the
hon. Minister and the House to several lamentable disas-
ters whichb had happened on our inland waters, especially
on Lake Huron, Georgian Bay and Lake Superior.
There was the Asia which went down with between
100 and 200 people on board, only two being saved. The
year before we had the Victoria and the Jane Miller, last
year the Manitoulin, and a few years ago the Waubuno; and
these disasters show that some additional remedy should be
applied for the protection of life and property. Last year I
tried to impress on the Minister t;he importance of appoint-
ing an inspector to see that vessels leaving port were
properly loaded. We find on examination that the Jane
Miller was lest on account of the load being on deck, and
when'she tried to turn round against the wind, not being
properly ballasted, she upset, and all on board were lost.
As regards the loss of the Asia, it was partly due, perbapQ,
to the same cause, that of over-loading. I do not under-
stand why inspectors cannot ho appointed, whose duly
it would be to inspect vessels at ports at which
they call and ascertain whether they were over-loaded
or not. That might be donc by the Collector of Customs,
and thereby a «large amount of property and valuable
lives might bo saved. The inspectors should not be those
who would go on the dock of a vessel and look round and be
unable to give any authoritative command as to whether or
not the vessel should leave port. With respect to the Asia
this was one of the troubles. It was said the boat was
inspected and it was intimated that she was not fit to
louve barbor, but there was no one to order that she should
not do so. It requires some person with authority to
declare that a boat shall not go out of barbor if overloaded
and considered unscaworthy. It is important that inspec-
tions should be made. It is important to make inspections
at different seasons of the year. A boat which might be
seaworthy during the summer when there are few storms,
should not be allowed to go out in the fall if she h"a been
injured by two or thrce storms, or run on a sand bank; and,
in fact, only those boats should be allowed to go out in the fall
which are very strongly built and most likely to withtand
storm and tempest. Attention has been called to the lament-
able fact that a whole fleet'of vessels plying on Georgian Bay,
Lake Huron and Lake Superior, hua been lost, and all this
ha happened within a few years. An objection raised as
to the appointment of inspectors, is, that so many would be
required that a heavy expenditure would be incurred. It
muet be remembered, however, that a single cargo would pay
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the salaries of all inspectors for many years. But I do not
recognize that this question has toe Ilooked upon solely in
the light of expense. The value of human life cannot be
estimated, but the value of property can, and the time has
arrived when strenuous efforts should be made to prevent the
great loss of life which has occurred during the last fow years.
Inside of three years we ean count between 1,000 and 1,200;
and if we are not going to have recourse to remedies, which
I believe will be effectuai in preventing this great los o
life, I think that we will fail in the discharge of our duty.
I hope that the hon. Minister of Marine ani Fisheries will
see its importance, and that it is imperatively necessary to
introduce this Session, a measure for the inspection of boats
-not only of engines and boilers, which are, I believe,
already provided for-but of hulls, and also cargoes, as to
whether vessels are overloaded, and as to how the cargo is
distributed. One boat, if I remember rightly, carrying
grain to Chicago, was lost, owing to the fact, that the grain
was thrown on the bottom, without partitions, or any divi-
sion, and when the storm commenced, it shifted from one
side to the other, until finally the vessel keeled over;
but, if compartments had existed, and the grain
had been placed in sacks and properly stowed
away, it was the general opinion, that this loqs
would have been prevented. The loss of the Jane Miler
was due te the cargo being placed on the top of the boat,
and of the Asia to having been overloaded and to not having
the cargo properly stowed away, while the boat was in-
ferior and unfit to stand the Upper Lakes; and I think that
with all these facts before our eyes wo should deem it im-
portant that somcthing should be done at a very early day,
if possible, to save this property, and prevent this very
groat loss of life taking place every year.

Mr. BAKER. Ifail to see what ail this has te do with
the subject of masoters and mates. I would liko, however, to
ask the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries to take into
consideration the position of those persons at present in
command of versels on the coast, who have commanded
them successfully for a number of years, and that this law
should not be made retroactive.

Refsolution roported.

Mr. McLELAN introduced Bill (No. 89) respecting cor-
tificates of masters and mates of ini md and coastirng ships.

Bill read the first time,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjourinent of the
louse.

Motion agreed to; and (at 10:23 o'clock p.m.) tho Ilouse
adjoui ned.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS,
TuuasnAY, 5th April, 1883.

The SPaAKER took the Chair at Thre3 o'cl )ck

PRAyERs.

WAYS AND MEANS-TIIE BUDGET.

The flouse resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Sir Leonard Tilley: That the House go into
Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for raising a
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Speaker. On entering, Sir, upon
the field of discussion opened by the presentation of the
financial statement of the hon. Mihister of Finance, I have

the disadvantage of coming after the field has been mostly
i occupied, and, of course, I can only glean where others have

reaped. I trust, however, to be able to present certain facts
n Dot alluded to, that bave a bearing upon the question under
discussion, and perhaps I shall allude to matters which have

. been alluded to, and present them in a light which
may elicit some new information bearing up->n the
subject-matter of debate. Wu are discussing this financial

f statement, Mr. Speaker, as hon. members of the House
are aware, at a period very much later than on the last

1 occasion. Last year, the hon. Finance Minister made bis
financial statement, if my memory serve3 me, on the 2 lth
February. This year the financial statemont was not made
on the 24th February, it was not, indeed, made till
March 30tb, a month later I recollect, Sir, reading
an anecdote once of Susan B. Anthony. During an
address in Philadelphia on woman's rights she attempted
to make a very impressive commencement by asking:
" why was I born ?" This was the first sentence she
uttered, and she thon made an impressive pause and just
as she was about to resume, some little street Arab in the
gallery called out, in a piping tone of voice: "I give it up."
Well, if I were asked why this delay in presenting the
financial statement lwould certainly have to answer:''Igive
it up; " and I must confess that the reason assigned by the
hon. Finance Minister did not seem to me a satisfactory
reason of the delay. He told us that he delayed
the financial statement because certain changes in the
American Tariff were about being made. It was perfectly
proper for him to wait until ho should ascertain what
the nature of those Tariff changes were. Fe told us ho
received the information ho sought on the 16th March.
Now, the term of the American Congress expired, by can.
stitutional limitation, on the 4th March. The nature of the
changes of the Tariff was well known on the 20th February,
for at that time the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Mr.
Nimmo, was instructed to propare a statement to lay before
Congress showing what the loss of revenue by the proposed
changes would probably be. Had the hon. Minister of
Finance desired to act promptly in this matter he could
easily have taken means to have ascertained what those
changes in the Tariff were, at a much earlier period
than he has informed the House ho received the informa-
tion. Thore was not a prominent newspaper in the United
States which was not discussing the effect of the proposed
changes on the 5th March, the day following the adjourn-
ment of Congress. The hon. Finance Minister could have
ascertained from the Treasurer of the United States by a tele-
gram, which, no doubt, would have been most courteously
answered, on the 5th March, what the changes ho desired
to know were; or if ho had sent a letter to any newspaper cor-
respondent in Washington, or to the Secretary of theTreasury
Department, on the 3rd March, the hon. Minister would
have been informed on the 5th March, either by wire or by
mail, what the changes were ho desired to know about;
but ho seems to have waitel until the Tariff Bill had gone
through the slow process of printing in the Government
Office, and it was not until the 16th MVarch ho received a
copy of the Bill, being fourteon days after ail the world
interested in the American Tariff knew what the changes
were ho desired to be informed of. He had told the House
tbat ho particularly desired to know what changes were to
ho made in Excise duties, especially on the duties upon
tobaccos and cigars. The whole world knew that the changes
in the Excise duty on tobacco would be a reduction to
8 cts. per lb. That was known on the 5th March, and even
on the 3rd March. All the changes which the hon. gentle-
man needed teobe informed of ho could have ascertained
twelve or thirteen days earlier than ho did it. It cannot
be denied, and I bave no disposition whatever to deny
it, tbat the hon. Finance Minister, upon this occasion,
meets the country under very comfortable circuimstances,
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circumstances that must be gratifying to him as the head of
the Finance Department. He has an overflowing Treasury;
ho bas a large surplus; ho bas been able to provide for a
largely incrcased expenditure, and still has money to spare.
This state of things is attributed by the hon, gentleman,
and by those associated with him, to a cause which we hold
to bo meroly coincident with the prosperity that exists.
This prospority is attributed to the National Policy. We
say no, the national prosperity is merely coincident with
the change brought about by other and independent
causes; and while agreeing perfectly as to the prosperous
condition of the country, and as to the flourishing con-
dition of the Treasury, and while congratulating the hon.
Minister on this condition of things, I must take issue
upon the cause of this prosperity, and I will endeavor, in
the course of my remarks, to point out what I conceive to
be the true causes of the prosperitynow existing in Canada.
I hold that to assert that a Tariff can cause prosperity is to
assert what is a self-evident absurdity.

Sir LTEONARD TILLEY. Icar, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman says "hear,
hear." If those curious in this matter will go back to the
derivation of the word, they will find that the word "Tariff "
is derived from the namne of a seaport in Algiers, the Algerian
port of Tariffa, from which in former ages issued Cor-
sairs that preyed upon the commerce of the Christian nations
of Europe, levying upon their vessels tribute or toll;
and from the circumstance that tribute or toll was levied
by vossels issuing from Tariffa, the stronghold of'
a piratical State, we have derived the name Tariff.
Tariff means toli, tribute. taxes taken by force. If hon.
gentlemen can show me that a person who wishes to buy
cotton sheeting, and through the operation of the Tariff
is compelled to pay for seven yards, a sum, which, without
the Tariff, would have purchased ten yards, and that he is
enriched by receiving only seven yards instead of
ten yards ; or if they can show that, for every 8100
purchased, the $25 or $35 that go for taxes which the
Government exact is a benofit, ho lias proved that a
Tariff can be a source and cause of prosperity. But I hold
sucli is an impossibility, and that the operation of this or
any Taritf, whatever its character, is simply to diminish the
prosperity which the country enjoys,to the extent of the taxes
taken from thepockets oftthe people. OneTariffrnay bo more
unjust than another, and bear more heavily on the resources
and energies of the people than another; but any Tarif im-
posed by the Government is not a blessing, but an evil in-
flicted on the people. The Government may be compelled
to raise taxes, and the people may be compelled to
pay taxes ; but the tax does not enrich them ; but
when a Tariff is constructed and devised for the
purpose of securing the amount of revenue that
is roquired by the Government, and goes no further,
that Tariff the Government is justified in imposing.
But when a Tariff goes beyond this, and imposes a scale of
duties yielding revenue largely in excess of the require-
monts of the Government; and when duties are imposed,
not for the purpose of securing revenue in the most common,
sense, and most economical manner, but to foster and pro-
tect certain pet intorests, then it ceases to fulfil the proper
requirements and functions of a Tariff, and becomes to the
extent in which it imposes extra taxes, a burden, and anj
unjustifiable burden on the people of the country; thorefore,:
I assert that a Tariff cannot croate prosperity. It morely pro-
vides revenue to the extent of the taxation imposed; and it is
absurd to attribute to this National Policy the prosperityi
which we have enjoyed. The existence of the National
Policy was merely a coincidence with this period, at
a time when other causes happened to produce pros-
perity. Now, Sir, I do not see my hon. friend from
Lincoln in is seat; but i will, neverthelcss,take the liberty,

Mr. ÇH&LToN.

though ho has pronouneed it unr.patriotic, to refer occasion-
ally to the example of the United States, because we can
profit by their example. We have the blessing, if we please
to call it so, of a Protective Tariff, the United States have
a Protective Tariff; and taught by the experience of these
two respective fisoal systems, we can make certain com-
parisons and come to certain conclusions. The United
States inaugurated their protective system in 1861; but did
that protectivo system prevent that country suffering from
the effects of a great commercial depression and avert the
disasters fio n which we suffered from 1874 to 1878 ? On
the contrary, Sir, they experienced very severe commercial
depression, which, under their protective system, was very
much greater than that which wo were visited with, while
we were under a Revenue Taviff-and a very moderato one-
and that country was enjoying all the blessings of a high
protective system. The degree of depression from which
that country suffered, was more intense, more widespread,
and much greater than that which we experienced in
Canada. We had by no means as large a proportion oflabor-
ers out of employment. We had by no means as large a
proportion of industrial establishments lying idle; and the
returns from the investment of capital in Canada were much
greater during that period than was the case in the United
States, and in every respect, in drawing a contrast between
the condition of this country and of the United States, dur-
ing the de pression from 1874 to 1678-tho one under the oper-
ation of a Revenue Tariff system, and the other under a high
protective system-is very much in favor of Canada. The de-
pression was less bore, and was due not to causes
which arose in Canada, but to causes which arose in the
United States. The depression here resulted from the
depression which commenced in the United States, a highly
protected country; and but for that depression there
the depression in Canada would have been by
no means as severe as it was; and again, Sir, when
we bad changed our fiscal system, and adopted a pro-
tective policy, as we did in 1879, the revival of business had
begun in that country before this policy was adopted. The
resumption of specie payments in the United States on the
lst of January, 1879, and other causes, tended to produce
there a revival in trade, and to bring about that change
here, which is falsely attributed to the National Policy.
The degree of prosperity which las existed in Canada since
the adoption of tho National Policy, bas been by no
means greater than the prosperity which has existed in this
country during other cycles of prosperity; and at other
periods in Canada, when we were under a Revenue Tariff,
and a low Revenue Tariff, the degree of prosperity enjoyed
by this country was greater than it is to-day; and, if pros-
perity could so exist under a Revenue Tariff, it is certainly
absurd to attribute to the existence of this policy to day,
the effects which we have perceived. Well, Sir, what has
produeed this prosperity? If it is not due to the Tariff, as it
cannot be, to what is it due? Well, Sir, I think that the
main and principal cause of this revival of prosperity can
be very easily pointed out. We all know, Sir, the effect on
a country situated like Canada, of an abundant harvest, and
we all know, Sir, as well, the effects produced on
a country situated as this is, of a failure in
the harvest. A failure in the harvest produces disaster
and commercial stringency, and must necessarily do
so; and it will do so in spite of any fiscal system which
may be in force froin time to time. On the contrary, Sir,
an abundant harvest will set in motion the machinery of
trade, and will give to the cuntry larger moans, a larger
surplus and an incroase in the wealth of the country.
Now, Sir, if an abundant harvest comes youwill necessarily
have prosperity; and if a series of abundant harvests comes
you will have great prosperity; and if these series of ajun-
dant harvests come in conjunction with the failure of
harvests abroad, making an unusual demand for the pro.
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ducts of our soil, and a demand at an unusual price, the
result on the business and prosperity of the country can be
easily understood. Then, Sir, the first and the primary
cause of the revival of prospority in Canada was abundant
barvests-not one, but a secries of abundant harvestes-
greatly augmenting our exports, which were sold
at high prices in consequence of the unusual
demand abroad, which was the result of the failure of
the harvesta in England, not in one year merely,
but during two successive years. This, thon, Sir, is the first
and primary cause of the revival of the prosperity in Canada.
Then there is another cause which had something to
do with it. Commercial depressions, Sir, are brought about,
to a certain extent at least, by extravagance, and the natu-
ral result of this, after a few years, is to cause a revul-
sion ; and then we have a panie. What is the correc-
tive of the panic ? Why, the people commence to retrenck
and practice econory; and from this process which follows
extravagance and over-trading, in due time a period of pros-
perity comes. Now, Sir, white one of the primary causes of
prosperity was due to the economy and frugality practiced
by the people of Canada during those lean years, from 1874
to 1878, when we were suffering from the effects of commer-
cial depression, there is another cause which added some-
what te our prosperity. We were opening up the great
region of the North-West ; and this caused a
very large amount of capital to flow into this
country. 'hcre weie then these three causes: the in-
crease of our harvest exports; the effect of the economy
practiced during previous years, and the influx of a vast
amount of capital into Canada, which satisfactorily accounts,
in my opinion, for the change in times which we have
witnessed; and which I am glad to say we have witnessed
during the last three or four years. Now, Sir, let us enquire
for a moment what is the real character of this Tariff, of this
policy which is lauded, by our hon. friends on the opposite
side of the House> as the cause of our prosperity. It is not
as bad a Tariff as are some Tariffs. It is not as bad a Tariff
as is the Tariff of the United States. It might fairly he
called, in some respects, a moderately Protective Tariff.
1 do not say it is in all respects a very bad measure;
but it has certainly very bad foatures. Now, Mr.
Speaker, if my hon. frieud froin West Durham were
at the head of the Government, ho would find, I have
no doubt, that in dealing with this question, ho would have
to have a due regard for the interests which have grown
up under this Tariff.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. JIcar, hear.

Mr. CHAiRLTON. The hon. gentleman oppo-ite says,
"hear, hear;" but the hou. member from West Durham
(Mr. Blake), no doubt, would avoid rash and inconsiderate
action in this matter; ho would avoid anything which
would entail ruin upon any great interest of this country;
and if lie did not do that he would act unwisely, and would
not act in the interests of the country. But I think I can
assure hon. gentlemen on the opposite side that there are
Eome things ho would do without delay. I think ho would
remove the duties from the raw material. I think he would
give the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces fi-ce cornmeal
and fro flour. I think, Sir, that he would give the manu-
lclturers of Ontario, and other parts of the Dominion, free
coal.; and I have no doubt that he would scorn to doccive
the farmers by giving to them any such Protetion as is
given to them in the matter of wooL If ho were te give Pro-
tection on wool ho would put the tax upon sueh wool as is
imported into the country. But, under the operation of the
kind of Protection given by the hon. gentleman opposite,
we imported, last year, 9,646,000 lbs. of free wool, and only
36,000 lbs. of dutiable wool; in other words, for every 300
Ibs. of wool we imported into the country we imported 1
ILb. which paid a duty, and 299 lbs., which came in

freo, I repeat that this is a kind of Protection which my
hon. friend from West Durham would scorn to give to the
farmers. The hon. Minister tells us, in his speech,
that he felt a diffloulty about the duty on iron. I
have no doubt he did. I have no doubt ho bas felt a diffi-
culty about the duty on steel, as well as upon various other
articles. If hoeis a man of sympathetie nature ho must have
felt a difficulty about the duty on corumeal and coal; and I
have no doubt he has folt immense difficulty, and has stified
his convictions in meeting the requirements of those who
come te him, as he tells us, te make reprosentations to him.
The character of the Tariff could be changed in these essen-
tial particulars at ail events. The duties might be taken
off the raw materials, and there might be a reduction of the
duty in order to bring down the revenue yielded by that
Tariff within the limits of the requirements of the country.
Will the hon. gentleman tell us that the great mass of the
people of Canada are benefited by this Tariff? le it the great
mass of the people which have sent deputations down here
from time to time, and visited him in his office in the Eastern
Block, and made those representations which have rosulted
in the changes which are made in the Tariff, Session after
Session ? Do these representations come from the lumber-
men of Canada, from the fishermen of Canada, from the
laborers of Canada, from the farmers of Canada? No, Sir,
they come from interests that desire to socure, and do secure,
benefits from this Tariff. They come from a very smail
proportion of the mass of the population of this great
country; and while I do not deny that this Tariff confers
benefits upon some, I assert that while it does so, it inflicts
grave injury on the majority of the people of Canada. Last
year the hon. gentleman boastd-I notice that ho did not
indulge in the same strain this year-about the increase
in the industries of this country. I do not know
why ho was silent in that respect ihis year, but his
silence was rather ominous. Last year ho informed us that
this Tariff had beon the means of es-oting new industries
which employed no less than 7,03> hands; and ho had
the hardihood to claim that the incr-eased operations of old
industries which had resulted in incroasing the number of
hands employed by 17,000, was due to the operation of this
Tariff. How absurd!1 Industries which wore creatod under
a Revenue Tariff were obliged, during a period of depression,
to curtail their operations, and because, forsooth, they com-
monced on the old scale of operations which eristed under
a Revenue Tariff, when the good times came again, the hon.
gentleman claimed that that increase was due te his Tariff.
And even when we came to criticise his claim that 7,035
hands had found employmont in new industries in conso-
quence of his Tariff, we found in place of their being
7,035 we had te reduce the amount by something like
three-fifths, and imtead of their being 7,000 hands employed
in those concerne, there were only about 3,00). How-
ever, Sir, the National Policy will have a fair trial.
We desire that it should have a fair trial. The people
desire that it should have a fair trial, and they have
so decided ; and in all human probability, for another
five years at any rate, that policy will be the policy
of this country. The hon. Minister tells us that wo
are to have seven ycars of prosperity. I trust we may
have seventy times seven; and I have no doubt that if the
conditions are observed which the hon. Minister attached to
his promise of sevon years prospority, we may have seventy
times seven. What were the conditions? He said we
should have seven years prosperity; and, after a pause, ho
said if we only avoided over-trading, if we avoided reckless
extravagance, if we avoided bad harvests, if we avoided low
prices, if we avoided, in short, all causes that produce strin-
gency and hard times,we would not have hard times,but seven
years prosperity; and I have no doubt we would. But, Sir,
the hon. gentleman, in the experience he as acquired
as the constructor of Tariff4, bas, doubtloss, learned one
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truth-and I would ask the hon. gentleman if it is not so. protective duties
I have no doubt he las learned that in arranging the details of new manufactu
of a Protective Tariff, he finds that he las to meet and con- country than in ti
tend with the strugglings of conflicting selfish interests. I the Census statist
have no doubt he finds that this interest wants this thing, sometime during1
and that interest that thing-that each interest wants to a comparison betv
promote its own selfish end at the exj ense of everybody in 1871 and 1882,
else; and in arranging the details of his measure, he has te found that the pr
compromise between one interest and another; and in doing Canada had been
so he presents us with a Tariffwhich, as lie tells us himself, rapid under the op
is not strictly scientific, but which is to a certain degree an thing here from
experiment, and which seems destined to tb a continued out clearly and fo
experimentjudging by the number of changes that are made pleasure in calling
from year to year. This effect ofselfish conflicting interests- a moderate dutyi
this grafting upon the Tariff branches incongruous and protective duty flo
absurd, is well exemplified by the changes which were made country. The ho
in the last American Tariff. Though professedly a Proteo. Trade, in a speec
tive Tarif the duty upon iron has been reduced 30 to 40 Tariff means mor
per cent.; but while doing that the owners of iron ore have facturera. He sai
succeded in getting the duty upon ore increased 50 per " There is the cost(
cent., so that while the Protection is reduced the price of side of tbe water, w
the raw material bas been increaseJ. Now, if we were at cent., so that there il
liberty to choose our own ground in the discussion of ought to be sufficient

. I S .for others, it would npublie questions we should pronounce this one of the Tariff
to be a minor issue. I believe we have questions before the Mr. WHITE (
people of Canada to-day that are of far greater importance Middlesex assure
than the question of whether we shall pay 3 or 5 per cent., view, because he
more or lecs, on our average importations. i believe the York was the sam
land policy of this Government is a policy of far greater Mr. ROSS (Mid
moment to the people of Canada. It is a policy which York was as easy
will ha-e ILore influence • on the future of this and the Maritime
country than anything connected with its fiscal policy. Mr. CHARLTO
I beheve, Sir, that a judicious land policy, calculated to pro- ber for Cardwell mmote the settlement of the North-West, and to lead to the Great Britain was,
rapid development of the resources of this counti-y, is a mat- a duty of 15 peri
ter vastly more important to us than the question we are Britain was equaldiscussing to-day. I believe that the railway policy of this properly claimecountry, that we discussed two years ago, was a matter proper anye
fraught with greater consequences to Canada than this ques- Mr. IiJt (C
tion. I believe the question of Provincial rights, the ques- Mr. WHITE (C
tion of the preservation of the constitutiornal guarantees, Mr. CHARLTO
under which the Provinces of the Dominion exercise their cent. is equivaleni
right of local self government, is of far greater consequence cent. is equivalen
to the Dominion of Canada than this question. I believe claims that we coi
that in the case of one of the Provinces, at any rate, the diture, go back to
questions of whether that Province shall be slorn of half its cent. It is my o
teiritory, is a matter of vastly more importance to that any circumstancei
Province than the question of a Protective vs. a Revenue of 22½ per cent.,
Tariff. But as the National Policy is forced into the fore- for Cardwell, wo
ground by hon. gentlemen opposite, we are, of course, com- than any industry
pelled te meet them on their own ground, and to discuss this Sir, let us suppose
question which they choose to make the leading issue in when the change c
our political contests and in our discussions here. In discus- from stringent tin
sing thistiquestion I shall, first of al, direct myself to the a duty of 20 per c
consideration of the onquiry, has the ratio of the manufac- that state of thing
turing development of this country, under this policy, been have been an ii
greater than it was under Ihe policypreceding it? I will ask of this country'
the hon. Finance Minister whether the manufacturing inter same causes whl
ests of Canada owe their existenen to the National Policy; manufacturing in
and if he fails to answer I will take the liberty of saying same results unde
that they do not. I will take the liberty of any man say thal
pointing out that before the National Policy was inaugu- crease in the prod
ratod, the manufacturing interests of Canada had attaineÀ that there would E
a very high degree of development under the operation istence, and that t
of a strictly Revenue Tariff. According t,> the Census facturing would n(
Returns of 1871, we produced in that year over $!00,000,000 experience of the]
worth of manufactures, and employed 187,000 operatives. such would have b
The development of our manufacturing industries continued increase would hai
to be rapid in the yoars succeeding the Census of 1871. It present system, I
is certain that during the period of depression, from 1874 to not have been ase
1878, our manufacturing industries were in a stronger tected to such an e
position than those of the United States with their highl1 cent. are possible.

Mr. CuALToN.

; that a greater number, propertionately,
ring establishments were erected in this
Lhe adjoining Republie ; and, Sir, if we had
ics of 1881-andlIhope wC may have them
this generation-and were able to institute
ween the amountof manufactures produced
I venture the prediction that it would be

ogress of the manufacturing industries of
satisfactory, had been healthy, had been
peration of a Revenue Tarif. I have some-
my hon. friend from Cardwell, which points
brcibly a truth to which I have now much
the attention of the House-the truth that

imposed for revenue purposes is an ample
r any manufactured product suitable to this
n. gentleman told the Montreal Board of
h delivered in 1873, that a 15 per cent.
e than 15 per cent. of Protection to manu-
id :
of the transportation of the goods from the other
hioh amounts, on an average, to at least 5 per
s now a Protection equal to 20 .per cent. That
for any industry snitable to the country, and as
ot be wise to support them by fiscal props."
Cardwell). The hon. member for West
d me that I was entirely wrong in my
said that the price of sugar from ,New
.e as the price from Montreal.
dlesex). What I did say was, that New
a distributing point for Manitoba, Ontario,
Provinces, as iMontreal.
)N. The point raised by the hon. mem-
was that the cost of transportation from
equal te 5 per cent., and that consequently
cent. upon goods imported from Great
to 20 per cent. of Protection, and he very
d that that amount of Protection was
industry suitable to this country.
,ardwell). So it was then.
N. If that is the case, a duty of 20 per

t to 25 per cent., and a duty of 22J per
t to 27J per cent. of Protection. No man
uld in the present condition of our expen-
a Tariff of 15 per cent., or even of 20 per

pinion that it would be necessary, under
s, to impose for revenue purposes a Tariff

which, according to the hon. member
uld be 7½ per cent. more of Protection
suitable to this country trequires. Well,

, at the time this policy was inaugurated,
ame from bad harvests to good harvests,and
mes to prosperity, that the Tariff imposed
ent. Does any man imagine that under
s, with rising prosperity, there would not
ncrease in the manufacturing industries
? Does àny man suppose that the
ich led to increased prosperity in our
dustries would not have produced the
Lr a Revenue Tariff of 20 per cent.? Will
t there would not have been a large in-
uction of manufactures in this country,
not have been new factories called into ex-
he numberof employés engaged in main-
ot have multiplied ? Reasoning from the
past, we are warranted in asserting that
een the result. Ido not say that the
ve been as great as it has been under the
am quite willing te admit that it would
great in particular lines, which ai e pro-
extent that dividends of from 50 te 7 per

The profits of the cotton and woollen
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industries, would not, probably, have been s great, and I
suppose the Redpaths would have been deprived of a few
hundred thousand dollars of their gains ; but I am satisfied
that nearly all our mannfaeturing industries, besides the
three I have named, would bave been in a better position
under a Revenue Tariff than they are under that which the
hon. Finance Minister gave to this country in 1879. I
would ask the hon. member whether he is prepared to as-
sert that this Tariff of his has given to Canadian manu-
facturers a greater control over their own markets than
they had under the previons system ofa Revenue Tariff. The
hon, gentleman does not scem disposed to answer.

Sir LEONAR D TIL EY. I[will answer by-and-bye.

Mr. CHARLTON. I now assert that the result of the
policy bas not been to give to the manufacturing interests
of this country a greater control of our home market than
they possessed prior to the inauguration of this policy. I
take the ground that this policy bas not resulted in curtail-
ing the importation of goods susceptible of manufacture in
Canada, and I will quote tables to sustain that assertion.
In fact the hon. gentleman himself, in the course of bis
remarks the other day, practically admitted this-I do not
know but that he did admit it in so many words, for he
went on to tell us that importations to a large extent were
all right if we hai the means to boy. He thus
gave the whole case away. Ceitainly it is net right
to buy when we have not the means; but if it is proper
and judicious to buy when we have the means, is it not
wrong to impede this proper and judicious purchasing by
throwing obstacles in our way, and preventing us froni
using, to the best advantage, the means we have to purchase
with? It seems, however, that even the attempt made in
this direction has been futile. I am about to make use of
a few figurces. I wish it wore possible to present this finan-
cial question in the form of an allegory or parable. If the
hon. gentleman himself will make his financial statement in
the form of an epic poem, it, no doubt, would bo mo-e in-
teresting, but financial matters are matters of figures. Weo
can only express the results that we deal with by means of
figures, and I shall use them as sparingly as possible.
With reference to the assertion I made that th3 National
Policy bas not resulted in giving to our manufacturers
greater control of our own markets, I wish to call attention
to the fact: first, with regard to the importation of cotton,
woollens, iron and steel ; and, second, with regard
to the importation of all goods susceptible of
production in Canada, that there was a rapid diminu-
tion in the importation of these, under the Revenue Tariff,
from 1874 to 1879, and a rapid advance in their importation
during the subsequent period. These tables have been com-
piled from the Trade and Navigation Returns, and are the re-
sult of considerable labor. The classification may not be
strictly accurate, l'ut, for the purpose of comparison, the
tables are accurate, because whatever article is named in one
year is. named in all the years. I find that the importation
of cottons and woollens, and the manufactures of iron and
steel, in 1874, were $34,435,003; and that the importation
of goods of the same class, four years later, in 1878, had
fallen to $24,271,000-this under the operation of a Revenue
Tariff. I find that the importation of the same goods, in
1879, had fallen to $21,762,000. Then the National Policy
was inaugurated. Did the falling off continue? If the
National Policy was efficient in the direction promised by
its promoters, if its result was diminished importation of
goods susceptible of production in this country, the impor-
tation of iron, steel, woollens and cottons must have con-
tinuel to decrease; but if the National Policy did not oper-
ate as hon. gentlemen opposite promised it would ? Let us
see the resuit. In 1881, the importation of these articles
had risen from 821,762,000, in 1879, to 831,466,000; in 1882
it hadrisen to $33,170,000. When we come to analyze these

returns what do we find ? We find that the decrease from
1874 to 1878 was $10,164,000, or 29 per cent; and that
from 1874 to 1879 it was $12,673,000, or 36 percent. Then
this policy cornes into operation, that is to diminish the
importation of goods susceptible of manufacture in Canada.
What do we find ? We find that from 1879 to 1881 there is
an increase in those goods of $9,704,000, or equal
to 44 per cent.; and from 1879 to 1831 an in-
crease of $11,408,000, or 52 per cent. Thus the policy
had not the result its promoters expected. It did not prove
effective in keeping out of this country goods that could be
manufactured here and largely promoting their manufac-
ture. Il we take the total importation of the manufactures
susceptible of production in Canada, we will find results still
more striking. In 1874, we imported of this class of goods
$68,959,000; in 1877, this importation had fallen to
$42,820,000; in 1878, it was $44,588,000; and, in 1879,
$39,599,000. Then .began the operation of this policy which
was to put an end, to a large extent, at least, to the impor-
tation of these goods. What do we find ? Had we Canada
for the Canadians ? Were these goods banished from the
country ? Were those importations diminished ? Were the
goods formerly imported from the United States and Eng-
land produced here, und did a great falling off in the volume
of importations follow ? Nothing of the kind. We find that,
in 1881, the importation had risen to $59,000,000 from
$39,500,000 in 1879; and, in 1882, it had risen to $69,642,000.
Whon we come to analyze these figures, we find that the
decrease in the importation of goods susceptible of manu-
facture in Canada, from 1874 to 1817, was $26,139,000, or 18
por cent.; that the decrease from 1874 to 1878 was
$.4,371,000 or 35 per cent; and that from 1874 to1879 it
was $29,360,000, or 40 per cent. These were the decreases
under the operation of the Revenue Tarif which those bon.
gentlemen tell us was not conducive to the interests of our
manufactures. Then the policy is changed, and what
do we find ? D, we find that the3e decreases arc augmented ?
No; we find nothing of the kind. We find that, from 1877 to
1881, there was an increase in the importation ofgoods, sus-
ceptible of manufacture in Canada, of $14,106,000 or 31 per
cent.; that from 1877 to 1882 there was an increase of 825,-
000,000, equal to 56 per cent.; that from 1878 to 1883 the
increase was 819,000,000, or 49 per cent.; from 1879 to 1882
the increase was 830,000,000, or an increase of 73 per cent.
between the years 1879 and 1882 in the importation of goods
into Canada, that were susceptible of manufacture in this
country; goods that that policy, forsootb, was inaugurated
for the pur pose of excluding from this country! Is not that
a brilliant specimen of success? An increase of 73 per cent.
between 1879 and 1882 in the goods that were to be excluded
from this country by the operation of that Tariff i I must
congratulate the hon. Finance Minister on his success. Then,
what are the plain deductions ? The plain deductions from
these figures are: that the importation of manufactures is
not diminishing; that, on the contrary, it is rapidly increas-
ing, and that the manufacturers do not control our
own markets any better than they did under a Revenue
Tariff; nor indeed do they control it as well. And in
addition to these facts, the prices of these goods have been
greatly increasod to the consumers of Canada by the imposi-
tion of the additional duty. The hon. Minister made a
statement with regard to the balance of trade. The subject
has already been alluded to by the hon. member for South
Brant (Mr. Paterson), and by the hon. member for West
iiddlesex (Mr. Ross). However, I think neither of these

hon. gentlemen quoted the words of the hon. Finance Min-
ister with reference to this matter of the balance of trade
in 1879. The hon. Finance Minister said, the other
nigLht, that the average annual amount of balance
of trade against this country during the administration
of the hon. member for East York, was 815,000,000, and
that the average balance of trade against the country during
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the time that he has presided over the finances of Canada,
was $8,333,000. He forgot, however, to inform the House
that this balance was created within the last two years. le
forgot to inform the louse that the balance of trade last year
was, in round numbers, some $8,000,000, and that this year
it had gone up to $22,600,000; or, if we deduct the estimated
amount of exports from the inland ports, called short returns,
which is merely guess work, then we have a balance of
trade against the country last year of $18,511,000. When
we strike an average for the entire period of four years, the
statement of the case is somewhat misleading, for nearly
the entire balance has accumulated in the last two years.
Now, the hon. gentleman says we believe in an adverse
balance of trade. Sir, we have never said anything
of the kind. The position taken by the Liberal members
of this House is that an adverse balance of trade is not
an indication that the country is going to the bad, or
that the country is running in debt. We have assert-
cd that a nominal adverse balance of trade might not
indicate the real state of matters, that the profits on the
exports, that the carnings of our vessels in carrying these
cargoes to Europe, and the cargoes exchanged for them
would come back to Canada-that these various items of
revenue might more than counterbalance the apparent
balance of trade. We have always asserted that the laws of
supply and demand would regulate these matters without
the interference of a Finance Minister or a Government;
that people would buy what they had the means to pay for-
and if the sum exceeded by some small amount that limit in
one year they would curtail enough in the next year toequa-
lize natters. But the hon. Minister himself has held in the
past that a balance of trade against the country was a danger-
ous thin. Ie warned this country when a balance of trade
existed against it, and when the affairs of this country were
presided over by my hon. friend from East York, that this
was a ruinous condition of things ; that it was a condition
of things that iL was high time to have rectifie 1. In 1879
ho said, in his Budget Speech :

"There are other difficulties. The vulume of imports has not much
diminishei. Regarding the matter as I do, I think it is to be regretted
that the volume of imports has not t een materially reduced I look
upon large importa ever Bince the Dornirion waa organized, showing a
large balance of trade against us, as ne of the causes of the trouble
with which we now have to contend, one of the difficulties that is our
du y to remedy. imports have been decreasing to a certain extent, but
are still very large, showing distinctly and clearly, in my judgment,
that they ought atill further to be diminished. It appears to me that
we should turu our attention to the best means of reducing the volume
(f our importe from all parts of the world."

Well, Sir, if that was sound political cconomy, if the posi-
tion ot the bon. gentleman on this matter was a tenable
position, I implore him to turn his attention to that subject
now, and to see that when another year comes round, our
Trade and Navigation Returns shall not indicate a balance of
trade against the country of $18,500,000 in round numbers.
Now, Sir, I have a few words to say as to the burdens that
are imposed upon us as a people. Pirst of all, I will refer
to the increase in the duties levied. In 1878, the average
rate of duties upon dutiable goods imported was 21,4 per
cent.; the average rate of duties upon all importations was
14î per cent. In 1881-82 the average rate of duties
upon dutiable goods was 25h per cent.; the average rate
of duty upon all goods imported was 19,8 per cent., If I
am correct in the calculations I have made, this indicates
an increase in the taxes imposed upon the people of this
country through the operation of the Tariff of 38 per cent. ;
and the revenue collected by the Government to day is 38 per
cent. greater than it was under the Tariff that preceded the
one now in force. Last year we paid $21,708,000 in duties.
At first sight, one would say that this represents the in-
creased cost to the consumers Of Canada of the goods that
we imported; that in consequence of the imposition of these
duties the people paid $21,708,000 more for their goods than
they would otherwise. But the case is worse than that.

Mr. CHABLTON.

The duties levied upon theso goods, are as a matter of
course added to their cost; it is an item in the cost cf the
goods. An importer importing $1,000 worth of goods that
pay 35 per cent., adds that 35 per cent. to the cost, and the
added cost of the goods stands at $1,350 in place of $1,000.
When he proceeds to calculate his profits on these .goods, he
puts so much per cent. upon the entire amount of $1,350.
We will suppose that the wholesale dealers' profit is 15 per
cent. The importations into this country having cost $21,-
708,000 for duty in excess to the first cost of the importations.
The wholesale dealer procceds to assess his profit of 15 per
cent. upon the original cost of the goods, and 621,708,000 as
well, and these goods are sold to the retail merchants at
$3,255,000 more, in consequence of the imposition of that
duty. The retail dealer proceeds to assess his profit of say
25 per cent. 11e calculates this upon the original amount
of duty plus the wholesale dealers' profit being $24,963,000,
and the profit of 25 per cent. on this sum amountato $6,240,-
000, making the goods cost the consumer $31,203,000 in
excess cf the sum they would have cost had no duties been
imposed. So there is an increase of $10,000,000 in cost to
the consumois in consequence of the imposition of the
duty, beside and beyond the amount of duty collected by
the Governmont. Thei there is the enhanced cost of what
we may term domestic manufactures, or the goods produced
in this country. ihe agri cultural implement manufacturer,
in producing his implements, pays duties on ccal and iren
and various other articles. The cost of the article
to the consumer is enhanced by the duty upon raw matei jal.
The cotton manufacturer charges almost up to the limit
of the duty in addition to the cost of the article to the
importer. Thus the goods of the country are enhanced
in cost and in price through the operation of this sys-
tom. In the United States the best authorities estimate
that the people of the Republic pay $5 in the enhanced
cost of domestic goods for every e3 that are pail into the
coffers of the Government .in the shape of duty. But we
will take a much more moderate estimate than the propor-
tion of five to three, and we will estimate that the cost
of goods produced in Canada is enhanced to the extent
of the duty imposed on importations, and that
is certainly a very moderate estimate. And what is the
result ? The result is that the people of this country are
paying, in duties and extra profits based on duties,
831,000,000 a year, and indirectly, in the enhanced cost of
the goods produced in this country, $31,000,000 more.
They are paying, directly and indirectly, in consequence of
the operation ot the policy, $62,000,000 a year, or $14 per
head. These figures cannot be controverted; such is a
rensonable statement, a statement showing the tiuth with
respect to the direct and indirect burdens imposed on the
people in consequence of the operation of this policy. Now
a Revenue Tariff, would impose millions of dollars less; a
Revenue Tariff, properly adjusted, would raise a revenue
sufficient to meet the expenditure of the country without
storing up a surplus of $7,000,000 or $8,000,000; a Revenue
Tariti would removo the duties on raw materials, and to that
extent cheapen the production of goods, for which
that raw material is used in this country; a Revenue Tariff
would impose millions of taxation less, and would
raise millions less of revenue, and, at the samo time, as I
have stated, it would prove as efficient a Protective Tariff
as the Tariff now in operation, and I have the authority of
the bon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) in making that
assertion. What do we get for all this extra taxation? We
do not get reduced importation of goods susceptible of being
manufactured here ; we do not get cheaper goods ; an i
while we may benefit a few monopolies and a few cliques,
we do not benefit the agriculturist, the lumberman, the
fisherman, the laborer; we do not benefit one man for every
eight hundred injured by the operations of this policy.
And why thon, it may be asked, have we prospered ? I
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made a remark in regard to that point before, and I intend
to go more fully into a demonstration of why we have pros
pered. I intend to lay before this House the exact reasons
why we have prospered; Iintend to adduce reasons which
cannot he controverted, ample and suficient, to account for
all the inereased prosperity which the country hua enjoyed
since 1878. I will not make a comparison between one
particular year and another. 1 will not lay myself open to
the charge of having made figures lie, or of baving cooked
accounts; but I will make a comparison in such a way that
no man can challenge its fairness. I will make the compari-
son in such a way that every hon. member who listens to me
will be at least compelled to say that the mode of com-
parison is a fair one-I take the entire period ofthe Adminis-
tration of the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
and the entire period subsequent to his Administration. I
take these two periods, and take the exports of the one
period an.d compare them with the exports of the other-not
of a year when, on the one hand, we happened to have an
exceedingly good harvest, and not a yearwhen, on the other
hand, we happened to have an exceptionally bad harvest;
but 1 take the two periods, one of five years and the other of
four years and a-half, and institute a comparison betwoen
them. I make these comparisons, not upon the statements
publisbed in the Trade and Navigation Returns of the
amounts entered for consumption, and of the exports of
goods produced in Canada, because such comparisons aic
not reliable; but, in order to arrive, for instance, at
our exports of breadstuffs, I take our total exports and
dednct our total imports, and the re-cuit shows accurately
the net exports of Canada. Proceeding upon Ihis basis
what do we find ? I take the peio-ld ot' five years, from
1874 to 1878. The net exports of brcadstuffs for that
period was of the value of $49,592,000. I compare that-
and I am erabled to do so through the courtesy of the hon.
Miriister of Customs who very kindly caused to be propared
a-atatemont of the exports for the six months ending 31st
December last-with the subsequent period of fo:ir and a-
half years, ending 31st December, and I find the net
exports of breadstuffs during that period was of the
value of $75,111,000, or a gross excess of $25.519,000 for
the period of four and a-haf years as compared with the
preceding five years. The comparison shows that the
average annual export for the first period was $9,918,000,
that ihe average annual export for the second period was
$16,691,000 ; that the annual average excess of exports of
breadstuffs in the second period as compared with the first
was 86,773,000; that the percentage of increase in the
annual exports during the second period as compared with
the first was equal to 68 per cent. Will it be denied that
this excess produced no effect, that the swelling of the
exports of breadstuifs to the extent of 68 per cent. had no
influence on the prosperity and business of the country?
lIon. gentlemen cannot thus argue. Let us take next
butter and cheese. The exports of butter and cheese in
the period of 1874 to 1878 inclusive, were of the
articles value of $31,860,000. The exports of the anme
during the four and a-half years, ending 31st December
last, was of the value of $36,882,000. And the annual
average for the first period was $6,372,000, and for the second
period $8,196,000; the anunal average for the second over
the first period was $1,824,000 per annum, and the
annual percentage of increase was 28 per cent. Let us take
animals and their produce, the produce of Canada. The
exports from 1874 to 1878 amountcd to 869,137,000, the
exports from 1879 to 1883 amounted to $73,523,000 an
annual average for the first period of $13,827,000, and for
the second period of 018,380,000. The annual average excess
of the second over the first period was 84,553,000, and the
annual percentage of gain was 32 per cent. Now, Sir, these
figures may not be very pleasant to listen to, and I have no
doubt that theyfail to have the fascination for listeners as a

1 novel, but they tell a story and point to faets; and whon I
. get through with these figures 1 will bave explained to the

House and country why we have had increased prosperily;
and for that reason, although the figures may be dry, I ask
Sihe Ilouse to bear with me a little further while I lay baro
the cau e cof the prosperity which fortunately exists, and I

e have not the slightest disposition to deny that we do enjoy
it. Let us tako next, Sir, the five articles in the list of agri-
cultural products. Hlaving taken up grain and broadstuffs,
I will go through with the balance of the list, excepting a
fcw insignificant articles, such as bran, flax-scod, andmroots.
I will take up malt, hay, hops, green fruit, and potatoeP.
The exports of these articles, the produce of Canada, from
1874 to 1878 inclusive, for five years, was 85,248,000 ; ar.d
for the four and a-balf subsequent years, ending the 31st
of December last, $14,700,000. The annual average export
for the first period was 81,050,000, and for the second
pcriod $3,266,000; the average annual excess of the second
over the first was $2,216,000, and the annual porcentage of
increase was 41 per cent. Let us next také the fisheric.
Tho exports of tbe products of the fisheries from 1874 Io
1878, was $26,(71,000, for fivo years; andfrom 1879 to l8i2,
four years, 828,588,000 ; the annual average for the first
entire period was 85,337,000, and for the second period
$7,139,000 ; the average annual excoss of the sccond over
the first period, was 81,802,000, and tlie average annual per-
centoge of incroase was 33 per cent. These then, Sir, are
the four great classes of exports, the increase of which, in my
estimation, accounts for the increased prosperity of the coun-
try. Let us summarize them. In these articles, Sir, the tot al
average annual export for the first period of five years, was
$30,132,000, and for the second period, $15,476,000; te
total average annual excess of the second, comparod vith
tho first period, was $15,344,000; composed of $6,073,000
in breadttuffs4, $1,553,0-0 in animals and their products,
$2,216,000 in malt, hay, hops, pot atoes and green fruits, and
$1,802,000 in products of the fisheries, making a total of
$15,554,000 or an average annuil gain of50 per cent. Whit
gain does that represent in four years ? It reprl sen' iho
increased export of the country, and the gain in the tir.
chasing power of thoecountry of $61,376,000. Thore hai
been no material change, Sir, in the exports of the mine
and of the forest, counting in the last half-yoarly retiurns,
and our improved condition financially is due entircly to
the increase of some $6.3,000,000 in the exports of Iho pro-
ducts withwhich I have been dealing. Here thon, Sir,
-is the secret of our increased prosperity. It is not due to
the increased taxation which the country bas been called
upon to endure. It is not due, Sir, to the extravagant expen.
ditures of this country, which while they may enrich some.
impoverish the masses. It is-not, that so many additional
dollars of expenditure have been imposed on every man,
woman and child in Canada in direct and indirect taxa-
tion ; but it is because our exports have swollen to the ex-
tent of $15,344,000 in each and every ycar. It is, Sir, be-
cause the purchasing power of the people of this country,
through this augmentation in the exports, bas been in-
cronsed to the extent of $3.50 for every man, woman and
child in Canada for each and every year during the period
that n;y bon. friend the hon. Minister of Finance has
presided over his Department. Well, in view of these
facts, Mr. Speaker, is it not somewhat ridiculons for my hon.
friend to claim to be the author of this prosperity. Is it not
somewhat ridiculous, Sir, that ho should claim that the policy
which ho inaugurated in 1879, and which simply amounts
to additional taxation, and the imposition of additional bu-
dens, should be the policy which bas given us this increased
prosperity ? Why, Sir, this reminds me of a story which I
was reading, last Sabbath. An old Jowish king-bis name
was Jeroboam, the son of Nebat-I know it is rather un-
usual to say anything about lthe Seriptures here, but this
happons to be apropos-

1883. 437



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 5,
Mr. BOWELL. A quotation from Shakespeare would

suit you botter.

Mr. CHARLTON. This king of the ton tribes thought
it necessary to keep the children of Isr.ael from going up
to Jerusalom. toworship the God of their fathers, and so he
Fet up a couple of golden calves, and, like my friend the hon.
Minister of Finance and the hon. First Minister, who point to
themselves-he pointed to these calves, and said-as they
say: "Behold your Gods, O Israel;" but they are not the gods
which are the authors of this prosperity, but they are the
men who came into power at a fortunate juncture, when the
tide was turning and the dawning prosperity of the United
States and of other countries resulted in prosperity here.
They put into operation a Tariff which happened to be
contemporaneous with this prosperity, and claim, forsooth,
that a measure imposîng additional burdens on the people
is the cause of this prosperity which comes, not from them,
but from a higher power.

Mr. HESSON. The gods went back on you and your
policy in 1878, in the verdict of last June.

Mr. ChIARLTON. Who are these goda? Doos my hon.
friend believe in the maxim, vox populi, vox dei ?
la thero no higher power than this poor humanity in
the Dominion of Canada? No; the gods did not go back
on us, bocause, Mr. Speaker, I fear that the God of gods
concluded ho would give to Canada the drunkenness of pros-
perity, and allow us to go on in our own course, until finally
le will show us that the overweening confidence in our own
wisdom, in which we seem to trust so much, is a poor
reliance at the last. Well, Sir, the results then of this policy
are a decrease in our exports of manufactured articles, and
under that head I wish to cal] the attention of the House to
this fact, and to make a comparison again between the
entire period between the two Governments. The exports of
manufactures from 187 i to 1878 amounted to $20,017,000;
the annuai average was $4,003,0000; the export for
the four years, from 1879 to 1872, amounted to
$16,0i0,000; and the annual average was $1,005,000-
this is not a bad showing-and when we come to make a
comparison between the three last years under the régime
of my hon. friend the member for East York, and the period
subsequent to tbat, we will find that the comparison is not
quite so favorable to my hon. frionds on the opposite
aide. We will find, Sir, that the exports of manufactures in
the period from 1874 to 1875 rapidly increased from year to
year, that while the average export was $4,003.000, the
average export of the last three years was $5,123,000, or
$1,118,000 per annum greater than the export in the period
subsequent to that time; consequently, as I said before, our
importation of manufactures is increasing, our exportation
of manufactures is decreasing, and, Sir, our export of food
products las increased. Protection, I say, therefore, does
not protect. The fact I am trying to impress upon the House
has been discovered long ago by political economists, that
the great mass of the manufactures of the country are just
as prosperous under a Revenue Tariff as under a protective
system. If we take the United States, we find that the im-
portation of woollens, cottons, iron, steel, linon and fiax
manufactures and silks, upon every one of which a very
high protective duty has been imposed, has rapidly increased
in recent years. Witnout troubling the House with a de-
tailed statement of the importation of each of these articles,
I will say that while woollens are protected by a duty of 61
per cent., cotton by a duty of 39 per cent., iron and steel by
a duty of 45 per cent., linon goods by a duty of 35 per cent.,
and silks by a duty of 59 per cent., the importations of
goods of these five classes had increasel from $95,808,000
in 1877, to $203,000,000 in 1882, or an increase of
$107,000,000 in 1882 as compared with 1877 ; in other
words, an increase of 112 per cent. lere again is illus-
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tratedthe truth that I have laid before this House, that a Pro-
tective Tariff doesnot diminish the importation of goods sus-
ceptible of production in a countryfor the imposition of enor-
mous duties on these articles in the United States has resulted
in an increased importation to the extent of 112 per cent. in
these five years, and that in a country where the utmost
efforts have been made to secure the exclusion of foreign
goods through the operation of protective dutios which were
intended to be almost prohibitory. And has the American
farmer succeeded any botter than the Canadian farmer in
securing the home market which was promised as the
result of this protective system,? On the contrary, while
the process of increasing the importation of the gools of
foreign manufacturers bas been going on, the American
farmer has been driven further and further away friom the
realization of his hopes that ie might have a home market
which would absorb the productions of the soil of that
country. Year by year the exportation of the products of
the soil of the United States has gone on increasing
instead of diminishing, and year by year the hopes
of the farmers of that country that through the opera-
tions of this Tariff, which was wringing from them
hundreds of millions of dollars a year, they would be able to
secure the home market bas been proved to be delusive. I
am sorry that the hon. Finance Minister has left his seat
for I wanted to ask him a question. I see, however, that
the hon. Minister of Railways is in his place, and ho, too, is
an authority on this subject. The question I desired to ask
was this: whether the change in the Tariff-the increase of
duties-was neccssary for the purpose of meeting the wants
of our revenue ? I rocollect very distinctly an occasion
when my hon. feiend the Minister of R-tilways, in his place
in the Iouse, asserted very positively that there was no
choice between the aJoption of this policy and a resort to
direct taxation. I wish to ask him, to-day, whether he is
still of the same opinion, that the revenue wants of the
country imperatively demanded a change. Well, Sir, thp
hon, gentleman is evidently non committal on that subject,
and while ho is considering it I will proceed to show that the
change was unnecessary even for the purpose of securing the
revenue we desired. Our revenue from Customs, in 1878,
was $12,795,000, and it was inadequate. We wore thon labor.
ing under depression. The importation of goods was very
light, prices wore low, and under an ad valorem duty they
did not yiold a groat revenue. We should have placed
those duties on a scalo that would have given us a proper
revenue; 20 per cent. would have done it, but we did not do
it. Last year we collected, from Customs, 821,581,000 accor-
ding to our Public Accounts. Now, that was an increase of
68¾ per cent. in the period between 1878 and 1882 in the
revenue derived from the Customs. We are able by compai2i-
son to show pretty conclusively what would probably have
been theratioofincrease without a change of the Tariff,becauso
we have a country lying alongside of us which did not change
its Tariff during that period-which made no change of
Tariff between 1861 and 18d2; and if we take the revenue of
that country in 1878, and its revenue in 1882, and see what the
increase is, we will be able to arrive with tolerable accuracy
at the knowledge we desire as to what the probable per-
centage of increase of duty would have been in consequence
of the improvement of the times, and not as the resuit of
any change in the Tariff. In 1878, the United States derived,
from Customs, a revenue of $138,000,000. In 1882, they
derived, from Customs, a revenue of $220,400,000. Mark,
Sir, that there had been no change in the Tariff; that this
increase was entirely due to better times-it was entirely
due to that prosperity which- came to the country from
causes entirely aside froin and beyond the operation of any
Tariff.. They realized an increase in that period of 67 per
cent. in their revenue from Customs without the changp of
one iota in the Tariff; and we, with a change ln the Tariff
realized an increase of duty 1 per cent. higher than theirs.
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Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). There was no increase of tax-

ation then.
Mr. CHARLTON. There was no need of an increase. I

affirm that if the Tariff that was in force in 1878 bad
continued in operation tilt to-day, when prosperity bas
returned to this country, it would have met the revenue
requirements of the Government upon a proper and econ-
omical scale of expenditure. I maintain that if the United
States, without any change in the Tariff, realized an
increased revenue of 67 per cent., we might at least have
expected, without any change of the Tariff, to bave realized
an increase of revenue nearly as great, because the cir-
cumstances of the two countries were almost identical,
both being producing countries, both depending large-
ly upon the products of the soil, and both being blessed
during that period with abundant harvests. I might go on
to draw inferences as to the efficiency of a Protective Tariff
in producing the results which it is desired to arrive at from
the example of the United States with reference to the
operation of a Revenue Tariff on the one hand in that coun-
try, and a high Protective Tariff on the other. I might
point out that the United States, in the decade from 1860
to 1870, with a Revenue Tariff imposing duties less than
we imposed under the Cartwright Tariff, advanced as rap-
idly in manufacturing as it bas since. I might show that
the value of property in that country incrcased during that
decade 126 per cent., or nearly three times as much as in
any decade since high protective duties were imposed.
If we had time, and it was proper to go into these compar-
isons, I could prove that even the United States, under a
RevenueTariff, was more prosperous, that its manufacturing
industries had more solid prosperily than they have had
under the system that has prevailed in that country since
1861.

Mr. BLANCHET. Now read your speech of 1876.
Mr. CHARLTON. The ex-Speaker requeats me to take a

chapter of my speech of 1876. I night say as Fitz James
said to Roderick Dhu: "I thank thee, Roderick, for the
word." What was the position I took in 1876 ? Was it in
favor of a duty of 35 per cent.? Was it in favor of duties
on coal and upon breadstuffs ? Waus it i n favor of a duty
higher even than 17 per cent. ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. CHARLTON. Did I not occupy the position of the

bon. member for Cardwell, that I believed ini a Protection,
not of 15 per cent., as he did, but of 17J per cent. ? Take
the speech, read it, and see if you can tind any conelusion
arrived at in that speech that would warrant the assertion
that I advocated a duty of more than 17½ per cent.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will read that speech as a
perfect answer to the present.

Mr. CHARLTON. I admit that I believod in a slight
increase in the duties; I admit that I thought that they
ought to be 20 per cent.; but what I did not favor was such a
measure as that which the hon. Finance M inister introduced,
and which is on the Statute-book to-day. Now, Sir, I come to
the question of Protection to farmers. Of course, ihis-
Taritf never could have passed but for the votes of the
agriculturists of this country-never could have been
secured if they had not been deceivel, ci uelly deceived, by
promises which the bon. gentleman knows have not been
kept. He bas not even bad the hardihood to assert in this
House that this Tariff has benefited the agriculturists of
this country by enhancing the prices of any goods they
have to sell. I think my argument would be incomplete il
I did not present to the louse the case from the agricul-
turists stand-point. The farming population of the coun-
try, under the operation of this Tariff, are taxed, directly
and indirectly, to the extent of $14 a head for every man,
woman and child. I do not say that tbey are taxed that

much more than they were under a Revenue Tariff, but I
say that that is the burden of taxation imposed
upon them, and that it is very much greater than it would
be under a Revenue Tariff. If hon.gentlemen opposite had
not promised the farmer that the prices of .the articles he
had to sell would be enhanced in price, tbey would not
have obtaired bis vote. I am prepared to prove that that
promise was false-that the truth is, that while the goods
he bas to buy are enhanced in prieo, he bas received no
advantage in the price of the goods he bas to soul. We pro-
duce grain for sale; we have a surplus of it; vhat we want
is a free market. The Corn Laws of England, if re-enactod
to-day, would be a damage to us; the Corn Laws of the
United States are a damage to us ; and Corn Laws here can
do us no good, because we do not import for consumption,.
but bave a surplus of all the grains we raise. This protective
policy bas thus far failed to produce a home market. Some
speakers on the opposite side seek to surround the question
with fog, in order to perplex the farmers. They make pre-
sentations of the case which, if not exactly false, are mis-
leading. I was sorry, the other night, to see so respectable
a gentleman as the hon. member for Cardwell making a
presontation of this case that was entirely misleading. He
told us that the home market had increased because the
amount of the American grain entered for consumption was
now less than formerly. The hon. member for Lincoln
told us that in the year 1878 the value of American grain
imported into this country for consumption was 814,000,000.
Well, Sir, does the bon. gentleman not know that every
bushel of grain imported into this country was entered for
consumption. The importer entered his grain for con-
sumption, and ho had bis choice wbether to sell that grain
in Canada, or export it. Lot us see how the total imports
compare with the imporis for consumption, in two years.
In 1877, they were as follows :-

Total Importe.
Wheat ........ ............ 4,589,000 bush.
Corn.......................7,387,000 "

Imports for Consumption.
4,589,000 bush.
7,387,000 "

The importation for consumption was exactly the same as
the total importation. The figures of 1878 show the same
result:

Total Importe.
Wheat ................. 5,635,000 bush.
Curn............ ....... ...7,387,000 '-

Imports for Consuption.
5,635,000 bush.
7,287,000 ''

Do you see how misleading this comparison is? To-day,
the importer, if he enters his grain for consumption, must
pay a duty, consequently ho only enters what ho wants to
sell bere. But bofore the imposition of that duty every
bushel of grain was entered for consumption ; and to make a
comparison of tbis kind is very misloading, and is calculated
to deccive those who are interested. lu this very year 1877,
when thera was imported for -consumption 4,589,000 bush.
els of whcat, we exported of that very wheat 4,196,000
bushels, and consumed in this country less than 400,000
bushels. In 1818, when we entered for consumption 7,387,-
000 bushels of corn, and 5,635,000 bushels of wbeat, we ex-
ported in value-i have not the amount in bushels--
$7,431,000 of American grain. And this is the kind of
argument used in the country to mislead the farmers.
If that gces to the country uncontradicted, a false impres-
sion will be produce 1, the object of which is to endeavor te
induce the farmers to believe that a home market bas been
created by this Tariff, which is not the case. But the hon.
Finance Minister was silent this year upon this question.
Last year ho bad something to say about it. lie did not
tell us, indeed, that the duty had raised the price of barley
to 15 ets. higher than the prico in the United States, as the
First Minister told the farmers of Strathroy it would. He
did· not tell us that wheat was raised in price to the extent
of the duty, as compared with the prices in the United
States market. HIe was where it would not do to make
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such an extravagant assertion, even if ho had not, as I am
sure ho bas, conscientious scruples. Ho claimed, I tbink,
that we at that time were deriving a benefit of 3 cts. per
bushel, owing to the National Policy, in the price of wheat.
I will quote his exact words:

" Ten years ago wheat was sold in the Toronto market 3 cts. higher
per bushel than it was sold for in the Chicago market, and it could not
bave brought these 3 cts. per bushel in excess had it not been for this
Tariff."

You will take notice that the froight between those two
points is considerably over 3 ets., a fact which exposes at
the outset the absurdity of the allegation. Wheat could not
have been transported from Chicago to Toronto for four
times the difference in price. Se that this difference of
3 ets. was not due to the Tariff. The hon. Minister goes on
to say:

" The cost of transmission of that particular class of wheat from
Chicago to Liverpool via New York, was precisely to a cent what it cost
to convey ihe same description of wheat from Toronto viâ the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Allan steamers to Liverpool."

He does not say anything about any other line. What
mnight be true with reference to the Allen lino might not be
true with reference to others. Hie should have been able
to say, in order to make his point, that the cost of trans-
portation was the same as by any route, ard not designate
solely a particular route. The hon. gentleman adds:

" Therefore if it depended simply on the English market, that wheat
would have had to go down 3 cents in price per bushel in order to com-
peute with the wheat sent from Chigago. But it brought 3 cents more
because as we know-after the harvest is in, and a large portion of it bas
been shipped to England-the quantity of Canadian grain in the coun-
tri being diminished, Canadian millers have to pay an increased
price for the wheat which they require, and this increase naturally goes
into the pockets of our farmera, who reap the benefit. The miller, there-
fore, has either to go to the United States market and pay the duty, or
he bas to pay the price which the farmer demands for hie grain bere;
consequently, our farmers, ten days ago, received 3 cents more per
bushel for their wheat than they would have obtained had our market
been open and exposed to the danger of being broken down by ship-
ments from the other side, which without this duty would have been
thrown in here and thus brought into competition with the produce of
our own agriculturists."

The hon. gentleman tells us that in consequence of the ship-
ment of grain to Europe, and the diminished supply in
Canad a, our millers had to pay more for grain. That is,
our market was not thon governed by European, but by local
demand. What we have always contended is that the Tariff
would only operate to increase the price, if we imported
grain for consumption, if we Lad a short supply-but under
no other circumstances. Clearly, the duty bore had no in-
fluence upon the price of grain, whieh was but 3 ets. higher
bore than in Chicago-not one-fourth the cost of freight. In
all other points of Western Ontario,the price was less than in
Chicago, and the duty had no effect in that instance, at all.
The duty was not necessary to prevent Americans bringing
in wheat from Chicago, to sell at Toronto at an advance of
3 cts. on the Chicago price, though the cost of freight was
12 cts., making a net loss of 9 ct. per bushel. The
whole statement is an absurd one, and we will dismiss it.
Can we prove by quotations that the duty upon grain, during
the period it has been in operation, has not had the effect
of making grain relatively higher in Canada than in
the United States? I have made it a practico on every
occasion, when addressing public meetngs in Canada, to
compare the current market quotations, at that time,
in the markets of Toronto, Montroa, New York, Buffalo,
Chicago, Toledo and Detroit, and I have never found
one instance upon any one of those occasions in whi ch the
pricesof al kinds of grain have not been relatively hi.hor
in the United States than in the carresponding markets'
in Canada. I will not trouble the House with a long
list of quotations to-day. I have quotations extend-
ing over a period of several years, taken on the third
Wednesday of each month in each of these centres of trade
-quotations which show in overy case that whoat could
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not be sent from any American market to Canada and sold
at the prices quoted here, without loss to the shipper or
the importer. I have compiled some quotations on the30th
March, from the markets of Toronto, Chicago, Toledo, Bufalo
and New York. What are the relative prices on this day of
the various commodities of our agriculturists? No. 2 winter
wheat was worth on that day in Toronto 61.02; in Chicago,
$1.08j; in Toledo, $1.10½; in Buffalo, $1.14; in New York,
$1.21: in Montreal, $1.16. Or 6î cts higher in Chicago
than in Toronto; S cts. higher in Toledo; and 11J cts.
higher in Buffalo. These are the comparisons of No. 2 red
winter wheat. Will the hon. Finance Minister tell me that
his Tarif lias had the effect nf preventing importers from
buying red winter wheat at $1.08Î in Chicago and bring it to
Toronto to sell at $1.02? Let us take No. 2 spring wheat.
On that day it was quoted at $1.06 in Toronto, and $1.071 in
Chicago; and No. 1 spring whet-I could not find quota-
tions for No. 2-was $1.30 in Buffalo, or 24 cts. more than
No. 2 Epring in Toronto. Oats-34 lbs. bear in mind, is the
standard in Toronto and 32 lbs. the standard at other
points-were quoted on that day at 46 ets. in Toronto and
42cts in Chicago, or a trifle higher in the latter per pound
than in the former market; in Toledo they were quoted at
44J ets., in Buffalo at 50 ets., and in New York at 52 ots. No.
1 barley was quoted at 75 ets. in Toronto, 98 ets. in Oswego,
$1 in Buffalo, and $1.05 in New York; No. 2 barley, 70 ets.
Toronto, 88 ets. Oswego, 65 ets. Montreal. Rye, 74 ets. to
78 ets. New York, 59 ets. Chicago, no quotations Toronto.
Butter, the extreme price in Toronto, 28 cts.; Chicago,
30 ets.; Montreal, 32 ets. ; New York, 36 ets. Cheeso 14 cts.
New York,15 ets. Chicago, 14 ets. Montreal. In this wholo list
of articles which the Tariff was intended to exclude from this
country, there is nothing that was not materially higher in
the United States than in the corresponding markets of
Canada. The farmers have derived no advantage from the
operations of this Tariff. It bas had no effect whatever in
raising the price of the grain, butter or <heese they have
to sol]. It bas been entirely inoporative in these respects,
and the promises made that it would have any effect, were
false, and have not been fulfilled. As I said a while ago,
duties are not needed to keep grain from coming from a
high-priced market to a low-priced market, consequently
my hon. friend's duties are not needed. What the farmers
cf this country need is free access to other markets. If
the hon. Finance Minister could devise some ascheme by
which the duties would be removed from grain imported
into the United States, if he could strike off the duty
upon barley, for which that country largely furnishes us a
market, if ho could strike off the duties upon peas, if ho
could strike off the duty in that country upon live stock, if
he could strike off the duty in that country upon Nova
S-otia coal, or upon the iron ore from Ontario, he would
thon confer a benefit upon the people of the Dominion of
Canada. But ho cannot do that; and, Sir, I call the atten-
tion of the louse to the fact, demonstrated more clearly
this Session than ever before, that the Tariff policy is array-
ed against any movement or any attempt to secure the
striking off of those duties upon our.products entering the
markets of the United States. 1 call attention to the fact
that the Tariff policy is arrayed against any scheme for ob-
taining Reciprocity upon any obtainable torms. While we
sell to that country ail these articles, and they sell to us none
of them, that country, if it ever enters into reciprocal trade
negotiations with us, will insist that we shall allow thom t
Eell something to us that they produce in return for our send-
ing to them articles that we produce. We are told distinctly
and plainly by the advocates of the National Policy that they
will never consent to any reciprocal trade negotiations with
the United States, that provide for the free interchange of
the mutual productions of the two countries. They did
array themselves in enmity to the draft of the Treaty inego-
tiated by the late hon. George Browng which provided for
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the free admission of cottons and many other manufactures.
They will array themselves against any Treaty it is possible
for us to obtain to-day, and they stand arrayed against any
obtainable reciprocal trade relations with the United States
which, if we could obtain them, would con fer tenfold greater
benefit upon this country than it is possible for any Tariff
policy to do. Now I come to the consideration of the changes
in the Tariff. Tho hon. gentleman bas been pleased to make
certain changes. HBe tells us, as I said awhile ago, that the
iron question was one which he found it rather difficult to
grapple with. I can tell you why. He found that when-
ever he imposes a duty upon iron to protect the man who
produces it, he imposes a tax upon thirty men who use it as a
raw material; that whenover he imposes $1 of protection in
favor of one he imposes the tax upon thirty others. That
is where the difficulty comes in. He will find with refer-
ence to steel that what would be protection to one man,
the producer, would be a tax to forty consnmers.
H1e bas found that to be a characteristie of Protec-
tion duties. What is the manufactured production of one
is the raw materal of another, and consequently the
iron question was a difficult one. He .had already im-
posed a specifie duty of 82 per ton. The furnace men
claimed that was insufficient protection ; the foundry
men claimed is that increased the cost of their raw mate-
rial to as great an extent as they could stand. And
how does the hon. gentleman evade this difflculty ? Why,
he introduces a new feature, a feature that, so far as I am
aware of, bas never been introduced into the protective
system beforetoso great an extent. He proceods to furnish
the man who produces pig iron witb protection, and not by
imposing a duty which, as he tells us,raises the price of pig
iron, but he affords him protection by giving him a bon us, and
taxing all the people of the country to pay that bonus for the
benefit of the iron manufacturer. He told us some years
ago that his Tariff was an experiment; Ishould think it was, a
very interesting experiment. I do not know what the result
of this Tariff may be, but it certainly is an experiment, and
we will wait and see what the result of this bonus system
will be. Then he makes a change in the duties upon
tobacco. He tells us that was what he was waiting for so
long, that was why he delayed bis Budget Speech until some
twenty-six days after the American Congress had adjourned,
in order that he might find out what it had been doing. lHe
levies a duty of 12 ets. a pound and keeps it 50 per cent. above
the American standard; and I presume by the time the hon.
gentleman bas got through with his experiments on the
Tariff that there will be just about that relative dispropor-
tion between the duties in the two countries-about 50 per
cent. higher in Canada than in the United States. That is
about the limit ho thinks it prudent to adopt. He makes
certain concessions in the matter of raw material which
are quite proper and with which we have no fault to
find. He then comes to the question of protection fur
agricultural implements. By this policy he has in-
creased the cost of producing agricultural implements
very considerably. He bas made it cost, according
to one manufacturer in my county, 82 per mach i ne more
to produce mowers than it did in 18i8. A manufacturer in
Brantford informed me last year that the effect of the hon.
gentleman's policy was to increase the cost of production of
the articles that he manufaetured some $7,000 a year. He
lias put a duty upon iron and increased its cost; ho bas
increased the cost of fuel; he bas increased the cost of
malleable. castings and the various artiéles of raw material
used by those manufacturers. Bis protection of 25 per
cent. is found insufficient, and they Ùsk him now, inasmuch
as he bas imposed heavy burdens upon them, to afford
them relief by granting more protection. I cannot say
that their claim is an unreasonable one; I cannot say,
looking at it from the hon. gentleman's stand-point, that it
ought not to have been given. I think it would have been

botter to have removed the burdens i nposed upon them; but
ifec refuses to do that, lie could not do less than to give
them additional protection. What is fhe rieason for their
asking this additional protection? Tho policy of the
Government bas been such a- is calculated te shut these
mon out of their natural market in the North-West.
Not only bas it irmposed heavy duties upon thoir raw
material, but the Govornmcnt have adoptod a railway
policy that subjects these men teo enormous ionopoly rates
of freiglit before they can reach that country, and they have
to pay these enormous charges for the benefit of tho Syndi-
cate. In order to pay these ratos, in ordei to pay tho taxes
upon the raw material imposed by this eovernrment, it is
nocessary for ny hon. friond to tax the settlers of the North-
West 35 per cent. more than the cost of imaported implomonts
in order that a great monopoly may go forward and bleed
that country with excessive rates, and in order that ho
may pursue the pernicious policy of imposing duties upon
raw material. A fow years ago the Govornment of mny
hon. friend from East York adopted a policy which, if this
country had continued to pursue it, would have made
millions upon millions of dilterouco to the country. My
hon. friend determined to build a lino of riailway from
Thunder Bay to the Re I River, and he detormine1 to extend
that lino on to the interior as tho wants of' the c3untry do-
manded. Thbat lino was put under contract and its construc-
tion was provided for. That lino from Thunder Bay to Red
River was tho key of the whole position. If the Tovern-
ment lhad retained control of thatt in it could have con-
trolled the lineso to the North-West. Whatever was reason-
able rate of freight fron ThuIniider Bay ted l River would
have bec: tho rate of freight that Overy competing lino would
have been obliged to adopt. It was, I repeat, tho key to
the entire position, and wheu this Government gave that
link away it gave away its control of this whole question of
freight rates to the North-West; it gave away iLs ability to
confer an estimable boon upon the settlers who are n1ow, or
who may be in the future, in that country. They have not
only given it away, but thoy have givon millions upon
millions more away unnecessarily. They have created a gi-
gantic monopoly whiclh commencing with comparatively
nothing two years ago. is tday abie alnost to control the
entire railway system of this Domnion. in creating that
nonopoly they have fasteno'i the fetters upon the settlers of
thoNorth-Westthey have given away the only moans in
their power to regulato freight rates to the No-th-West,
and to-day they come down with a policy imposing
further burdens upon that country, in order to romedy a
grievance that somebody lsbo has in the East. Da
we want to secure the settiement of thut country ? I
imagine no mari can deny it. Those prairies lying thoro in
a state of nature are no source of wcalth to us, but when
covered with harvests and the homes of yeomen tlhey are a.
source of wealth anid strength. And how do wi propose to
encourage the settlement of that country? By a land policy
that hands over the lands to speculative companies to double
the price of it to the settler, by a policy that is not con-
ceived in the interest of the settier, and by a policy that
taxes the settler inordinately by enhancing the coast of goods
that are sent there. I am told that the stock cof im-
plements-reaper, mower, plough and such implements as
are absolutely necessary f r a settler to carry on operations,
cannot be obtained for less than $700, and probably $800. We
are about to impose a duty on thoso articles of 35 per cent.,
and we thereby will increase the cost of a stock cof impie-
ments by $245. It is almost as much as the first cost of
160 acres of land. My lion. friend's policy takes from the
settler $245 more than iL would be necessar-y for him to pay
to furnish himself with implements necessary to prosecute
his business. It is a beautiful commentary on the success
of the policy, on the character of the policy, which is one
that cannot fail to prove inimical to the intorests of that
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country and cannot fail to retard its settlement. The next
thing I have to notice is the change proposed in the duty
on prints. It is now 20 per cent., which it is admitted is
insufficient to protect. Producers bore cannot compote
vgainst foreign manufacturers on those toims, and thereore,
it is proposed to add 7½ per cent., making the duty 27- per
cent. This increase of duty is necessary in order to render
it possible to produce these goods in Canada; an i1 this change
is to take place on Ist January next. Do you suppose, Mr.
Speaker, there will be an unusual importation of prints
about that time ? I imagine that an importer will figure in
this way: if I import in Decomber I eau obtain prints 7
per cent. cheaper than in January, and I can afford to im-
port a whole year's stock-; interest is 7 per cent., the sav-
ing is 7 per cent., and I will therefore import a year's
stock right out of hand. That will bo the result of giving
notice in advance of this change in the Tariff to take place
on 1st January next. Settlers are given the right to import
live stock free. There is no limitation, and probably an
inordinate amount of live stock will come in under that
provision, presumably for settlers, but really for some other
purpose. I next come to the change in the duty on books.
We have to return thanks to the hon. Minister of Finance
for the small concossion made bore, but ho ccrtainly does
not go so far as he should have done. le practically tells
us that if we will romain seven years behind the
times, and follow bis example with respect to obtaining
information from Washington, we will have fre books,
but if we desire to be breast of the times and
happen to desire to rend a new book, thon we must pay the
duty. It is impossible for us tg publish in Canada ail th
books the people want to read. We have no great publish.
ing bouses such as Harper's, Appletons, or Sampson & Son
of London, and Chambers of Edinburgh. It is impossible,
I say, that one-tenth of the books required will be published
here, and notwitbstanding this concession, which is a very
inconsiderable one, the tax as it romains is a very objeclion-
able one. The hon. Minister had better allow books published
last year to come in froc, instead of providing that we nust
remain seven years behind the times before we can avail our-
selves of the concession. Thon the hon. gentleman imposes
an additional duty on cordage, and to coniensate the ship-
builders ho grants an additional bonus of 10 ets. per ton
on shipping; and again ho confesses by the inposition of
an additional bonus that the duty on corlago raises the
price and that the consumer pays the duty. If not, it
would be entirely unnecessary to make an addition of
20 per cent. to the bonus paid to ship-builders. The saine
with iron. The hon. Minister places a bonus on iron pro-
duced in this country, because ho knows that the operation
of the duty is to raise the price of the article to the con-
sumer; and as theb hon. member for West Middlesex said
the other day, very properly and very forcibly, why not
extend the system of bounties ? If it is proper to grant a
bonus to the ship-builder because the cost of bis raw mate-
rial is raised, and to the producer ofpig iron, wby not grant
to the lumberman a bounty becauso the cost of the lumber
ho produces is increased by the operation of the Tariff ? IIe
sends it abroad, and meets the competition of lumbermen in
other countries not subjected to the burdens ho bas to bear,
and certainly ho lias as good a right to claim a bounty as
the ship-builder or the blast Jurnace man. Why not give a
bounty to the poor farmer of the North-West, to assist him
to bear monopoly rates and a duty of L5 per cent. on.bis
implements, being equivalent to $250 added to the cost of
bis outfit to start faim work? There is a wide field to
enter upon in this question of bounties. The hon. gentle-
man coould extend it very much further. He might, per-1
haps, involve himself in difficulties; but it would be just as'
logical to give bounties in a thousand instances as in the
two instances named by him. Another matter to which I«
wish to direct the notice of the House, is the increased1

Mr. CHARLTON,

complication introduced by the Tariff in the matter of
specific and ad valorem duties. I see by a report issued
from the Bureau of Statisties on 20th February lat, that the
Chief of that Bureau found great difficulty in obtaining any
opinion from the experts in the Custom IjoiÎees in the
different cities, as to wbat effect the changes in tIle Tariff
would have, for the reason that the rules and regulations
with respect to the collection of duties were constantly be-
ing changed by the Collectors of the different ports, and by
the Secetary of the Treasury at Washington. Mi. Nimmo,
says:

"As to the means within the power of the Secretary of the Treasury
for supplying the information called for by the Committee on Ways and
Means, I have to state as follows: The Secretary of the Treasury, in the
administration ofthe iaw relative tothe collection of dutiee, proniulgateW
regulations which are mainly for the guidance of Gustoms Officers.
Such regulations are especially addressed to appraisers of merchandize
who, in their capacity as experts, determine ail questions in regard to
the classification of goods imported."

He goes on to say that the regulations are constantly chang.
ing, and that there is no system by which they can arrive
at any definite conclusion. The bon. Minister of Finance is
introducing that state of things here-all the contention, alt
the difficulty, incident to a mixed system of specifie and
ad valorem duties which have been found such a source of
trouble in the United States.

Mr. BOWELL. That is not the reason of the difficulty;
it is owing to the fluctuation of prices.

Mr. CHARLTON. It is greatly enhanced, the hon.
gentleman will admit, by thc niced system of specific and
ad valorern duties.

Mr. BOWELL. No,.it is not.
Mr. CHARLTON. The Customs experts in the United

States claim that such is the fact. The hon. Minister of Fi-
nance tells us that the changes proposed in the Tariff were in
consequence of representations made by representatives of
different interests in the country. I think this House bas
a right to demand from the hon. gentleman that it ihould
be made aware of the reasons which ho deemed sufficient to
warrant those changes. The hon. gentleman listens to
represon tations from delegations and then cornes down to
the flouse and proposes changes in the Tariff based upon
those representations, but we are left in ignorance of the
premises on which ho arrived at the conclusion. We have a
right to demand full knowledge as to those represensations
fîom time to time made to him, representations on which
he seems to act in these matters. We have a right to know,
I say, what these representations are, and to judge for our-
selves what is the character of the conflicting interestslead-
ing to these constant changes made year after year in
the character of this Tariff policy. So much for the
changes made in the Tariff. I now corne to consider
briefly another point alluded to by theb hon. gentleman.
He told us in the couTse of his speech that in consequence
of the duty imposed on coal, the export had incrîea d
from 50u,000 to 600,000 tons. Ie told us that in conse-
quence of this duty, mainly, the increased consumption of
Nova Scotia coal had run up from 1,606,500 in 1877-78 to
2,500,000 tons in 1881-82; and my hon. friend from Card-
well also gave us statistics with regard to the output of
coal, and he also claimed that this increase in théeoutput
of coal was directly attributable to the operation of the duty
on coal. Well, Sir, I felt inclined to doubt the corrcetness
of the inferences which these gentlemen drew, and I pro-
ceeded to investigate this matter for myself, andI find that
we are hardly warranted in making the caim which they
have made, with regard to the operation of the coal duty.
I find Sir- I take the year 1878 for the purpose of coupar-
ison with the last year, inasmuch as during part of the year
1879, we were under the operation of this Tari policy from
the 15th of March to the 30th of June-that the output O
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coal in 1878 was 770,000 tons in round numbers; that de.
ducting the consumption at the coal mines, the sales were
693,000 tons; that the export to the United States was 88,000
tons; and that the balance of sales, deducting the exports to
the United States, were about 605,000 tons. And I fini,
Sir, that, in 1882, the output was 1,365,000 tons; that the
sales were 1,250,000 tons; that the export to the United
States was 111,000 tons,leaving a balance of sales of 1,138,000
tons, or a gain in the period from 1878 to1882,of 53 3,000 tons,
or 88 per cent. Well, Sir, that shows a vary rapid increase
in the coal output. It shows that, for some cause, this
business had received a great impetus, and that its develop-
ment had been very considerable; but I turn te the imports
of coali, and I find there, too, a very marked increase.
While the import of coal to the United States, inl 1878, was
863,000 tons, in 1882 it was 1,309,000 tons, a gain during
this period of 446,000 tons, or equivalent to 61 per cent.
Well, Sir, we bave an increase in the first case of 88 per
cent. in the output, and an increase in the imports of 61 per
cent. Can we account for the dispaîity in any other
way than by attributing it to the operation of the
coal duty? I think se, Sir; I think that when we
take into consideration the facts, that the consumption of
coal in Nova Scotia has been very greatly increased
dtring thatperiod, and that steamers are now calling at
Sydney and Picton for the purpose of coaling to a groater
extent than formerly, I believe it can be shown most con-
clusively that the increase in the consumption of coal in
Nova Scotia will more than account for this disparity be-
tween 88 per cent., the increase in the output of Nova
Scotia, and 61 per cent. the increase in the import from the
United States. The duty thon, Sir, in my opinion, has not
in any material degree affected the relative increase in the
output, on the one hand, and in the imports on the other
hand; but with regard to the large increase in the con-
sumption of coal, I tbink, Mr. Speaker, that it is most pre-
posterons to claim that this conumption is due entirely to
the starting of large manufacturing interests. J do not
believe, Sir, that a tithe of this increase is due to that cause.
Those familiar with railway matters in this country are
aware of the fact, that the change from wood-burning loco-
motives to coal-burning locomotives has been largely in-
augurated since the coal duties were imposed; and to that
change, Sir, is due a vast increase in the consurmp-
tion of coal in Canada. The change from the use of wood
as fuel to the use of coal as fuel on the railways
of the country, and the building of lines which have been
opened since the coal duty wasinposed, will, in my opinion,
to a very great extent, account for the increased consump-
tion of coal in the Dominion of Canada. There bas been an
increase in consumption, too, for domestic purposes. It is
used to a very mach greater extent, than was the case
four years ago, as fuel in the households of this country;
aud these two causes will almost entirely account for the
increase in the consumption of coal in the Dominion of
Canada since the 15th of March, 1879. Another claim
made by my hon. friend-and J must state, that
I am indebted to him for his courtesy in furnish-
ing me with some statistics with which I found it necessary
to make the comparison-was, that the trade in the transit
of grain through Canadian channels had not been dimin-
ished by the operation of the dutios on grain. Well, Sir, this
is a question concerning which it is perhaps rather difficult
to arrive at au accurate conclusion. The fluctuations in the
amount cf grain which has passed through Canadian
channels bave been very considerable, from year to year ;
and I am convinced, after looking over this matter, that for
some cause-I do not know whether it is attributable to the
present Tariff policy, or not-we bave not socured that pro-
portion of this carrying trade, which wo would reasonably
be led to expect froâm the oporations of this trade
frnM 1874 to 1878. I find, Sir, that there has been a very

marked increase in the volume of the carrying trade of the
Unitel States, in the export of these products. I find that
in wheat, flour, and corn, the value of the experts of these
articles there from 1874 to 1878,five years, was $670,000,000;
and that the value of the exports of the saie articles from
1879 to 1882, four years, was $922,000,000, and nearly 60
per cent. greater in these four yeirs than for the preceding
five years, the annual average for that period being
$134,000,000, and for the other period, $210,000,000, and
the average annual increase in the volume of trade being
$96,000,000 a ycar for the United States, and an annual
percentage of increase of 71 per cent. Now, taking this
faet into consideration, I think we must come to the con-
cluion-and I shall treat this quetion very briefly-that
our trade has fallen off. Our expoits of American produce
ini 1S74 were 8,611,000 bushels, its value being 88,652,000;
and in 1:77, 8,547,000 bushels, value $8,5S9,000; while
these exports in 1879 were worth 810,603,000, and in 1882,
$8,579,000. So you see, Mr. Speaker, that in the face of an
advance in t'he volume of this trade in the United States of
71 per cent., there his been a large falling off in Canada-
a falling off from 8l,600,000 in 1879 to 88,579,000 in 18, 2.
The volume of this trade in 1874 was in fact greater than it
was even in 1882, so I think 1 am warranted in saying that
the claim made by my hon. friend with reference to this
carrying trade is not borne out by the facts, and that the
volume of the carrying trade bas fallen oft, whereas it
ought to have increased in volume very materially,
if our proportion had been retained from the ycar
1879 down to the present time. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope
I am not wearying the louse. I shall cut my figures as
short as possible, but I have a few statements which I con-
sider of prime importance to make yet. I wish te say somo-
thing now, Sir, with regard to the expenditure, and I desiro
to point to the fact that it is evident that in the manage.
ment of our apportionment of taxation we do net do it in a
very scientifie style. I see, Sir, that lastyear, by the report
just made of the financial year ending the 30th of
March, the expenditure for England was £89,086,000
sterling, while the receipis were £89,004,000 sterling show-
ing a difference bétween the expenditure and the receipts
of £82,000 sterling, which difference is less than one-tenth
of 1 per cent. This is scientific financing; and when my
hon. friend can present estimates as to the receipts of the
Treasury of Canada, and as te the expenditure of Canada,
and when at the end of the financial year those estimates
are found te come out within one-tenth of 1 per cent. as Io
the difference'between the one and the other, or even
within 1 per cent., or even within 5 per cent.-then my
hon. friend will be able to lay claim to the title of being a
scientific financier; but as long as a discrepancy batween
the expenditure and the receipts of some 25 per cent.,
swollen u) into the millions, exists, I think that we must
come to tie conclusion, and very fairly too, that the work
is done in a kind of haphazard way.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Is not that the expenditure ?

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yeu refer to expenditure?
Mr. CHARLTON. I refer te expenditure and to receipts;

to expenditure on the one hand and to receipts on the other
hand, which in England for the last fiscal year came vithin
one-tenth of 1 per cent, of eaeh (other, while in my bon.
friend's case the difference in excess of rcc3ipts was 25 per
cent. Well, Si r, I ar not awarc that nny comparison has yet
been made based on the figures that the hon. Finance
Minister gave us the other day with regard te the expendi-
ture for the carrent fiscal year. IHe informe- us that that
expenditure would b $28~,850.000. If we compare that
expenditure with tbe expenditure of the previous year,
which was $27,067,000, we find that there has been an
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increase of $1,783,000. The hon. gentleman claims in justi-
fication of this increase that it was nominal rather than
real, and he entered into a very ingenious argument upon
that point. Bat, Sir, the same circumstances would apply
in the case of my hou. friend besido me (Mr. Mackenzie).
He might with just as much propriety have claimed that
the advance in the expend-iture during bis regime was nom-
inal rather than real, and that the real expendituro was less
than it appeare to be. Bat the country will judge of these
expenditures by their aggregates, and if the GTovernment
expends $1,783,000 more in one year than in the previous
year the people will hold that the expenliture was to that
extent greater than that of hi loprevious year. That increase
amounts to 6-5 per cent. in one year. Now, the increase
in population of this country is about 1.1 per cent. a year,
probably less; and I bold that a scale of expenditure which
is fourfold greater in its ratio of increase than the increase of
population is a dangerous expenditure. I hold that if the
hon. Finance Minister goes on increasing the expenditure four
times faster than the population increases, the time will
come when he will have to stop perforce. le will come to
tho point ultimately at which the stern inexorable neces-
sities of the cuntry will compel bim to r-trencb. I say
that we are entering upon a dangerous tide of extravagance,
and that it is high time that the hon. gentleman andb is
associates should cali a halt in the course they are
pursuing. The ostimated expenditure for the year
1883-84 is 830,250,000, or an increase of $1,500,000, and
by the time that the Supplementary Estimates are
brought down, I have no doubt that the ratio of increase
will be fully as great as last yeax, and that the dangerous
rate at which we nro progresing in the line of extravagance
will not be checked in the slightest iii the coming year.
Let us contrast this state of things with the state of things
under tho Mackenzie Administration. That Government
commenced, in 1873-74, with an expenditure chargeable to
Consolidated Fund of $23,316,00; it ended, in 1878, with
$23,503,000-a total increase during that period of $16,000,
or an annual increase of $46,000. Tho increase during the
whole period was equivalent to cight-tenths of 1 per cent.,
and the annual percentage of increase was two-tenths of 1
per cent.-an increase eight times less than the increase of
the population. The icicease ofpopulationwas eight times
faster than the incroase of expenditure, while in the other
case the increase of expenditure was four times faster than
the inerease of the population. You can make the contrast one
with the other, and any man can draw the inevitable infe-
ronce. Even if we take the year 187849, which does not
belong to the hon. gentleman's Administration- take that
year, with its expenditure of $24,455,000, and still the gross
increase for the whole period is but $1,149,000, or an average
annual increase of $229,000-a total increase for the period
of 5 per cent., or an average annual increase of only 1 per
cent., which was an increase one-half as fast as the increase
in the population of the country.

Mr. FARROW. What about the deficits ?
Mr. CHARLTON. We are not talking about deficits

just now, but we are making comparisons. If we tako the
socond period, the. period for which bon. gentlemen are
responsible and give them the advantage ot commencing
their expenditure in 1878-79, instead of taking the previous
year-as we shon!d for the purpose of comparison-we find
there has been a total increase of $4,395,000, in the four
years, or an annual increase of $1,098,000. The totalper-
centage of increase is 18 per cent., or an average annual
increase of 4- per cent., which is over two and a-half times:
faster than the increase of population. If we take the ordi-i
uniry controllable expenditure for the same periods, we find
that my hon. friend the'member for iEast York, decreased
his expenditure between 1874 and 1878 to tho extent of
$1,781,000, or an average annual decrease of $445,000. On

Mr. CHARLTON.

the other band, the present Government have increased their
expenditure by $4,058,000, if wo include the votes for
Dominion Lands, as was done under the previous Adminis-
tration-; while if we do not includo the Dominion Lands,
the increase bas been $3,400,000, or an annual increase of
$850,000, if the Dominion Lands are, left ont. These figures
presented in this broad way, give to the mind a correct
impression as to the relative financial administration of the
present Government and of the one which preceded it.

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

After Recess.
Mr. C IIARLTON. I desire to make one or two more com-

parisons in order to make my statement complote. I wish,
tirst, to call attention to our expenditure per head of the
population for the last two years, and compare that expen-
diture with the expenditure of the United States. I institute
these comparisons because the relationsof these two countries
will be very intimate in the future, and it will be detri-
mental to the interests of Canada if we allow our publie
burdens to mount up much in excess of those of the country
to the south of us. The expenditure for the year 1881-82,
based upon a .population of 4,324,000, was $6.26 per head,
and the expenditure of the present year, as given by the
Finance Minister, based upon an assumed population of
4.400,000, is $6.55 per head. Now, when I turn from this
statement to the financial statement contained in the report
of the Secretary-Treasurer of the United States, I find that
the expenditure of that country for the fiscal year ending
on the 30th June last, was $257,981,000, upon an estimated
population of 52.,186,000 being the assumed inecrease over
the previous year when the Census was taken, making an
average expenditure of $4.94 per head, against an expendi-
ture in Canada for the same year of $6.26 per head, or an
expenditure in the United States of $1.3Z per head, or 26
per cent. less than the expenditure in Canada. When we
take into consideration the fact that the United States has
an army and navy to maintain, the fact that it bas its dip-
lomatie relations with foreign powers to pay for, and the fact
that the expenditure of that country bas been considered
very extravagant, its appropriations for rivers and harbors
alone having last year reached $43.000,000, which xas
in proportion to a sum of nearly $4,000,000 for the same
purpose in Canada-when we take these things into consid-
eration,the contrast presented by these figures is very unfav-
orable to Canada; and if we turn from these comparative
stateaients with regard to expenditure, to th-e actual taxa-
tion imposed upon the people of the two countries, we shall
find another unfavorable contrast. Our Oustoms revenues
for the year 1881-82 amounted to $21,581,000, or $4.99 per
head, the Castoms revenues of the United States for the
sane year amounted to $220,410,000, or $4.22 per head; or
the people of the United States were taxed in Customs
duties at the rate of 77 ets. per head less than the people of
this Dominion. The people of Canada were taxed, in 1881-
82, at the rate of 18 per cent. more than the people of the
United States in Castoms duties. Now, I understood the
hoù. Finance Minister to say, in his speech, on Friday last,
that the people "required " to be taxed last year on ly one
cent per head more than they did in the period botween
1874 and 1878. Well, what the people required to be taxed
I will not pretend to say; but I will have something to say
as to what the people were taxed by Customq, Excise, and
Stamp duties; and I may say, in making this estimate,
that 1 have endeavored to approximate the population of
each year. Taking the population of 1871 at 3,602,000,
i have added I¾ per cent. per annum, and I have
added besides 10,000 for the years 1874-75, when the
exodus was least, and 2,543 for the years 1877-78, when.-the
exodus was greatest; and upon this basis I have arrived at
an estimated population, upon whieh 1 base my calculation
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per head for each of the years named:-For 1877-18, $4.34
per head; fer 1878-79, $4.42; for 1879-80, $4.34; for
1880-81, $5.5:3; and for 1881-82, 86.26, or $1.92 more than
in 1877-78. So that whether we required to be taxed only
one cent per bead more than we were formerly, we cer-
tainly have been taxed much more under the present
Government than we were under their predecessors. If we
come to the matter of interest charged, we wili again find
that our position, as compared with that of the United
States, is unfavorable. Not many years ago the interest
charges of the United States were heavy, while those of
Canada were lIight, but year by year those of the United
States have been diminishing as ours have been incrensing.
Last year our interest charges amounted to $7,740,000, or
$1.56 per bead. In this saine year the same charges in the
United States amounted to $71,071,000, or $1.36 per head,
or 20 ets. per head less than we were paying. Our interest
charges last year were 14J ets. per head heavier than those
of our neighbors. If we go back a term of years, and com-
pare our expenditure during the last decade, with those of
the United States, from 1840 to 1850, we shall find that
our expenditure to-day is 500 per cent. greater than that
of the United States was at that time, with its army
and navy and its diplomatic corps. The taxation of the
United States in Excise and Customs, from 1840 to 1850,
amounted to $217,411,000 on a mean population of 20,130,000
or on annual average taxation of $21,741,000. Our taxation
in Customs and Excise for the last ten. years has been
$201,000,000, an average of $20,100,000 a year, on an aver-
age mean population of 4,071,569; or we were taxed on an
average $4.93 per head, while the people ofthe United States
were taxed $1.81 per head during the decade named. We
have, to-day, reached a Ecale of expenditure five times as
great as thatof the United States during the period from 1840
to 1850. So much for these comparisons with regard to taxa-
tion and expenditure. I now wish to refer for a few moments
to some statements made by the hon. the Finance Minister
with regard to savings bank deposits. It is certainly a
matter for congratulation to the Goverument and the
country that the saving deposits indicate a state of pros-
perity among the small depositors in the country; but I
think the hon. gentleman is wrong in attributing this state
of things to the cause to wihich he does attribute it. 1 attri-
bute it as he does to the fact that the country is prosperous,
but that prosperity I hold to be due to other causes than that
to whi h ie credits it. I would like to ask the hon. gentle-
man if, under the increased prosperity this country enjoys,
there has been an increase of $13,000,000 in the savings
bank deposit, how much greater he supposes that increase
would have been had the people not been subjected to
$7,000,000 or $8,000,000 a year of useless taxation. I know
it will be difficuit for the hon. Minister to give the exact
figures, but I would like him to give a "guess," as the
Yankees say, as to the amount.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We would have about the
saie increase as from 1873 to 1878, $2,000,000.

Mr. CHARLTON. Then we had bad harvests. Since then
Providence bas kindly enabled us, by means of good harvests,
to exportsome $15,000,000 more annuallythan before. With
regard to these savings bank deposits, I think the hon. gen-
tleman felicitates himself on the fact that he will probably
be able to get through this year with the surplus and the
money furnished by deposits. Yet he does not want to have
the country under the impression that this amount is so much
clear gain. It is a debt and may possibly become a very dan-
gerous form ofdebt. The hon. gentleman pays 4 per cent. on
deposits and has to pay the cost of management. These de-
posits bear interest some time before he can use them. He
tells us that a portion of the depositsJias te be redeposited in
banks bearing the same rate of interest, entailing therefore I

1 a loss to the Government of interest from the time they are
r receiVed until they are deposited, in addition to the cost of
i management. I assume that in these two points the hon.
r gentleman sustains a loss of 1 per cent. per annum on the

entire amount of savings bank deposits. The hon. gentle-
b man considers those deposits a source of strength to the

country; but should a criais occur, and a run be made on
1 them, it might come at a timo most inconvenient te hon,
1 gentlemen. I do not think, although the deposits are an

evidence of prosperity, that the hon, gentleman bas
[ reason.to congratulate himself particularly on the manage.

ment of this money which costs 1 per cent. in excess of
what it brings. The hon. gentleman informed us that the
Elections might have been postponed. I suppose he meant
that they might have been brought on at the proper time-
at the expiration of the fivo yoars for which the last Par-
liament was elected. H1e did not doign to explain why
they were brought on prematuroly; but the country, I
apprehend, is well aware of the reason. I apprehend the
fact that the Government brought on the Elections oneyear
in advance was a confession on the part of the hon. gentle-
man that he was afraid to allow the fruits of his policy to
become more apparent by another year's trial. The fact of
bis bringing on the Elections prematurely, and of endeavor.
ing to secure a packed jury by gorrymandering Ontario-to
say the least, a not very commendable piece of political mor-
ality--indicates very clearly that the hon. gentleman and his
colleagues have very little faith in the policy they vaunted
so loudly, and that they were afraid to allow it to bear its fruits
and wait until the proper time came to appeal to the publie.
They did not dare to wait. Thoy wor afraid of a bad harvest,
Tbey were perfectly well avare that one bad harvest would
dissipate to the winds all their assertions about the blessing
conferred by their Tariff policy. We have been accused
of making prophecies, but I sea that Saul is also among the
prophets. I see that the hon. Finance Minister has indulged
in the prophetic vein. He tells us, at the closing of his
remarks, that the flat has gone forth and that the National
Policy would nover be repealed, but must be porpetual.
Physicians tell us the human body changes by degrees until
there is a, total change every seven years. If my hon.
friend is permitted to continue changing this Tariff year by
year, ho will soon not bo able to recogn:ze his own progeny.
It cannot be perpetual. The hon gentleman stamps on it
the stamp of mutator and changes it overy time he comes
down to Parliament, and ho will change it entirely if left
alone. It is a rash policy to predict that any fiscal systom
will be perpetual, that any measure passed by this House
will be perpetual. I would ask the hon. gentleman
if he supposes that this policy of bis is more strongly
intrenched in ublic favor than was the protective
policy of the United States, which has lasted some
ten or twenty years. Can lie look into the future and
predict this policy will be perpetual, with any greater
certainty than a Secretary of the United States might have
predicted five or ten years ago that the policy of that
country would be perpetual? We know that when the
protective policy of the United States which had been in
vogue for twenty years, went to trial at the last General
Elections there, the people pronouneed against it by a
plurality of 581,970 votes, and pronounced in favor of
qualified Froe Trade 26 out of 38 States went against it. The
politicians of that country recognized the handwritin on
the wall, recognized that the time had come when this po icy,
which was to be pe-petual, should be changed ut the demand
of the people. The protective members of Congress endea-
vorel to draw a herring acioss the trail to satisfy, in ad ance,
this demand of the people by making changes in the Ti.riif-
those changes my hon. friend had to wait to see how radical
they were >efore hoe ventured to make his speech.

Sir LBONARD TILLEY. They were net very radical,
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Mr. CHARLTON. I agree they were not very raiical, we shall be obliged, for a time at least, to conduct our

and will not satisfy the popular demqrfd; and I take it, the affairs in Parliament by what is known as the machineryof
Congress which was elected last fall will not consider them party Government. It is, perhaps, an evil incident, but
sufficiently radical, and will proceed to enact greater not essential to party Government, that the country must
changes. I think the lion. gentleman's prophecies will not be divided into two hostile camps, and that in Parlia-
be fuifilled. I believe this policy which he as inaugurated ment we must have the generals and leaders of those
will not bear the strain which may yet be put upon it, two hostile camps pitted against each other-often
should we have barvests again such as we had in 1876, more anxious, I am afraid, to gain an. advantage over
when this country's production fe short two or three each other, than to be over carfil as to the work Whieh is
million bushels of wheat of the quantity required for necessary to be done. I acknowiedge, too, that the funetiens
our own consumption. Do you suppose the National Policy of an Opposition are rather difficult. It will not do fôr
would prevent the evil effects of such a harvest as that? them too much to agree with what has been done by the
It would aggravate the evil preciscly as the American Pro- Government to which they are opposed. Necessarily to
tective Tariff aggravated their ovils in that period of hard their position they must find fault, they must criticiee, and
times resulting from short harvests and other causes. It after year has passed upon year, it is not to be wondered at
would act precisely as that Protective Tariff, which made that this fault-finding spirit comes to be a chronie com-
the depression in the United States so much more severely plaint, and those who are so fortunate ns f sr a long period
felt than in Canada, because greater burdens were imposed of time to sit upon the Government side of the House, ought
on the American people than were imposed on ours. I to have, I think, a great deal of charity and consideration
have yet but one or two points to lay before the House for the unfortunate circumstances I have mentioned, and
which I shall briefiy state. It is the function, I suppose, which are incident to a long service in Opposition. The mem-
of the Opposition to point out errors of administration, to bers on the other side of the House have, as I stated, noces-
endeavor to check what it considers extravagance of the sarily to criticise and find fault. I must say that I was
Governme.nt, to labor in its humble capacity and tu the best somewhat puzzled to know how they would proceed, or
of its ability for the public good. I am happy to congratu. what they would find fault about, after the very excellent
late the hon. Minister on the condition of affairs which setting forth of the financial affairs of this country by the
exista, so far as the prosperity of the country is concerned. hon. Finance Minister, and after the very lucid explanation
I arm perfectly willing to acknowledge we enjoy a fair which lie gave of the figures which had appeared in the
degree of prosperity, and the hon. Minister lias reason to Public Accounts. After having looked carefully over those
congratulate himself on the fact that ho las an abundant Public Accounts, and knowing the condition of the country,
revenue, more than sufficient tg meet all bis wnts. But I confess that it was difficult for ne to imagine what par-
overweening confidence is a thing we ought always to avoid. ticular grounds the Opposition could take. I have noticed
There is an adage contained in a very good and wise book the Budget debates in the British Parliament, I have noticed
which tells us-that when we stand we should take heed the Budget debates in the Congres sof theUnited States, and I
lest we fall; and in periods of prosperity we ought to have found that some great mistake iu pablie policy, some
exorcise a wise discretion, a wise caution, as to the course defeat of armies, some *disaster which has befallon the
we should take lest we be ultimately precipitated by that country either at home or abroad, is the matter which le
course into difficulties. I hold that a condition of things chiefly brought up and relied upon with reference to any
that leads to an alarming increase in our expenditure, that criticism of the speech from tho representâtivô Fiat
leads to an expenditure of $132 pr head greater than that Minister of the Parliament. But, Sir, in this country
of the United States, or 26 per cent., that leads to taxa- we have none of this. Our country is at peace. Al
ation by Customs, 77 ets. per head greater than that of over it, from British Columbia to Cape Breton, a
the United States, that require for interest on public debt pe-ceful feeling seems dominant and uppermost. Nova
20 ets. per head more than the United States, that leade Scotia is perfectly happy, enjoying herself upon the pro-
to an exponditure of public money in a ratio four ceeds of the botter terms which were gainedi l1869, and
times greater than the increase in the population of has ceased to grumbie. Prince Edward Island iA quiet, and
the country. is an alarming state of things. I hold is only disturbed in its politietl horison by a contested
the Opposition would not diseharge their functions as election in the ceelebrated Kinig's County case. ie Buns-
an Opposition if they did not call attention to these wick is, as usual, good tempered and steady. Oñtiio, as
things, and warn the country and ihe Government that in the critic of the hon. Finance Minister's soeech hàs staâtd,
their belief this state of things, if persisted in, is sure to is prosperous, and the war cloud which arose there not
lead to disaster. Having presented the case in this way to many months ago, and grevi to be, at least, as largé as a
the Government, having discharged the duty that devolves man's hand, materialized, I think; proMbly for political
upon the Opposition as ato Opposition, they are content to purposes, has again been dissipttéd dd ne lorger appedr
wait and see whether their efforts will be futile, or whether upon the horizon. In Manitoba, which raised a sort of war
those efforts will bear fruit ; and it remains for the hdn. cry, or rather reechoe4 a -sort of *thI ci3, *hich, I tri*bk,
gentlemen on the Tireasury bonches to let us see whether issued from the lobe offic in Tobtô and reverberatos h
they will beed the warning that has beu given thom. the distant hill of-what was that ? The Turtle Mountain

district ?-the cry passed away and t completely deadéened
Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman who has just taken by the tread of the hundreds and thousands of settlers,

his seat had occasion to ask the kind indulgence of this and the hum of the steadily increasing business in that 1ro-
House for the remarks which he, an old member of the vince. British Columbia whioh, as I knowv from reading
House, proposed to address to it, on the ground that the the debates, uséd to come down bore and talk about its being
debate was well worn, and that the patience of the House so badly used, now sees to be perfectly quiet, and iLs able
had been taxed, I think I may be pardoned if I ask a members are philosophically contemplating the problbm of
stil greater measure of indulgence, on the ground of my the extinction cf the Chinese. Even Quebee, that new
inexperience in dealing with such matters as these, on France, or rather that old France upon new soil, seema to
account of my being a new membar of this Hoause, and of be altogether at peace, with the exception that just now
having to follow in this debate after the very able speeches sit serenity may be a little bit ruffled by a slight
delivered on this aide of the House, and the lengthy crîti-| flatter of the Orange and the Green. Our trade rhas
oisms wl i th have been given on that side of the House. I increasaod in volume, our manufàotures are steadily
ippose that as long as we muaihtain our present system jgrowing, our labdr is at î ùremium, odr wages are
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given more liberally and more steadily, and, taking it
through and through, this is a prosperous year, and this is
a prosperous time in the Dominion of Canada, and it is
difficult to conceive how hon. gentlemen opposite eau find
fault in this respect. Then, again, with regard tothe position
of our country abroad. I suppose Canada never stood
better known to the world as a place where immigration
may find a large' outlet, and where immigrants may find
a happy'and prosperous home. Entering into relations of
corhality and sympathetic co-operation with the Mother
Country greater than ever before, with ber credit good, and
ber position in the money market better than in any
preoeding year of her history, lier position abroad seems
to be all that we can desire. Andi when we think that at
home we have no deficits, but that surplus is king-and long
uxay he be crowned as king, say I-when we recollect that,
for the first time in the. history of the country for eleven
years we have reduced the publie debt by about 81,700,000,
and for the second time in the history of this Confederation
we have reduced the public d ebt; when we recollect that
our revenue shows no sign of decided decrease, that our
expenditures are met and our liabilities as they mature are
redeemed, ail this without finding it necessary to float a
public loan-it seems to me that the condition of the coun-
try is such that it will be very difficult indeed for hrn. gen-
tlemen opposite to criticise it. I find they have peculiar
methods of dealing with the finances of the country and with
its fiscal policy. I think as the attacks have been very
largely made rom the Opposition side of the House upon
this side of the House, that it will be well for us now to

e a counter movement, and direct a little of ou atten-
tiQn te hon. gentlemen opposite; and I propose, with the
kind permission and indulgence of the House, to criticise
very modestly, and very humbly, some of the attitudes
which have been taken on the financial question by
them. First, ile, with respect to our financial condi-
tton. The method that has been pursued by the party
organs through the country, and has been followed up in
this House by leaders of the party, bas been this: They
have three columns of figures. One is a column of debt
from 1868 to 1882-that is kept constantly ready to do
service as occasion may require in the papers and in this
House; then, again, they have a column of expenditures,
running in the same way, from Confederation up to the
preseut time; and they have also a columu of revenue
whicb shows. as they say, the burden of taxation which is
placed upon the people of the Dominion. The fault I have
to find with the method ofthe Opposition in the country and
in Parliament, is that it is their object to keep those three
columns of figures, debt, expenditure and revenue
which they say shows the taxation wrung from the people,
constantly before the people and Pailiament, witlout g. 1 1,
the other tbree columns of what we have to show for
our debt, for our expenditure, and for what we
have, in the elasticity and expansion of our trade,
to show as receipts which do not bear heavily
on the people, and so cannot be called the burden of taxa-
tion upon the people. It goes in this way: In 1867 the
dcbt of Canada was $75,728,641; in 1874, 8108,324,974; in
1879, 8142,990,187; in 1882, $153,663,650. Now, I wish
this to be borne in mind, and I think it cannot be too prom.
inently kcpt before the country, even though it be patent
and plain to hon. members of this House, that the debt of
875,728,641 i not a debt which is due to, or which was
created by this Dominion as a Dominion. It was simply a
transference of debt which, before that time, existed in the
se. oral Provinces, and which at the time of Confederation
was placed in one Consolidated Fnd, where it could be bet.
ter managed and at a lower rate of interest. The impressioni
often obtains abroad and through thi3 country that the
seventy-five millions odd, somehow or other came to us be-4
çausq o4'Confederation. Now, suppose we were to adopt thei

method pursued by hon. gentlemen opposite, that the in-
crease of debt should b held to show the extravagance and
incapacity of the Government. What conclusion would we
arrive at by adopting this method of reasoning ? The in-
crease of debt from 1867 to 1874 was $32,596,323, that from

- 1874 to 1879 was $34,665,223-the foriner representing
seven years, whilo the latter represented only five years;
and that from 1879 and 1882 was $10,671,463. And
taking an average-recollect that during the period the
debt has been incurred the Conservative party has been in
power ten years to the other party being in power five
years, and so, though each party increased the debt at the
same ratio, a larger portion would appear against the
Liberal-Conservative Government than against the Liberal
Government-of the amount added during the ten years by
the Conservative Governnent on the same basis as that added
by the Reform Government, whieh during five years added
834,665,235 to the public debt, the amount added by the
Conservatives would have been 869,330,440 instead of
$43,267,786. That, I say, is according to the reasoning which
prevails among hon. gentlemen opposite ; but that is a falla-
cious rensoning, and nover can be used as proper, just and
legitimate criticism with respect to the finances of the
country. Here is the fallacy which underlies such reasoning,
viz.: that an increase of debt is necessari[y blamoworthy,
unstatesmanlike, and an index of coming disaster. 1 say
that this is a fallacy; it will not hold water, itwillnot bear
dissection, or the light of investigation. Suppose we were
to make a business application of it. ilere is a man with

, three sons. The man owns a farm, and his sons eacb own a
farm; they are all mortgaged'. Somo fine day the father and
sons come to the conclusion to mergo the farms in one, to
lift the small mortgages existing and go into partnership.
They sec directly opposite thom a large piece of country,
wbich promises to be excellent grass land; and they say:
"We wiIl buy it, because it will add to the resources and to
the production of what we already possess; " and then they
say: "A portion ofour land needs trencbing and tiling; we
must put a barn here, and an out-house there," and so look-
ing around them, they get capital and buy and make these
improvements. Now, what I want to say, is that, if in
that expenditure of capital, they have increased their
resources, and put ail these different pieces of land into a
condition by which a greater return would be brought to
them than before, I say it is no argument against them
to foot up the expenses which they have incunrred, and
assert that they are wasteful and extravagant, and going
to ruin. This very extravagance, so-called, is sagacity;
and the amourt capitally expended, the amount of ordinary
expenditure, is a wise expenditure, because it is a guarantee
of a return which is to corne by-and-bye. Now, Mr. Speaker,
1 wish to ask Ihe hon. members of this liouse if that
is not a fair application of a business principle; and also if
the very same business principle does not apply to coun-
tries as well. I take issue entirely with the hon. gentleman
who has last spoken, when ho iitimates that it is only the
function of a Government to administer the affairs of a
country. I say that a Government is unworiby of being at
the head of a country if it is simply to sit down and do
nothing but administer the routine business thereof; but
that Gôrernment must be sagacimus and long-sighted, and
must have business principles, and put them into execution,
and that it must reach forward, and look to what
would be best for the development and future growth of
the country. Like a business man, a Government must get
to work, and expend and bring its undeveloped resources
into a condition where wealth can be realizcd; and thatyou
will find, Mr. Speaker, as the House well knows, is the
method pursued now anong ait younger countries. I
hold in my hand a table with reference to the Australian
colonies: Now South Wales,with a population of 781,000, kas
a debt of £18,924,019 sterling; Victoria, with a population
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of 882,000, bas a debt of £22,944,602 sterling; New Zealand,
with a population of 500,000, bas a debt of £29,946,711
sterling ; South Australia, with a population of 295,000,
bas a debt of £12,481,800 sterling; Queensland, with a
population of 227,000, bas a debt of £13,125,000 sterling ;
Tasmania, with a population of 119,000, bas a debt
of £2,003,000 sterling; West Australia, with a population
of 32,000, bas a debt of £500,000; and all these Australian
colonies, with a population of 2,844,000, have a debt of
£99,9.5,482 sterling. Now, the other fact that I wish to
couple with that is this: That in 1860 the debt of all these
colonies was only £10,000,000 sterling, and twenty-two
years afterwards it is £99,000,000 sterling; that is, there
has been an increase of over 900 per cent. in their debt,
which is £34 sterling per head, or about $170. Now, if the
hon. gentleman who criticised the financial address given
from this ic of the House only had the good fortune to be
leading the Opposition in the Confeleration of the Australian
colonies, and could point to a debt which had increased 900
per cent. in twenty years, I think, Ir. Speaker, he would bo
able t draw a picture before which the dark and gloomy
outline foresbadowed bere, would bo only in comparison as
the sombre shadows of Milton's Paradise Lost is in contrast
with the lurid and ghastly scencry of Dante's Inferno. And
what do we find in reference to the Australian colonies ?-
That this immense expenditure of money bas been an expen-
diture of moneylon public works, and that they are already
getting in a very large return for thatexpenditure; and that
their credit stands high, as we will see, upon the English
money markets. Now, what ere the reasons for this? I
think that the reasons are easily scen. Countries do not
grow as they did one thousand years ago. It may be all
very well for a country in an age, and situated
as Great Britain was, to take fifteen bundred years
to grow from lier wildness and barbarism up to the great
civilization of to-day ; but a new country which hopes to
progress bythat merely natural method, will remain un-
known and undeveloped, while other countries about it will
measure tbemselves with it and vastly surpass it in the race
of national development and of real true growth. Things
are different now to what they were in the olden time.
There is now competition, and what are you going to do with
a new country ? It has no people, it hlas no wealth, and it
has very large resources, and before the older countries will
look at it or send immigrants there, you have to put capital
into that country; and as capital is notin the country itself,
you are bound to borrow that capital and expend it upon
the country; and I hold Mr. Speaker -and I tbink
that it cannot be suecessfully contradicted-that taking
into account this change of affairs, and the competition
which takes place between the countries now seeking
for immigration from the older countries, as not likely to
be misproved, that a judicious and a wise expenditure of
money in the shape of capital investmient, making the
debt of the new conntry, is not an index of coming disaster,
but a sign of businesslike qualities, an index of the wisest
statesmanship, and a guarantee for the best prosperity in
the future for that country. Now, then, with reference to
the increase in the expenditure and in the Public Debt, 1
wish the House to especially think of what was noticeable
all through this debate: that there was not a single item of
all that public capital expenditure which was taken exception
to by the mem bers from the other side of the House.
Al they did was simply to point to an aggregation of
figures: the debt was so much ibis year, and so much
greater next year; and the debt was so much in 1882.
That was the sole comment which they made upon it, and
that was what they meant to be an argument against the
Government, and the policy of the 6overnument, as supported
by this party. I hold that such an argument is altogether
inoonsequential, and bas no force; and that it cannot
be used against the Government of this party, unless they
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can support it with this : That the items upon which this
capital expenditure was made were items which can-
not be defended, and which, therefore, shows waste
and extragavance on the part of those who made them.
What do we find with reference to this? las the debt
Been increased ? Yes, it has:; but what has been
done with this increase? We have dealt liberally with the
different Provinces of the Dominion; and would it bave
been a good thing for the future prosperity, for the unity
of this growing nation, between the difforent Provinces
of Canada, that after the Dominion had taken very largely
the great sources of income from them, it should keep them
ground down under debt, and constantly keep them in dis-
quiet, and that this should be a constant source of anxiety to
them? And this Parliament said that such was not the
policy, and soi t agre6d totreat the Provinces of this Dominion
liberally and I want you to think with me that the Liberal-
Conservative Governments; of all that inerease of debt with
which they are eharged, spent on the debts of the Provinces
from 1869 to 1870, $23,099,096. That is caused by the ag-
gregation of Provincial debts, but it bas not added one cent
to the indebtedness of the whole country; it las gone
towards taking off the heavy burdens from the different
parts of the country where they would pay larger interest,
where they would not be so easily managed, and it towards
massing them in the aggregate where it cau b3 more easily
managed, and where the rate of interest will be decreased-
where it can be met by the great revenues which come in
as au offset to them. We have also built the Intercolonial
Railway. No one has appeared in this House to find fault
with that expenditure, yet the Conservative Governments of
these different periods expended no less than 821,1801054
on Capital Account for the Intercolonial Railway. Tlhi,
again, we have built canals and public works, and
on miscellaneous public works by the same party during
their different periods of power, there has been added te the
debt of the- country $9,750,226. Upon the Canadian Pacifie
Railway there has been spent on Capital Account
$14,933,724. On North-West Territories-the purchase of
the teri itory and the amount expended from capital for
Dominion Lands-we bave the sum of $3,766,563, making
altogether, $72,789,663 which added to the $77,500,000 as-
sumed at first, makes $150,299,663. What I say is this:
that until the Opposition can find fault with, and charge as
extravagant, these different items, it is altogether inconse-
quential, and it is, I might say, absurd to run up this long
list of figures without giving the purposes for which they
were expended, and the resources we have on band to
balance thatexpenditure. The same method is adopted with
reference to the expenditure. The expenditure in
1868 was $13,468,092; in 1882, it was $27,067,183.
The rate of expenditure was small in the period from
1874 to 1879 while the opposite party were in.power.
They are entitled to all the credit which they can
get, and which we and the country cheerfully accord to
them for that lessened expenditure, and they will get a
larger meed of our praise and of the praises of the country
if it can be shown that in that lesser expenditure they did
not at the same time starve the public works of the country,
retrench where retrenchment could not be properly made,
and which afterwards would cause an increased bunger of
these public works, and add more than if they had been
kept up ail the time steadily from one year to another.
This is the method which they take ofshowing an increase
of expenditure. If you road carefully, as I have no doubt
every truc Liboral-Conservative doos, the columns of the
Globe, you will see that a stereotyped set of figures called
the expenditure of the Dominion comes out in a column
by itself every now and then, but the other aide
is nlot put down alongside of it. That same method bas
been the method of criticism during this debate. The
following which underlies this argument is that increase
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of expenditure necessarily means extravagance. Is that
true ? Let us make an application of it to common
business principle. Here is a man who sends out
a person to another country to sell on commission. The
merchant conducts this year a business of about $10,000, we
will say, and ineurs an exponditure of $1,000 or $2,000 for
carrying on that business. The commission merchant sees
that he can do botter, and the second year after consulting
the person who has sont him there ho enlarges the business,
ho opens out on a new lino of goods, he sends one agent
bore, and another there, and so goes on with the business.
The person who established the agency sends ont a man to
look after the business, and at the end of the second year,
after a thorough investigation he reports: Why, the ex-
penses last year were only $1,000 or $2,000; they have
risen this year to $3,000 or $ 1,000 ; you had better recall
that man. Do not you see that he is extravagant; that the
expenditures are going right up? What reply would the
merchant make? He would say: Before I recall him, I
want you to give me something besides a more list of
expenditures; I want you to give me a list of the returns
from that expenditure, and if it can be shown that the
returns are adequate to, and follow closely after the
expenditure, I will say that it is an evidence of business capa-
city and not of extravagance. Is not that a fair business
principle, and should not the same principle be applied to
the country as to the individual ? Is it not just as unfair
simply to run up a long list of expenditures without giving
the extra returns and the receipts in the case of the nation
as in the case of the individual? What do we find ? We
find that money was spent. I think we may lay it down as
a fair thoory that no one bore will dissent from,
that if money is spent without any adequate return,
we may call it waste. If monoy is spont in the way
of capital expenditure with a return equal to a fair interest
on the amount expended, and if the ordinary expenditures
give back an equivalent in the shape of a return to the ex-
ponditure made, we must call those expenditures judicious
investmontq, and those investments will be profitable in pro-
portion as the degree of the return which comes from that
expenditure keeps pacopari passu with the expenditure made.
Are not those fair business propositions? Lot us apply
them to the expenditure of the Dominion of Canada. It is
true that the expondituro bas increased, and it is als> true
that tho returns and the receipts have increased as weil. Let
us take for instance the single item of tho Post Office. In
1868 the percentage of expenditure over receipts was 17 per
cent. In 1874 it was 57 por cent.-a large incroase. In
1879 it was 43 per cent.-a small decrease; but in
1883 it bas dropped to 6ï per cent. Now, from the
year 1868 to 1882 the Post Office expenditure over receipts
bas docreased from 17 per cent. to 6¾ per cent., while taking
the middle period it has decreased from 57 to 6î per cent.;
and on the bu-iness principle we have laid down, the Post
Office expenditure cannot be criticised simply on the
ground of expenditure, because the receipts have been
steadily creeping up, and within a few years at
this rate they will have overtakon it, and I hope
the Post Office will before long come to be a souroe of
roveane instead of a cause of expenditure. Let us look
again at the question of Revenue and Expenditure.
From 1867 to 1874 the reeipts or the revenue incroased 76
per cent.; the expenditure had increased 73 per cent. From
1874 to 1879 the receipts decreased 7 per cent. and the ex-
penditure increased 5 per cent. From 1879 to 1882 tho
receipts increased 48 per cent. and the expenditure increased
only 10 per cent. Between 1868 and 1882 the receipta in-
creased 143 per cent.; while the expenditures increased only
100 per cont., there again showing that the expenditures
have diminished while the receipts are constantly increas-
ing and justifying the rule we have laid down.
Lot us take aigain the question of Customs. From 1867 to
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1874, the increase in the recoipts was 67 per cent., while
the increase in the cost of collection was only 37 per cent.
From 1874 to 1879 there was that ominous decrease in the
receipts of 10 per cent., but an increase in the cost of col-
lection of 9 per cent. From 1879 to 1882, there was an
increase in the receipts of 66 per cent., and an increase in
the cost of collection of only J per cent. In 1868 the
annual percentage of expenditure for the collection of
revenue was 5·99; in 1874 it was 4'55; in 1879 it rose to
5-56; and in 1882 it fell to 3·33. The business principlo we
laid down has been fairly met in every one of these
instances; and so I say that, although the expenditure bas
increased, yet we find that along with that increase, we
have had more than a corresponding incroase in receipts.
There bas been an increase in public works and public
services given to the people of Canada, and we have folt the
beneficial result of this expenditure all over the country ;
and unless the Oppsition find fault with the items of the
expenditures, I think it cannot be controverted that the
expenditure bas been increased on business principles, and
that there has kept up with it an accretion of receipts
largely perponderating over the augmentation of the expen-
diture. I wish to refer to another of these columns. There
are three columns, a sort of trinity of figure lists. Thore
is a debt column, an expenditure column, and what is called
a taxation column. The taxation column, translated into
plain English, means nothing more than this-that it is
the column of the receipts of revenue from all sources, and
to which is applied the name of taxation. Our revenue,
fortunately, has been almost always on the up grade, and if
you call that by the name of taxation, it is easy to prove
that the taxation of this country is continually in-
creasing. In 1878, we are told, the revenue was
$22,375,011, and in 1882, $33,383,452, an increase of
$14,008,411. Hon. gentlemen opposite point to that
increase, and they say that the whole of this is extra tax-
ation wrung out of the hard earnings of the people
of Canada. Now, it cannot ho successfully held that
the larger part of that $11,008,441 id an increased burdon
of taxation. There is a quid pro quo. If I hire a man and
give him a dollar for a piece of work, I cannot truthfully
say that that dollar is a burden of taxation upon me; for
the man bas given me labor in return. Wo have a Post
Office service in this country which chargos 3 cts. por letter
for carrying our letters; are we, thon, to turn round and
say that this Post Office revenue is taxation wrung out of
the hard earnings of the people? Would we take our own
letters and deliver them at 3 ets. apiece? o we not con-
sider that we are getting service for the money we pay ?
Then, I want to say that there is a difference between the
amount of taxation and the burden of taxation. For in-
stance, bore is a man with a small business. It requires
correspondence to carry it on. This year ho writes five
hundred letters in the course of that business, and pays
$15. Yon may call that, if you please, the burden of
taxation for that year. The next year his business
requires the writing ef double the number of letters, and so
ho pays $30 in postage instead of $15. He bas paid double,
but ho bas roceived service for every one of the letters
carried. So I want to make this point-that of that
$11,003,441 increase of revenue, thore is a large share
which is not to be attributed to the Tariff, and
not to be called taxation, but simply to the growth
and expansion of the revenue, due to the increased
business and the increased services in the country. For
instance, from 1878 to 1832, there bas been an increase in
the Post Office revenue of 8330,098. Is that wrang out of
the people? There has been an increase in Excise of
8963,812; has the Tariff anything to do with the Excise ?
Ther has been an increase in Public Works duos of 0676,651,
but this has been froin tolls and railways, freights, and
these have not been heightened but lowered. That must
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show that this increased revenue is not taxation in the
proper sense of the word, but that for every cent of it a
service has been rendered, the country rendering service to
the people, and getting pay from the people in return for
it. Now, hon. gentlemen opposite are persistently drilling
into the minds of the people that the whole increase of the
Customs duties from 1878 te 1882 has been due to the
increase in the Tariff. I remember a summer or two ago,
when I was in the city of Fredericton, having the pleasure
of listening to the hon. leader of the Opposition. It was on
the occasion of that celebrated tour that ho made te the
Maritime Provinces, in which he gained a great many
acquaintances and made a great many friendP, even thoughl
ho did not secure a very large increase of votes. I had the
pleasure of listening to that hon. gentleman; and to the
farmers, who were al about him looking up into his face,
ho used ihis argument: "Now," said he, "when you farm-
ers go into a store and bny a number of yards of shirting,
I want you te recollect that yon must eut off so many
yards, and send them up to the Government at Ottawa ;"
and in my simple-mindedness, I began to imagine
what an astounding wardrobe the hôn. Finance
Minister must have, and what a plethoric larder
these members of the Govonment must keep.
Now, there are two ideas in that that are erroneous. The
first is this, and although it may not appear of much im-
portance te some, I think it is very important, and the
principle underlying it is very important. I say there
should not be any question of antagonism raised between
the Government and the country. lt should never be re-
presented that the payments which come from the country
in tho shape of revenue are going into the hands of another
and totally distinct party, the Government of the country.
But the Governmont of the country is a part of it, doing
its business for the individuals in the aggregate, and that
kind of representation bas just this influence, that it pro-
daces an antagonism between the people and the Govern-
ment. The people are lead to look upon the Government
as something foreign and hence arises the jenlous idea the
Government are using the people's money for their own
purposes, while the expenditure by the Goverunient is only
the expenditure of the people's money by persons who are
selected to do that business for them. Thon there is the
suppressio veri-is that not the right term? the concealment
of the truth. They tell the people that when they buy so
many yards of shirting they have to eut off a proportion and
send it to the Gorernmont at Ottawa. But the people are
never told that-under the former regime if they bought so
many yards they had to eut any off. They are led to
believe that all they were obliged to cut off was due to the
National Policy. But what do we find when we examine
into the question ? We find that in 1878, 891,199,577
worth of goods were entered for home consumption,
and that the duty paid was $12,795,693. la 1882,
8112,648,947 worth of goods were imported, on
which $21,708,837 duty was paid, being an inerease of duty
of 8,913,144. Now, all that duty was not due te the Tariff
which was brought in with the National Policy. If we look
at 1878, we find that the average duty was 11 per cent,
and if we look at 1882 we find that the average was 19 per
cent; se that the Tariff simply caused an extra collection of
à per cent. If we apply that, we will find that 14 per cent.
of the home consumption entries of 1_82 would amount to
$15,770,849, the difference between that amount and what
was collected being $5,937,988-that is, there was an ex-
pansion of the revenue, and if the duty had only been 14 per
cent for the year 1882, there would have been still several
million dollars more collected than was collected in 187P,
because the volume of importe was greater. Therefore,j
when we come to look at the whole revenue of $33,383,452,
and contrast its increase over that of 1878, we must net look
at it in the light of more taxes on importation, but we have1

Mr. FosEi1.

to show that such was the expansion of business and pros-
perity, that a very large accumulation te our revenue re-
sulted.

Mr. PATERSON, (Biant). Bear, hear.
Mr. FOSTER. Hon. gentlemen opposite say "har, hoar,"

because they think I have very effectually etated an argu-
ment of their own, that if there had been no extra duty put
on at all in 1878, the natural expansion and growth of the
business of the country and the revenue consequent on that
growth, would have given us sufficient to carry on the
whole affairs of the country. Ido not make that statement,
but 1 state two considerations which go against it. First,
I do not believe this growth and expansion would have
taken place to any great degree if it had not been for the
impetus given te the business of this country by the policy
of the Government. I think that the effect of the National
Policy, and the effect of what arose out of that in the increase
of manufactures and consequent increase of importation of
machinery and the consequont groater ability of the people
te buy, through the wages paid-all these things and others
I might mention, have made the expansion of the revenu3
greater than it would otherwise have been. The other
point I want te make is this, that the legitimate expenses
of this country, as I have explained before, have increasod,
and we require more revenue in order to meet them.

Mr. PATERSON. The National Policy was designod
te decrease imports and to restrict trado.

Mr. McCALLUM. IIear, hear.
Mr. PATERSON. The hon. Finance Minister said so.
Mr. FOSTER. Who has the floor?. The next point I

wish to make is this: I want to bind the Opposition
down to the position which they have made inevitable
to thcmselves. What is their whole argument? It is
this: lere is this trinity of figures-the increase in
debt, the increase in expenditure, and the increase in
revenue, which we call taxation. All theso increases
show, or ouglit to show, the incapacity of the present
Government, and their unworthiness of the confidence of
the country-that they ought to be cpt out and that wo
should be put in. Is not that the argument, if there is any
truth or honesty, or candor in the Opposition, and there
is ? Here is the inevitable position into which they are
forced, that if to-day we could go backwards and put them
at the beginning, if they are true to this argument which
they make, they would net incrense the debt or the expendi-
ture of the country. In what condition thon would we be?
We would be stagnant and stationary. Where would have
been our public improvements which could not have been
carried on without increased expenditure? Where would
have been our consequent increase of revenue? The inev-
itable position they are driven to is this: that if they had
been in power, thoy would either not have incurred this
expenditure or else inereased it in a vastly less degree.
And so all the great lines of publie policy which have been
inaugurated and carried out, and which have made Canada
as great as it is, and given it such a future, would not have
been for this country and for this people. I want te know
if such a position a3 that, and such an alternative as that,
if put te the people of the country, would not stamp any
party as inefficient and incapable ? If the country believes
-and the country has reason te believe, and it is a just and
legitimate belief-that for a new land like Canada, with
such immense resources, so few people, such comparatively
Email wealth, it is of prime necessity that great expenditures
should take place in the way of publie works and means of
intercommunication in order that people may avail them-
selves to the greatest degree of the heritage whieh we have.
I have stated that there has been no serions criticism. with
reference to the items of the debt or the expenditure. At
firet sight it may seem that that is a rash statement to
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miake after the long hours of speeches by the ablest critics
on the Opposition benches, and yet I leave it to the good
sense of this House if, froi the time this debate opened
until now, there bas been anything brought up on the other
bile to impugn one single item of the capital expenditure
whicb goes into our public debts. i leave it to any compe-
tout person to decide whether, in any of the talk which we
have beard about increased expenditures, there has been one
serious effort made to get down to the bottom of any
largo expenditure and show that it is extravagant, unwar-
ranted or uncalled for. The critic of the speech of the hon.
Finance Minister approved distinctly of a number of expon-
ditures, he slightly touched with no great reprobation one
or two others, and thon swiftly descended into the region Of
cab hire and contingencies-two items which, I think,
might very well come up for criticism when the Estimates
come before the Hlouse, but the quick resort to which proved
to mo that there could not have been much to criticise
in the great items of expenditure. Now, the hon. member
for South Brant knew well enough that that was not a
legitimate way to criticise the financial policy of this
liouse, and he admitted as much. His conscience, I think,
from bis courteous disposition aud his pleasant manner, is
still tender, and rather pricked him at first. Re stated what
the hon. member fer North Norfolk has stated to-day, but
in a little different way: he said the Finance Minister went
into explanations. lie was bound to admit that many of
the explanations had weight, but did not the people of the
country know, and were not the Public Accounts before the
people ? And that was all that was necesaary. The people
had the tigures in the Public Accounts, and they did rot
want any explanations. And yet for days and hours before
that same hon. gentleman looked anxiously and longingly
for the time to come when the Finance Minister, notwith-
standing that these Public Accounts had been beforo this
House almost from the first eof the Session, sehould corne
down and make the necessary and needed explanation of
those Public Accounts to the people. Why are they not
needed ? Mr. Speaker, every young member in rthii Iouse
who gets the ponderous tome which my hon. friend the
Minister of Cu-toms issues each year, and sits down to his
table to look that over and pick out some figures which will
just suit himself, knows that thezo is almost a technical
education needed to get at the bottom of even the best
regulated Publie Accounits, and that to give that volume
simply to a man who is not used to the Public Accounts is
almost like putting so much Greek and Latin before him.
And so it is necessary that explanations should be given.
But the hon. member for South Brant said that these cx-
planations were not necessary ; ho was not going to give
them their weight, he was just simply going to take the
items of expenditure in the Public Accounts. He knew it
was not the proper method of criticism, and he simply
justified himself on the ground that "others did it." Hore
is what he said:

"The hon. gentleman knew that the Public Accounts were in the
hande of members; he knew they showed that there had been a very

reat increase of expenditure; and he did what it was only uatural
e should do, he-soughit te break the force of that, by attempting te

explain and justify each item, in order, if possible, to save himself
and the Administration of which he is one of the ablest members,
froin blame and censure i. that regard. * * * * I will
be able te charge back upon those hon. gentlemen, and it will not be
tor them te resent anything in this directioa, they themeelves having
adopted that line of criucism when they occupied thi8 aide of the
House."

1Now, all I have to say is, that if, when this Government1
occupied the Opposition benches, they took that wrong1
methol of criticising the Public Accounts, then when the1
iovernment then in power took the Opposition benches1
and became a better and purer party, it ought to have lefti
its old and wrong methods back in oblivion, and stood uponi
higher grounds and taken a proper method of criticism.
When the hon. momber for South Brant went through with

bis criticism, ho impugned no items of the debt or expen-
diture, but struck away upon the National Policy. I wish
to say one word with roference to his critieism of the
National Policy. If I recolleet aright, the Elections were
oarried on and ended in the autumn of 1878. Parliament
met bore in 1879, it got through with its operations in April
or May, and this policywent into operation, i believe, about
the first day of May, 1879. The Public Accounts closed on
the last day of June, 1879, and yet the hon. membor for
South Brant criticised the National Poliey because in a
month or a month and a.half, it did not do that whieh its
exponents said that in the curse of time it would do. I put
it to the hon. member if he considers that is a fair moelhod
of criticism.

Mr. PATERSON. I did not say so.
Mr. FOSTER. I think if the lion. gentleman will refresh

bis memory, ho will find that ho took the ground that the
National Policy, in 1879, had not done that which bis friends
and supporters had claimed that it would do, and went
on to talk about a long list of bank failures, and road a
long column of prices, in one of which ho stated that "oats
bad fallon from 28 to 31 ets.," and I think that it is in the
memory of iis House.

Mr. PATERSON. What month, June or September ?
One year after the Mackenzie Administration, or one
month ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not one year after the
passage of the resolutions.

Mr. FOSr'ER. The unfairness is there all the same. Sup-
pose that a man bas boon sick for a month, and a physician
is callod in to prescribe for him; after a long time the
physician strikes the seat of the disease, ho diagnoses the
complaint exactly, and supplies a remedy on a coetain date.
You go in thrce woeks afterwards, and find that the man is
still confined to the lounge, that ho is not walking around,
that he is not strong and able to do bis work-doyou say
that that physician's skill has been useless, and that ho lias
not touched the discase and virtually bealed it ? No; but
you say, as any reasonable man would, the man has been
sick, the diseaso bas only just lately been diagnosed; it
wilt take months for hini to recuperate and get back to his
normal condition. We must give him time. It is exactly
the same with reference to this National Policy. I never
beard the hon. First Minister state that if the National
Policy were adopted and this new line were carried out, that
immediately, like waving of the wand of the magician, all
these good things would spring up and flourish. That state-
ment bas been made by the Opposition. They put up a
man of straw, in order tiat they might amuse themselves in
knocking him down.

Mr. PATERSON. The bon. Prime Minister said it.
Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the hon. Prime Minister

ever said any such thing.
Mr. PATERSON. Yes, ho will tell you so.
Mr. FOSTER. I would like to see you bring to me any-

thing containing any such statement-
Mr. PATERSON. Well, ho will not deny it.
Mr. FOSTER. And I have yet to find out that any such

statement was made. The Government by any policy
which it introduces, brings down and inaugurates, and by this
the National Policy whieh it brought down, never promised
te build factories, nover prcmised to put up tall chimnies,
te establish refineries, while the people sat idly by with
thoir capital in their pockets, or in their banks. Govern-
ment does not do that thing any -more than it makes the
rain fall or takes the place of Providence, as the same hon.
gentleman opposite is in the habit of represonting. But the
Government does not take, and Should not take, at least the
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opposite extreme that they are nothing more than a "fly on
the wheel," and no matter what the position of the country
is, or what are its requirements, ail the Government can do
is to go on administering the Post Office and collecting
taxes, and is powerless te aid industries by legislation. This
statement has been made often and often with respect
to the growth of our exports and withrespect to this
great prosperity. A simile occurres to me, und I
think it is a true one. Government cannot croate the
water that flows in a mighty river, but the Govern-
ment can take the water ont of the mighty river and
by appliances and machinery can carry it through acres and
acres of arid soil, and by a proper sytem of irrigation, eau
make the desert bloom like a rose, and cover the sands with
fertility and an abundant harvest. There is this distinc-
tion: that which causes this fertility is the gift of Nature,
but the duty of utilizing it rests with man, and it is the same
thing with the prosperity of a country. The great river
in a country's prosperity is that which comes ont of the
soil, the sea, the mine ; but that is powerless to do what it
may do unless the Government provide proper conditions
and unless they foster and ·care for and direct the energies
to be applied to it. That is the distinction I would make,
and it is one which, if carried in our minds would very much
lighten up that often muddling and perplexing assertion
that the Government cannot make good c-ops and cannot
cause the fish to multiply in the sea. Well, the hon. member
for Brant (Mr. Paterson) finding he had not any chance of
criticising the items of capital expenditure and ordinary ex-
penditure, after a time forgets the calta way in which lie
commenced and launches out into hyperbole. He says that
this Government bas embarked on an era of extravagance.
fDid he prove it? He simply read a long line of figures.
He says they have put a blight upon Manitoba. Manitoba
still exists and is wonderfully prosperous so far as I
ean hear. He states that the people there have been
bound hand and foot. I have heard of no manacles or
chains being sent to that country. This is intemporate
language-language which, coming from the prospective
Finance Minister of this country, makes people pause and
think whether or not they should entrust such important
affairs to a man who will make use of such intemperate
language when ho is speaking about bis own country. I
am sorry that this language bas been used. I
am sorry he has thus copiod the ex-Finance Min-
ister who formerly criticised the Budget Speech in
this Rouse, and who stated upon one occasion that
Canada was a country to which no person could go, and
in which no person could move without meeting at every
turn the usurer and tax collector. These statements are
.not for the health of the country; they are net true state-
ments; they go abroad and affect our immigration; they are
caught up by those with whom we are competing, and they
are made to do duty to keep people away from this country.
The hon. member for South Brant, soeing how weak and
comparatively futile his criticism of the public finances have
been, got up a rolling fire of light artillery under which he
retreated into safe and sure cever. He talked about the
Finance Minister acting in the place of Providence, abut
the Finance Minister making crops grow and the sun shine.
It was all a little piece of subterfuge to deceive the eye,
wbile ho gathered up is shattered forces and retired under
cover. [t was like the bivouac fires which sometimes are
made to burn very brightly all night long, and lead to
the beliefthat hostile forces are getting ready for the attack
in the morning; but when morning comes it is found that
the bivouac fires were kept burning all night, but the oppo-
sing army bad safely and quietly taken itself away. I
now come to the hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr.
Rosa). That hon. gentleman deait largely in implication.
I want to emphasize that fact before the louse. The hon.
member for West Middlesex did not take up a single item of

Mr. FosTn.

public debt and criticise it. He, however, thought some-
thing should be done in the direction of criticising items of
expenditure in the Public Accounts, and lie commenced.
What were his criticisms? iHe took up Public Works. He
found the expenditure had increased ; ho asked the question
why it had increased, and insinuated that it had increased
for patronage purposes, and that a public building was
placed here and there for the sake of making patronage and
strengthening the party for the coming elections. That
was the whole extent of bis criticisr of the Public Works
Department. Did lie state it had been so? Did he show a
single instance where it had been so? If I had been an
independent person, perfectly unbiassed, and had been wait-
ing until the hon. gentleman made out a case against the
Government, I would not have accepted bis staternents as
making out a true bill against the Administration. The
hon. gentleman took up the Department of Indian Affairs,
and pointed to the great increase in expenditure, and thon
made the statement that he thought gross mismanagement
occurred somewhere in the Department. But did the hon.
gentleman show a single instance of that mismanagement ?
Not one. The hon. member for West Middlesex is, I think,
a lawyer. We will suppose a case before a Judge and jury.
He charges a man with murder, and the man is put ii the
dock, and, on coming before the court, the Judge asks
what the charge was. The hon. gentleman would reply:
I charge the prisoner with murder. The Judge would
thereupon say: What is your evidence against the
man ? The hon. gentleman would reply : Well, your
Honor, I have a person here who will say ho thinks the
prisoner looks as if ho were a man who might have com-
mitted murder; but I do not say he has donc so. The Judge
would ask if any further evidence is forthcoming. The
hon. gentleman would reply: Yes, I have another man who
states ho thinks that a murder has been committed. The
Judge would ask if there is any further evidence, and on
receiving a reply in the negative would say that the case
was out of court. What Judge or jury, I ask, would con-
demn a man for murder on such evidence? Now this is the
High Court of Parliament and tries public charges. There
are charges made against the Public Works Department
and the Indian Department, but when examined they are
found to consist simply of insinuations and intimations
of what might have been. Does that establish anything?
Not a bit of it. Again, the hon. gentleman finds fault with the
Post Office Department, and points out that expenditure has
increased largely, although increased service has been given.
Now, what is meant by that? Did not the bon. gentleman
know that the increase of salaries is fixed by law? He doos
not mean to say that a bonus was given to this one and a
bonus given to that one. As I understand it, the postmasters
outside of the cities get 40 per cent. of the income ofthe
office; and if this income increases, their salary must noces-
sarily increase; and so it is, not a thing which is under the
control of the Department. The only thing that the Depart-
ment can do, is to listen to the wishes of the peopie, and to
establish post offices where they think they are needed.
Thon as the revenue increases, and more postage is paid, of
course, the salaries of these postmasters increase in propor-
tion. Thon, again, ho says that the sum of $500,000 was
bidden away for Dominion Land Surveys and charged to
Capital. Well, I think the hon. gentleman knows-and I
think it is time-that these expenses which were formerly
charged to revenue and ordinary expenses, are now charged
te Capital; that there is a sort of separate account kept for
Dominion Lands; and that although it was placed there,
this was done intentionally, in accordance with the rule
under which these things are done in that Department, and
of which this Hoase was cognizant. But I wish, Mr.
Speaker, to direct (he attention -of the House-and.J am
sorry that the bon, member for West Middlesex is not pres-
ent-to that hon. gentleman's criticisrm of the immigration
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question. Now, why is he opposed to the item for Immigra-
tion ? The hon. member for South Brant was entirely in
accord with this expenditure on Immigration

Mr. PATERSON. No; no.
Mr. FOSTER Well, at least, ho did not criticise it; at

least I think I am within bounds whon I say that ho did
not criticise it harshly, but held out the idea that immigra-
tion was necessary to this country, and the increase in the
appropriation for immigration purposes was not an im-
proper increase. Well, the hon. member for Middlesex finds
fault with it very much. A summary way of dealing with
this matter would be to allow the hon. mein ber for Middlesex
and the hon. member for Brant, to settle this matter between
them ; but I think I seo why the hon. member for
Middlesex took strong exception to this idea of immigration.
In turning up an old copy of the Hansard of 1876, I find
that the bon. member for Middlesex, was thon indulging in
what has grown to be an almost chronic pastime with himef
-making a prophecy. He was talking about the United
States, and the way they built railroads, and immigrants
followed; and thon he ventures upon this prophecy :

" Anyone, who bas watched the flow of immigration for the last four
or five years, must admit, it was beyond the range of probability, that
anything like the number of immigrants would settle in America,
during the next ten years as in the last decade. The immigraiion of
the last year was not one-third of what it was the preceding twelve
months, and it was unlikely to increase in the future. The wages
of the working classes in Great Britain and other European countries
having largely increased of late, and their condition being much
improved, the inducements for the people of the Old World to
immigrate were therefore not so great as they had been in the past."

That was the utterance of the hon. gentleman from
Middlesex in 1876 ; it was one of bis forecasts; ho cast, as it
wore, the horoscope of the coming decade. He looked over
the condition of affairs in the Old Country and in the New;
and from bis bigh position of vantage ground, coming up
pretty noarly to the approaching election, and with a strong
prospect, and in the hope, that lie would bo one of the
govorning body during the next few years, ho ventured on
his prophecy-that immigration must decrease; and that
there is no possibility that it can increase after this. Now, a
little bit of fact alongside of that prophecy. The hon. mem-
ber for Cardwell said the other day, that Time was the worst
enemy which those gentlemen had to contend with ; and
time has unravelled and uprooted this prophecy. That was
in 1876; and there was to bo no great increase of immigra-
tion. Now, in 1876, 169,986 immigrants came to theUnited
States; in 1877, 141,857; in 1879, 177,826; in 1880, 457,257;
in 1881, 669,431; and in 1882, 788,992. That is the
way in which time and fact play havoc with the
olaborate prophecy of the hon.- gentleman from
Middlesex ; and perhaps it was because ho was a
little vexed with Time, because it did not carry ont
bis prophecy, that he undertook to find fault with and criti-
cise this expenditure on immigration. Well, I think that
no expenditure that this country goces to, or may go to,
is an expenditure which ie so weli warranted and which
will so richly repay this country, es is and will be the
expenditure for immigration. 1 am willing to back up this
Government in the widest possible immigration agency that
it will put to work, to bring settlers into this country at a
moderate rate of cost. Why, Sir? Because I find that in
1882, 112,000 persons settled in this country of ours;
100,000 of these were probably white men and the others
Chinamen; and we find tbat these 100,000 who were brought
in cost only $3.20 per bead. Now, I say, bring all the
people you possibly can into this country at 83.20 per head.
Why ? Because, Sir, take the average, and tbey will, from
the first year that they are here, pay back some $5 or so
into the Customs of this country, and they will there-
fore pay for the. expense of bringing them here; and
they will do more than that. Every one of them
brings a certain amount of wealth into the country,

and that becomes to us a stock-in-trade, from
which wealth grows and increases; and more, Sir, every one
of them brings lab:r to this country and work for the period
of his lifetime, and this will be an increasing quantity to
this country. More than that, Sir, every one of them becomes
an immigration agent, and writes to friends at home, praises
up the country, and brings a greater or less number of his
fi i nds into tiis country; so, I say, put down just as much
for this item of Immigration as you like, so long as you
bring immigrants into the country at the rate of $3.20 per
head, and there is no person in this country but would say
to that Governmont: Go on with your policy and we will
back you up in it.

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONA LD. And go forty.five cents
better.

Mr. FOSTER. Now, the next criticism of the hon. mem-
ber from Middlesex was with reforence to the commerce of
the country. Ie says that the commerce of the country
was to b promoted by this National Policy, and simply in-
timates that ibis bas not been the result. Now, Mr.
Speaker, no array of figures, dug from all the archives of this
country, is going to makre me lose the operation of my eye.
sight and observation. No ingenions mass of figures, or
transposition of figures, is goi ng, in the face of my own eyes
and observation, and what 1 know of this country, to make
me believe that the commerce of this country has not in-
creafed, and is not increasing. Why, if we want figures
for it here is the set whicb settles the matter immediately.
The volume of trade bas grown. Is there any doubt about
that ? It has grown. You can turn to the Trade Reports and
find that it bas grown. In 1868 it was $131,000,000; in 1874,
8217,000,000; in 1b7 9-an ominous docrcase-8153,000,000;
and in 1882, it was higher than ever it was in
the kistory of this country before, and our aggregato
trade was, during this year, $221,556,705. Now, in
the face of that will any hon. gentleman get up and
attempt by sny array of figures to prove that the commerce
of the country bas not increased. But that is only one part
of our commerce. It is the external commerce of the
country, but there is an internai commerce of the eountry,
which no man can get at. We have not a system of
statistics, and wo havo not the power to gra&p what
is imcant by the internal trade of the country, but there
are some pointers which tell us that it las increaed. One
of these is the decrease of the imports of the Maritime
Provinces. We do not believe that they eat or wear less
than before, and we must conclude, that if they do not
import from th United States or other countries, tbat
there must be going on an interchange of com-
modities between them and the Upper Provinces,
and I think it is a fact beyond ail dispute that
Nova Scotia has sent her coal in increasing quantities;
that cottons have been sent from our factories; that sugar
bas been sent from our refineries; that manufactures have
been sent from our manufactories, up to this western
country, and that there have come down to us in return the
goods which these Provinces can supply. Can any man
tell me who has lived along the line of the Intercolonial
Railway, or bas travelled upon it now and again and seen
the increasing lines of freight which are carried, and looked
at the immense amount of stuif that goes and comes upon that
road, and yet say that the internal traffc bas net increased.
It bas increased, it is increasing. Here is another pointer
which gives us additional proof of that. Take the Manitoba
trade. The imports into Manitoba in 1878, were $1,122,744 ;
in 1882; they were $5,144,493, in other words the imports
had increased 350 per cent. Is it not according to the
rule of resson as well as to our observation and
experience, that if this immense volume of importe
has taken place, there has taken place a correspond-
ing increase in the internal trade between the Eastern
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Provinces and Manitoba and the North-West ? We get at
the import trade because we have the figures; we get at
the other by a process of induction and by our own obser
vation and experience. So as we stand by the Intercolo-
nial, as we look at the canals, as we go into our refineries,
and stand in the midst of our cotton factories and see all
that is going on and know of the interchange of com-
modities, we must conclude that the volume of internal
commerce is increasing in this country. Then with regard
to our carrying trade thore is a strong point in our favor.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have stated that the shipping in-
terest is declining, but let us look at the carrying trade as
another indication. In 1878 there were, in arrivals and
departures of vessels (exclusive of coasting vessels) 48,027;
in 1882 there were 55,620. In 1878 the uumber of tons re.
gistered was 12,054,690 ; in 1882 the number of tons register
was 13,379,882. In 1878 freights were 3,296,391 tons; in
1882 they were 3,998,459. The crews employed in 1878
were 465,776; in 1882 they were 512,728. Does not the
extra employment of men show the extra trade which is
taking place in the matter of sea-going vessels; and if we take
the coasting trade we find it equally favorable. In 1878 the
number of these vossels was 61,046; in 1882 it was 75,620.
The tonnage in 1878 was 11,047,661 ; in 1882 it was 14,791,-
064. The crews in lo78 numbered 585,415; in 1882, 731,926.
I am aware that these figures do not show the number of
vessels engaged in the trade, but as they show in both cases
the arrivals and departures of vessels at our ports the compar-
ative statement cannot be impugned. I think I have effec-
tually disposed of the statement that the commerce of the
country has decreased, and you will not make it any more
clear to the House or the country if you gatherfron now to
doomsday all the figures to be found in every book in all the
Departments. The hou. gentleman, unfortunately for himself,
declared that our shipping interests had fallen off, and that
this showed the failure of the National Policy which lwas to
help our shipping interests. I find that,froml875to1879,under
the former policy, there was a decrease of 44 per cent. in the
shipping built in Canada, while from 1879 to 1882 there was
a decrease of but 34 per cent. Now, if that decreaso was due
in this latter case to the National Policy, to what was the
decrease due in the preceding series of years under the old
policy; and, if we take this as an infallible test-which it
is not-we find that the old policy was more disastrous to
the ship-building interests by 10 per cent. than the new
policy was. How is it with reference to the registered
vessels ? We find that, from 18 i5 to 1879, under the old
regime, there was a decrease of 53 per cent., while, under
the new, from 1879 to 1882, there was only 17 per cent. of
a decrease. Again, if you take this as a rule, the present
policy gives a less decrease than the preceding one. But
it will be apparent that this is not a fair line of argument-
that it is not indubitable proof, for wooden sailing vessels
are fast going out of date. Let me put a fact alongside of
this. Shipping bas declined in Canada, but it has also
declined li the United States. Hon. gentlemen say thatf
that is due to a Protective Policy as well. Then we will go1
to G reat Britain, and the sailing vessols have decreased con-1
tinuously for the past fow years. The only place where the1
hon. gentleman could show an increase was the little coun-i
try of Norway with its immense shipping. I would like te
ask tihe hon. gentleman if the extra increase in that countryc
does not arise from this fact, that while other nations are
doing away with their old vessels the Norwegians are
buying the hulks and using them as they can; If ho looksî
at the tonnage he will find that Norway is no exception,and .
that sailing vessels are going out of the traie. So much fori
that argument. I thank the House for the kind andi
indulgent attention it has given to me. I know there1
are other things which I might answer, but there arec
other hon. gentlemen who can answer them far botter,E
and at this time I will notice only one or two points.1

'Ur. FOSTnE.

I suppose theb on. member for South Norfolk will not object
to my reading from any report which comes from the re-
vince of Ontario. with the imprimator of the Mowat Govern-
ment upon it. le bas stated, in substance, that our manu-
facturers were as prosperous in the old period about 1871,
1872 or 1873, as they are now, that there bas been no great
increase of manufactures as a result of the National Policy-
in fact, that there has been very little increase at all. Well,
they have a Bureau of Statistics in Ontario, a vory excellent
thing, which I would like to sce in every Province; and
this Bureau has made some enquiries as to the manufactures
of the Province in the year 1882. The report says:

" But fragmentary as are the statistics of manufact'îring industries
furnished to the Bureau, they afford evidence of great progress having
been made during the past twelve years."

And when we come te look at the table, we fiud, taking
for instance agricultural implements, that they get returns
from forty-four factories. The Census of 1871 gives
returns from 173 factories ; and we find that the forty-four
factories returned to the Bureau, employed 2,397 hands,
while the whole 173 in 1871, employed but 2,143; that the
forty-four paid $954,586 of wages, while the 173 in 1871,
paid but $745,693; that the total product of the forty-four
factories was $3,883,018, while the. total proluct of the 173
factories in 1871, was only $2,291,989. The Bureau also
got retunas frem three cotton factories. In 1871, thero
were five in operation. The three employed 1,139 bands,
while the five employed only 495 hands; the three paid ini
wages, $256,960, wliile the five paid but $87,400. The pro-
duct of the three was valued at $683,400, while the product
of the five was worth $192,200; and so on throughout the
whole list. But just let me sum up. The hon. gentleman
opposite has stated that wages are no better, and that there
is no more employment now than formerly. Taking the
aggregate of wages, and dividing it by the number of hands
employed in these factories in 1882, and applying the same
test to 1871, we find that the average wages paid in 1882,
were 8336, wbile the average wages in 1871, were $251, an
increase in 1882, of 33- per cent. So much for the tables.
Now let us see what the compilers state :

" This statement requires no analysis. It is manifest that there has
been a large increase of manufactured products, as well as if hands
employed and wages pai. The 41 agricultural implement works
giving returns for 188,, for example, mke a better exhibit than tne
173 giving returns for 1871. •'•l• The returns of agricultural
implement works to wbichreference his already been made, give a good
indication of the progress of the Province agriculturally, even had
we no other evidence of it. The total number of these establish-
mente as appears by the table, is 122, but there is a large number of
foundries doing a mixed business, which might properly be included
in the same class. An idea of the extent to which improved imple-
mente of husbandry are used by the farmers of the Province may ha
obtained from figures given in a few of the complete returns. lu
fifteen establishments-8,786 single reapers were made last year; in
ixteen, 6,979 ringlemowers; in four, 4s5 combined reapers and

mewers; iuý three, 800 self-biuding harvesters; iu five, 2,880 seed
drillsa; u six, 8,140 sulky rakes ; in one, 120 threshing machines, and
in four, 8,000 ploughs. The total number of those implements made
for last year's market must conseq-iently be large."

I leave the hon. gentleman to settla bis account with the
Report of the Bureau of Industries for the year 1883. The
hon. gentleman devoted the latter part of his time to mak-
ing a comparison between this country and the Unitel
States. lie compared the expenditure per head of a young
country just commencincg its national life and with a sparse
population of 4,000,00, with that of an old country of
centuries standing, with a population of 50,000,000. He
says the expenditure per head is less there than in Canada.
Why, I can show that the expenditure per head in China ii
much less. All you have te do is to double the population
in order to make our expenditure just half of what it is. Is
there any justice in comparing the expenditure of a young
country, straining every nerve to attract.immigrants tg its
shores, with an old country te which the stream of emigra-
tion bas long been established, and with which we have te
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compote ? We are in competition with both Australia and
the United States, and if we do not make strong and con-
stant efforts to turn the current of emigration from the old
track and to make it come into the new track, we shall get
the go-by. The comparison of an expenditure with that of
the United States is not, 1 think, a fair one, and will not
stand with the country. But the hon. gentleman must be
answered. out of bis own mouth. lie has made several
statements that Protection is not necessary in order to
establish manufactories, that it does not help our manufac-
tures, that it bas nothing to do with the bringing of wealth
into the country, that it is a burdon on the people, that it
does nothing for the laborer, and is against the agricultural
classes. What did this same oracle put forth as confidently
in 1816 as ho put forth lis present opinion to night. In
1876 ho said:

"Arts and manufactures do not spring up readily on a virgin soil."

If they do not spring up readily they must be planted;
they cannot be planted without capital ; and if they are
planted they will not grow without protecting care. The
hon. gentleman's statement is one of the bases on which the
Protective policy is essentially and rightly founded. In the
first place there is a tendency, as the hon. gentleman says,
for "trade to remain in the beaten track." How can we
get it out of the rut and induce trade to take a new course,
unless we offer some inducement to turn the current, and
this current must be turned if turned at all, by something
we must do to foster, proteet, and direct that trade ? lie
goes on again to say:

' The advantage is on the side of a nation in whicb manufactures are
established because money is always more easily obtained there than in
a new country. Then agiin the possession of organized and skilled
labor is an advantage that the manufacturers in a country where manu-
factures are established for a long time possess over a new country."

That was the strongest argument in inducing me to support
a protective policy-that all along our border there wus an
old country, rich with manufactures long established, with
homo and loreigti markets at its disposal, possessing an im-
mense amount of skill and organized labor in its midat; and
I saw that unless we could counterbalance those advantages
thoy would flood our markets with their productions and des-
ti oy ail prospect of our ever having any groat manufactures
of our own. Thob hon. gentleman proceeds to say that it
must be shown that agriculturists are to bo bonefitedi,
otherwise all these arguments fall to the ground. If it could
not be shown that the agricultural interests would be helped
lie could not give bis support to any policy of Protection.
But ho said :

"I believe that the interesta of the nation at large would be pro-
moted byjadicious Protection; I believe that the agricultural interests
ot the Dominion would be promoted by Protection, and that the manu-
facture3, being brought to the door of the farmer, would afford a market
for a greatmany articles of produce that would not be saleable if the
market were 3,000 miles away.

I c->mmend that last sentence as in a few words furnishing
a complote answer to the argument of the hon. momber for
Middlesex, who stated that Liverpool was the market and
ruled the prices of this country. Aye it is in some respects
and rules the prices of certain commodities; but does the
hon. gentleman mean to say that whon a fdrmer comes to
town from two or three miles distance with a load
of chickens, the Liverpool market fixes the pi ice ho
obtains ? What rules the market is what is stated here :
When the manufacturer with bis employed labor is
brought to the door of the farmer, the latter bas a
ready market for that class of produce, perishable you
may call it, which he lias to sell. That is what the
National Policy promiked and what it bas given-" A home
market of this kind established by protection to manufac-
tures." That is the way to establish a home market by
.which "the agriculturist can benefit his soil by producing

a rotation ofe crops." Thon the hon. gentleman flies off again
to the United States for illustration. He says:

'We have at our own doors all the illustrations and experience of
Protection andjits benefits required for our goverament and guidance.
The United States have adopted a protective policy under which their
manufactures have been fostered and promoted until in 1870 their pro-
ducts reached the sam of $4,253,000,000, giving employment to 2,000,000
and disbursing over $775,50O,000 in wages."

He goes on further into the very essence of this business of
a Protective policy:

" British manufactures crushed out all efforts to establish factories lu
the Republic,"

Just the same as American manufacturers crushed ut aill
efforts to start manufactures in the Dominion.

" And the imposition of 25 per cent. duty on foreign cottons had the
effect, in a few yearu, not only of building up manufactories, but led
to the production of an article better in quality and lower in price than
the Aniericans received from British manufactories before their own
industries were established."

Following in the lead of this, I bog to state-not in the way
of parody-that the imposition of a judicious duty on foreigu
goods would have the effect, in a few years, not only of
building up manufactories in this country, but load to the
production of articles better in quality and lower in price
than we received from the Americans. The hon. gentleman
continued:

" The same way with the iron trade. All attempts to establish iron
industries were crushed out by foreign competition, and high prices
were maintained at intervals-higher on the average than the percent-
age necessary to produce them sn the United States at a profit. But
when a protective duty waa imposed, iron manufactories were estab-
lished, and in a shurt time the price of iron was brought down several
dollars per ton, and it is now sold cheaper than the British iron ever
was effered for on that market. "

AnI so on. I bave simply quoted from a speech delivercd
in this House in 1876 by the hon. momber for South Norfolk.

Mr. CHARLTON. The hon. gentleman will allow me, as
a matter of fairness, to read the conclusion of that speech,
the qualifying portion of all the things ho has stated. Un-
less ho does that, ho will make a false impression.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman seois to have the
faculty of wearing a double shield. One side has been
turned out to us, and remains turned out tous until the last
paragraph is reacbed. Thon ho turns out the other side,
and qualifies what ho has said by stating that he only goes
for a little increase; but it is really too much for me to
read the balance of bis speech to the House, and if the
House chooses, and the Speaker will allow it, I will consider
it as read and hand it to the official reporters.

Mr. CHARLTON. I must protest against the unfairness
of the hon, gentleman and ask to ho allowed, at the close of
bis remarks, to make personal explanations.

Mr. FOSTER. I cannot conclude without roferring to
one objection made by the hon. gentleman from Middlesex.
fis last objection to the Tariff was that we wore always
tinkering ut it. He wanted something to be laid down on
principle and objected to this Tariff because there was no
principle in it, bocause it was subject to no end of changes.
1 would call attention to this fact. There is such a thing
as a plan upon which a thing is modelled, and there is aun
infinite diversity of detait by which it is carried out. Take,
for instance, the eloctrie light. The principle is to give a
light of a certain intensity for certain uses. What would
you think of the argument of a man who should go to
Aenlo Park and look at this lamp built in one way
and that lamp built in another way, at this one dis-
carded and another one taken, and should say: I don't
believe in electrie 1 ghting at all; I want sometbing
founded on principle, you are always tinkering at this.
That is just the very distinction that exists here. A
princir le underlies the policy, viz. : Protection to home
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industry, building up the trade and manufactures of this
country. These things that the hon. gentleman objects to
are simply the infinite variety of details by which that
principle is carried out; and I say that it would be one of
the most infinite pieces of absurdity and folly to attempt
to put down in one year a cast-iron scale of duties
for everything that came into the country, and never take
one mould out and run the duties into another. Circum-
stances change; the conditions of trade change; and that
Government is recreant to the duty imposed upon it, which
does not keep a sharp eye on every one of these changes,
and when something can be introduced that would better the
condition of the country to bave that introduced at once.
Mr. Speaker, whatever we may have heard with reference
to disasters that are impending, and that great disaster that
is to come in about the space of two years, whatever we
may have heard in the way of prophecy, I am fully con-
vinced that there is in this country a spirit of hopefulness and
confidence which bids all croakers take a back seat, which
sets its face firmly towards the future and grows impatient
cf hearing this continual grumbling and depreciation. I
say, to-day, that nothing inclined me to this policy more
than the fact that I felt growing up within me the spirit of
our wider nationality. I saw its boundless resources; its un-
developed wealth, and its magnificent future, and I could not
brook that the country should be depreciated, that its great
resources should be minimized, or that any influence should
go forth which should be as a damper on the spirit of the
people. I believe that Canada taking into account her in-
creased resources, which she is just beginning to develop,
taking into account ber fisheries, which now amount to
816,000,000 per year, and which may increase almost inde-
finitely, has a broad and splendid future before her. She is
the fourth shipping power in the world; she stands high in
comparative freedom from dobt-for, whatever may be said
as to her debt per head, if you take the nations of Europe or
theAustralian colonies, you will find that Canada bas less debt
than any of them-you will find that her credit is strong and
continually increasing, and she is becoming more and more
known to the world. We have being breathed into us a sub-
tile influence which cannot be stayed, which cannot be mea-
sured or weighed, but which goes farther to build up a coun-
try and give an impetus to its people than anything else--the
strong, subtle influence of material grewth, of intellectual
expansion, of a something before us greater far than any-
thing behind us. A review of the past gives us courage to
look upon the future, to turn the present to our advan tage,
and to go forward in the race of developing our young
nationality, which is destined somo time to be as great as
any that the sun shines on.

Mr. CHARLTON. I desire to make a personal explana-
tion-or at least to read a quotation from a speech, a
garbled quotation of which bas been made. Any quotation
can be made in a way to convey a meaning quite contrary
to that which is intended by the speaker. I asked the hon.
gentleman, as a matter of common fairness, to read the con-
clusion of that speech, and in a most unfair manner ho de-
clined to do so. With the permission of the IIouse I will
read the concluding portion of that speech:

"In conclusion I may state that I am desirous of doing everything
calculated to promote the manufacturing iaterests of this country. But
looking from my stand-point, I believe that the present Tariff is
adequate ; that at all events to demonstrate its inadequacy will require
more time. 1 heartily endorse the policy of the hon. Finance Minister
in dechning to advance the rate beyond 17J per cent.''"
That is the concluding and the qualifying in that speech,
and that is the portion which the hon. gentleman most un-
fairly declined to quote when I asked him to do so.

Mr. BOWELL. Does that affect the pi inciple of Pro-
tection, as advocatod in the whole speech from the begin-
ning?

Mr. FoSTER.

Mr. CHARLTON. Not at all. I held that was an
adequate amount of Protection.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a matter of some
importance. The hon. gentleman, of course, had a right to
read that passage, but I think ho had no right to state that
the last speaker, my hon. friend who las made that able and
magnificent speech, that he garbled the speech of the hon.
gentleman opposite-that was the expression. Now, I would
ask the han. gentleman if my hon. friend inserted a single
word? If ho did not read exactly what is reported? Ifho
did so, then the hon. gentleman las committed a Parlia-
montary breach in saying it was garbled. I would like to
ask that hon. gentleman, too, if the first part of the speech
was not made before six o'clock and the last part atter six
o'clock? Did not the hon. gentleman whip in that clause
he bas read botween six o'clock and eight o'clock ?

Mr. CRARLTON. I beg ,to inform the hon. First Minister
that, in my estimation this was a garbled extract, because
the hon. gentleman refused to read that portion of the
speech which I called his attention to. I informed the hon.
gentleman that ho was reading from that speech in such a
way as conveyed a false impression, and requested him to
read the last portion of it, which ho refused to do. Couse-
quently I am justified in saying it was a garbled extract. In
answer to the enquiry of the hon. First Minister: if I did not
make a portion of that speech after recess ? I beg tosay that
I made the whole of that speech before sir o'clock; and
when I rose to make that speech I never took my seat till
the last word of it was uttered.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not wish to misreprcsent the hon.
gentleman from North Norfolk. I would have gladly rend
the last two paragraphs. I stated if the House would
ailow me, I would consider them as read, and hand them
to the Bansard reporter. I believe that is allowable. I had
before heard hou. gentlemen simply make mention of long
tables which they had, but which were notread to the louse,
and then bad been printed in the iansard. I was quite will-
ing that the whole of the two paragraphs should go to the
country, and be in possession of members along with the
others, but I was tired, and I did not think it necessary tc
read the whole speech, because I read whole sentences of
the speech as I found it. You garble a spe'ech when you
pick out part of a sentence, a clause which gives a wrong
meaning, but when you give whole sentences and wholo
paragraphs I do not think it can be callel garbling.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker: I have listened with a good
deal of attention to the speech delivered by the hon. member
for King's (Mr. Foster), and I must confess i have probably
been as much disappointed with tbat speech as with any
speech to which I have ever listened to in this House. I
have had pleasure, in other places, and on other occa-
sions, in listening to the hon. member for King's. I have
been pleased while listening to his remarks on another sub-
ject, and to-night i expected to have something from the hon.
gentleman which would be new on this subject. In that I
am disappointed. Hon. members will recollect that a few
evenings ago, when the subject of Chinese immigration was
under discussion, the hon. member for King's, rising in his
place in this louse, and holding up a very large volume
containing perhaps, a thousand pages, said ho would not
inflict upon the House the reading ot the whole of that
volume, but ho had read it completely through, and would
give the conclusions which le had drawn therefrom in respect
to the Chinese question. I find that the book to which
the hon. member was then referring was a work prepared
by a Commission appointed by the United States Govern-
ment to investigate that subject, and so I fancy it contains
the opinions of disinterested gentlemen on both sid»s of
the question, and therefore I rnust concede that it was per-
fectly right for the hon. member to deal with the question.
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fron that stand-point and in the manner in which he did
deal with it; but tonightit must be plain to every hon.
gentleman who hias listened to the speech just delivered
that the hon. member for King's, while having had access
to a book bas not had access to a book of the same des-
cription. I might say that I think, although I am not
Professor Cumberland, that I do not need to cross the floor
and take the hou. gentleman by the hand or place my hand on
bis brow in order to define where hie inspiration comes from.
It must be patent to the House tbat the hon. gentleman has
simply read the Budget Speeches of the Finance Minister,
with, perhaps, a fow extraots thrown in from speeches
by the bon. member for Lincoln. In the hon. gentleman's
opening remarks he alluded to our pro3perity existing at
the present time in the different Provinces which go to
make up this Dominion. But there was one thing which
I remarked particularly, that while the bon. gentleman
thought it worth while to name Nova Seotia, Quebec, On-
tario, British Columbia, Manitoba and Prince Edward
Island, he omittel to name the Province of which he is a
representative in this House. I make no apology to-night
for any remarks I niay make on this subject in dealing witli
it from the stand-point of my own Province; that bas been
my custom in years past when speaking on this question,
and I intend to follow the same lino to night. I think I am
justified, more fully, in taking the course I now propose to
adopt, on account of the action of the hon. member for
King's, who represents the county adjoining my own.
There are particulars connected with the National Policy
and Tariff which bear, perhaps, more heavily upon that Pro-
vince than upon any other Province in the Daminion,
and it is to those features which, I think, bear especially
heavy upon our Province that I propose to call attention.
The hon. member for King's has said something with respect
to the National Policy. .ie bas gone t o far as to endorse
what bas been said in its favor by hon. gentlemen opposite.
I am not to-night prepared-notwithstanding that the hon.
gentleman has not alluded to it-t) deny that New Bruns-
wick is in a somewhat more prosperous condition than it
was some three or four years ago, but I dony that tho
increased prosperity in that Province is in a large measure1
due to the National Policy. I should bave liked the hon.i
gentleman, while addressing himself to the subject, to have
pointed out what the National Policy bas done for that
Province during the last year. I recollect, in the three ori
four Budget Speeches to which I have had the pleasure of
listening, it las been customary on three of the above occa-i
sions, at least, for the hon. Finance Minister to dwell largelyi
on the benefit it was doing bis native Province, and(
referred to the tall chimnies going up in all directions-1
or rather la prospective. But no such allusion was1
made in the Budget Speech to which we have lis-(
tened this Session; the only fair inference is that noi
very great increase has taken place in the manufacturingi
interests in New Brunswick. Since we last met I am
aware a cotton factory has been started at St. Stephen, or
rather near the St. Croix, and in that connection I may say
that, sitting on my right is a pronounced opponent of thei
Government on the trade question, and one who was strenu-1
ously opposed by the Dominion Government, and yet he
carried the county and polled a majority of votes in a parish1
in the vicinity of the cotton factory. It is true that somet
changes have taken place in the representatives from New1
Brunswick since we last met, but to say that the questioni
of the National Policy bas in any way influenced the
change that bas taken place in any county save perhapsi
Westmoreland, would be saying too mueh. I am not goingi
to allude to other causes which I believe has hadt
as much to do with effecting the change as the advocacy d
of the National Policy in those counties, but I said thatt
New Brunswick was more prosperous than she had beeni
three or four years ago, and I think I can show very clear,i
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good and sufficient reasons why such is the case. I have
taken the trouble within the last day or two to prepare a
table showing the exports of New -Brunswick before the
National Policy was inaugurated, taking 1879, as they olaim
that in 1879 theo effect of the policy had not been folt, and I
show how the exports of farm produce fron that Province in
that year compare with those in 1882. In 1879, 138 boises
were exported, of the value of $13,762; in 1882, 511 were
exported, of the value of $55,315. Of sheep in 1879, 12,301
were exported, of the value of $24,154; in 1882, 27,130
were exported, of the value of $70,5 10 ; or, to put it in
another way, the sheep exported in 1879 realized only 82 per
head, while those in 1882 realized $ 3.60. The value of poultry
exported in 1879 was $1,936, while in 1882 it was $86.023.
Thon, Sir, I find that butter-of course it is true, that n)
additional duty is placed on butter-in 1878, New Bruns.
wick exported 2,727 lbs., realizing $337 ; but for the last
year in the Trade and Navigation Returns, I find that the
export of this article increased to 64,185 lbs., just twenty
times the quantity exported in 1879. Thon, Sir, in
eggs we fina that 579,432 were exported in 1879, realizing
866,249, at an avorage of Il cts. a dozen, while in 1882d our
farmers in New Brunswick exported 727,616 dozen, realiz.
ing $123,076, or an average of 17 ets. a dozen, and
this in face of the fact that there was a largely increased
home market, as hon, gentlemen opposite claim due to the
National Policy. Of bides and skins in 1879 we exported
$15,0J0 worth in round numbers, while in 1882 we exported
820,000 vorth. Then, of mutton, in 1879 the farmers
of New Brunswick exported 6,706 lbs., for which they
received only $3130, while in 1882 they exported 193,785
lbs., for which they received $11,190. Of hay, in 1879
they exporLed 476 tons, realizing $5,046, and in 1882, 2,311
tons, valued at $11,440. Thon, of potatoes-which is the
principal crop, I may say, of the farmors of New
Brunswick-in 1878-79, the whole quantity exported was
47,161 bushels, for which they obtained $18,948, or an
average of- 40 ets. a bushel; but what do we find last year?
They bave cxported to the United States market, 323,894
bushel, for which they obtained an average of 70 ets. a
busbel, or a total of $218,084, an increase in this article
alone, as compared with 1879 for 1882, of fromn 818,009 to
$218,000. Thon we come to vegetables. Now, it would b
supposed that the largely. increased home market which
was to be created by the National Policy, in New Bruns-
wick, would certainly afford a market for ail the vegetables
we could produce; but I find that the exports of vegetables
increased 100 per cent., in 1882, as compared with 1879;
or taking the whole of the exports of farming produce from
New Brunswick, in 1879, we find that they tnount in value
to $189,000, as compared with $578,476, in 1882. Now, it
does occur to me, that if the hon. member for King's, who
represents a farming constituency, took the trouble to look
up the figures, ho would have ascertained beyond ail mannor
of doubt, that this bas had more to do with the inorcased
prosperity of the county which ho las the honor of represent-
ing, than has the National Policy; because, I say this, that
if the hon. gentleman were now in bis place, I would chal-
lenge him to show that any more manufacturing is done in
his county to day, than before the introduction of the
National Policy. I go fartber. Bafore the introduction of
the National Policy in the town of Sussex, which is the
principal town in his county, they had a shoe factory, which
was thon, I think, in a flourishing condition. Sir, I am
sorry to say, I regret very much to say, that since the
introduction of this National Policy-I de not say that this
is by any menus due to it-this factory has gone down, and
the capital invested in it, has not realized fifty cents on the
dollar. It has changed hande since, and I hope and trust
that it may make progress in the future, and prove a good
investnment for the stockbolders; but I do assort, that there
is no more manufacturing done in the hon. gentleman's
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county to-day than before the introduction of the National
Policy. I have not yet eome to what I believe to be the true
cause of the prosperity which has caie to the people of New
Brunswick during these last two year. Any gentleman who'
will take the trouble to look at the Trade Returns, will find
that, taking one year with another, lumber forms four-fifths
of the exports of our Provinoe; and this being the case, it
must be admitted that any considerable in rease in the price
of it affects us favorably, and that any serious decline in the
price of it affects us unfavorably. Now, it is the fact, that,
during the last year or two, the price of lumber has gone up
in foreign markets. It bas not affected the export of it very
much, which is not mach larger than it was heretofore; but
taking the article of lumber fbr 1879-80, what do we find ?
That the whole of the products of the forest exported from
New Brunswick, during that year, amounted to $4,031,000,
while, taking the year 1882, the quantity was not largely
in excess, but the amount realized was $5,444,000, leaving
a clear balance in favor of the Province, on this article alone,
of nearly $1,500,000 in round numbers. Now, I think that
this, above all other things, has had to do with the increased
prosperity of the Province; but, Sir, we will look a
little further, and take the total exports of the Pro-
vince of New Brunswick for 1879-80, during that
time of depression, and compare the exports with last
year: $5,371,401 are put down as the value of our exports
for 1879 80, and $7,474,4M7 for 1882, or a difference of
$2,102,000 in favor of 1882, showing a large gain in our
exports, which bas most certainly gone into the pockets of
the people, and this has had much more te do with our
increased prosperity than the National Policy. There is
another feature connected with the Tariff which I think it
would have been well for the hon. member for King's to
have addressed himself to-that is the unfairness of the
Tariff. Admitting that it has beenadopted for the good of the
country, that the manufacturera have pronounced favor-
ably upon it, and that it has been accepted by the people,
nevertheless itremains that these manufacturers are coming
bere continually and asking to have the Tariff readjusted;
and it is also the fact that the demands made upon the
Government by the manufacturere are being acceded to
every Session by the Finance Minister. Suppose we con-
sider how this Tariff affects the farming interests which is
represented by the hon. momber for King's, as compared
with the manufacturere. By way of illustration I will give
another item or two from the Trade Returne as they apply
to my own Province. In 1882, the last year to which these
Returns refer, I find that New B-unswick imported 302,759
Ibs. of lard, valued at $34,620, 6f pork 1,904,279 Ibs., valued
at $168,405, and cf beef 80,803 Ibs., entered for con-
sumption-and a very mach larger quantity was imported
for ship stores, I imagine-valued at $li959; and on this
an average daty was collected of 12J per cent. It does
seem to me that if the hon, gentleman were to look into
this matter, as I have suggested, he would agree with me,
that in the readjustiment of the Tariff, a change could be
made that would be in the interest of his constituents, and
which, I think, ie asked for by the farmers of the country:
and that is, if the high Tarif which bas existed up to the
present time and which applies to all the articles that they
consume, is to be maintained, a change is absolutely neces-
sary in the duties which are imposed on these articles that
are produced by the farmers of the ountry. What are the
facts ? The hon. gentleman to-night has alluded te strug-
gling industries which needed building up by Protection.
I want to know if the farming industry of a Province which
does not produce a sufficient quantity of pork to supply the
wants of its people, is not a etruggling industry, and
whether our farmers are not entitled to as much Pro-
tection as are the manufacturera of this country. Of
course I may be told that the increased duty on pork
would affect the lumbermen. I adiit it would ; but if hon.

Mr. KING.

gentlemen opposite are to be believed it would not affect
them, as the producer pays the duty, and what I wish, le
that in that case that duty may be put on pork, which
would come out of the Yankees because we get our pork
from them. I desire next to call attention to the promises
which were made to the people of the Maritime Provinces,
that this policy was a retaliatory policy, that its object was
to compel the Americans to give us Reciprocity. I am
satisfied that if our people could be convinced of the fact
that Reciprocity could be promoted by a continuation of
this policy, they would not hesitate very much to consent
to it. But our hopes in that respect have been dispelled,
for the hon. Finance iMinister bas told us that this Tariff
is to bc perpetual that it is to last as long as Canada
lasts. It may be said that there are resolutions in the
Tariff which provide for the free exchange of the natur-
al products of the [country. I admit that they are
there, but I think no one will assert that they are likely
ever to effect anythingin the way of Reciprocity, or will
dony that something more muet be offered to the people
of the United States before they wilI trade with us on
reciprocal termo. I was sorry that the hon. member
for King's (Mr. Foster) did not make some points on this
quéstion, to which I might have replied, but I failed to see
any. It is truc the hon. gentleman alluded to the increase
of debt under the Mackenzie Administration; but ho might
have stated, in all fairness, that a very large amount of that
increase was due to the obligations imposed upon his Gov-
ernment by the Government which precedel them. I was
much amused with another idea of the bon. gentleman, and
that was, that an increase of the Tariff which increased the
revenue did not impose taxation. I would like to bring
that point home to him in a homely way, but in a way
which, if ho could not understand, many of his con-
stituents would. In 1867, and even later, after the Province
of New Brunswick had entered into Confederation,
the whole amount of Customs and Excise duty did not
exceed 83 a head, and at all events we were assured before
we went into Confederation that it would net exceed $2.75
per head for many years after we came in. No one will
deny that at the present time it has increased to $6 a head.
The hon. gentleman's county ton years ugo contained in
round numbers about 25,000 inhabitants, and 1 think I am
safe in stating that it has not increased much during that
time. Now, if 25,000 people paid $3 ton years ago, it
would make $75,000; but this amount has been increased te
$150,000, and as the hon. gentleman has told us that the
Post Office Department has become a source of revenue,
ho wil[ not claim that the money expended in hie county
for carrying the mails is a fair charge against that $8150,-
000. Nor do I think ho will claim that any portion
of $ 150,000 goos towards the running of theline of railway
which passes through his county. I would like to ask him
to point out to me what bis county gets for this increase
Of $75,000 of taxes imposed upon it during the last
ton years over and above what was imposed before. The
bon. gentleman tells us that an increased revenue does not
mean an increase of taxation; but I think as applied to
his county that this is the case -I know it is in mine. It is
true that there is a difference in counties along the coast
which have been provided with lights and harbors, but in
the inland counties the return is far less for the money ex.
pended than it was some years ago. The hou. Finance
Minister in closing hie financial statement the other night,
said ho had been tannted last year with not having a follow-
ing from his own Province, and that this year ho had a
majority. Perhaps the hon. gentleman can, as things stand
at present, claim a majority, but he owes that not te the
votes of the electors of Albert county, but te the deciion of a
Judge. The courts will settle the question of whether
he has a majority or not. In Restigouche the hon. member
who bas the honor to occupy the seat formerly bdld by my
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friend Mr. fHaddow was net, I think, the gentleman whom the
hon. Minister of Finance was anxious to see returned. He
may support the hon. gentleman's policy, or he may not,
but I believe he was net the candidate whom the hon.
Finance Minister desired te see elected. The hon. member
for Northumberland, judging by the expressions on the
floor of this House and by his speeches elsewhere, doos not
fully agree with the bon. Minister of Finance with regard
te this policy. I think I have heard him complain bitterly
of the imposition of the tax on the lumber-mon, and that ho
hoped to see these wrongs redressed. In fact that hon.
gentleman stooped so low as to mention cornmeal-some-
thing which would net be tolerated on the part of myself
and others of this @ide of the House, though the hon. mem.
ber for Northumberland was allowed te refer to it. We
come next to the county of Westmoreland which is so
ably reproesented by the hon. gentleman who defeated the late
member, but it is net unknown,in fact it is currently believed,
that that hon. gentleman while representing Westmore-
land, and dealing with the National Policy, represents at
the same lime investments he has made in manufacturipg in
that county. I am glad ho thought propor te invest his
means in that way, but atthe sane time he cannot be called
quite disinterested in his views upon that question. I shall
say little with regard to the hon. momber for King's, for
overybody knows that while the late hon. member for that
county was prepared to swallow the National Policy, as
well as the Canadian Pacifie Railway bargain, fully as
much may be expected from the hon. gentleman who
succeeds him. Before taking my seat I wish to allude a
moment to two notable predictions which have emanated
from the Finance Department during the past year. Every-
body on the floor of this House and throughout the country
remembers the prediction of a gentleman calling himsolf the
Astronomer to the Finance Department, that a great storm
would sweep over the continent in the month of Mai-ch.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The only regret of hon. gentie-
mon on the other side is that the storm did not come.

Mr. KING. [am glad it did not come ; and there is just
this difference botween the prodiction made by the astro-
nomer of this Departrnent and that made by the head ofthe
Department-that the prediction of the astronomer, if it did
no good, did no harm; it at least made the newspapers sell.
But the prediction the hon. the Finance Minister made the
other night is calculatel1 to do more harm, if the hon.
gentleman fails in bis prediction, than the prediction made
by the gentleman te whom I refer. lIe predicted that we
are going to have seven years of plonty. I hope we may ;
but it strikes me that the hon. gentleman bas not much of a
founlation on which to rest that prediction. If ho could
look into the future, and foresee that for seven years to come
the Province which ho represents would bo able to obtain
good prices in foreign markets for its exports eof lumber, ho
nigh claim that that Province, for that time at least,
would be prosperous ; but I think ho will not claiu that our
lumber can maintain its prico in those countries, and there-
fe)o I think ho is going out of his way to predict prosperity
for that Provin-e. I think ho is equally astray with re-
forence te the other Provinces of the Dominion. If ho
could predict that we should have seven years of good
cropS, he might predict seven years ofplenty ; but as it ist
impassible for him to know what is going to take place, he
is not certain that hie prediction wili be borne out. I will
not take up the time of the louse any longer. I am only
sorry that the hon. member for King'e did not address him-
self to the question of the Tariff in the interest of the con-
stituency ho ropresents.

Mr. JAMIESON. It was net my intention, until a fewr
minites ago, to take any part in the debate, and at this late i
hour I will net detain the House at any great length. Ie
have been a ulittle surprised at the ton. ef the debate, and v

the matter which has beeu introluted into it. I do not know
how it may have beeu in other constituencies.during the
last Election, but my oppomeat, who represented the Liberal
interest, stated publicly at the meetings that were held, that
the National Policy was not an issuein that contest. I judge,
however, from theapeeches that have been dolivered in this
House by hon. gentlemen on the Opposition bencheF, that the
National Policy is still an issue in 'Janadian politics. I am
bore to represent a constituency composed largely of two
classes, the agrieultural olass and the manufacturing class.
It may not be known, perþaps, that in that constituency
there are at present some fourteen woollen mille, some of
them of large capacity, employing a large number of people.
Now, I think, I would not be truc to my constituents, I
would be recreant to my duty as a public man and a repre-
sentative of the people, if upon the floor of this House I
either advocated or supported a policy which would bear
heavily upon one class of my constituent@ for the advantage
of another class. I am of opinion that the policy which was
eo auspiciously inauguratedin 1879, has been for the benefit
of all classes in the Dominion. I bave a few figures in my
possession which, I think, will be sufficient to satisfy this
Hlouse that, so far as the manufacturing industries in My
own riding are concerned,it has been a very great advantage.
I apprehend we shall have to judge of the effects of this
policy largely from personal experience, because it is utterly
impossible, in many instances, to find statistics that will
enlighten ns upon thi8 question. Some time ago I called
upon a man engaged in a manufacturing industry in the
town in which I reside, and aeked for some figures which
would enable meto point out in some significant way any
benefit the town had derived frorn the operation of tbispolicy.
I found that in 1878 the number of hands employed in the
woollen industry of that town was 3ï6. When I say
employed, I mean only partially cmployed, for at th.t time
they were working scarcely more than half time-or thre-
quarters lime. That town was in anything but a prosperous
condition at that time. I think there wore something over
100 tenantiosa bouses which were erected for the accom.
modation of those engaged in the factorios ; but owing te the
depression which existed in that industry it was impossible
for the employers of labor to increase the industry to any
extent. At the present time the number of bands omployed
in these woollen mills alone is 690, against 386 in 1878.
Now,a good dealhas been said in the discussion of theNational
Policy on the results predicted by the hon. Finance Minis-
ter with reference to keeping Canada for the Canadians.
I have heard the statement made with a good deal of estress
oat upon it by the hon. member for South Middlesex, that
the policy in that respect had been fruitless; that it had not
secured Canada for the Canadians. I believe the hon.
member for South Middlesex is not in a position to sustain
that statement by facts. I would imply ask what is the
test of keeping Canada for the Canadians. I apprèbend
that if the people of this country are employedthat is
keeping Canada for the Canadians. I would ask any hon.
gentleman if there are any unemployed people at present
in this country ? Every man who is disposed to work, and
is capable of working, can secure employment and at higher
wages than ha could under the late Administration.
That is what 1 understand te be keeping Canada for
the Canadians. The hon. member for South Middlesex
did not proceed very far until h. told us that labor was
so scarce, tho farmers of bis section were contemplating
the introduction of labor-saving machines, :such as self-
binders. I think that demonstrates to a certainly that
the laboring classes of the country are now fully em.
ployed. I may say in addition to what I have said in
reference to the number of bands employed in the indus-
tries of my town, that since 1878, wages bave increas-
ed 25 per cent. on an average. This policy has been
very beneficial se far as the laboring classes are concerned,
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and, I believe, has also largely benefited all classes of the
community. The result of the last General Election shows
that the people of the Dominion are thoroughly satisfied
with that policy, and that, so far as they are concerned,
they will endorse the statement of the hon. Finance Minister
that it must be perpetual. I should hesitate te advocate
the permanence of a policy of that kind if I believed for a
moment that any single class of the community would be
injured by it. But I have failed to find any data in the dis-
cussion on this subject from which a deduction could reason-
ably be made that this policy was prejudicial to any interest
in the Dominion at large. If it gives employment to the
people, as no doubt it does, at least so far as my constituency
is concerned, and if the laboring classes receive hgher
wages, I think they have been largely benefited, and can
afford to pay higher for the necessaries of life. A remark
was made by the bon. member for South Norfolk in refe-
rence to the duty on wool, to the effect that the hon. the
Finance Minister was not legislating in the interest of the
farmer because ho had not imposed a duty on all grades
of wool. Well, I have no doubt that, if our farmers
cultivated the grado of wool requircd by manufacturers,
it would be only a pleasure to the manufacturer3 to
purchase that wool; but I understand from skilled men,
that it is impossible in this country to produce the
class of wool required by the large majority of our manu-
facturers. If that is the case, I do not sec what great
benefit it. would bo to the farmers to have a duty im-
posed upon fine wool. In the town in which I reside, all
the mills, ežcept one employing twenty-five hands, run upon
fine wool which they cannot procure in the Dominion, and
if a duty were imposed on this wool, it would only cripple
them wi4hout aiding our farmers. I recollect in my election
campaign, I was brought to task on th's question. I was
asked if I would advocate the imposition of a duty
on fine wool. I replied without hesitation that I would
not, because I thought it was against the interests of
the people to put a duty on the raw material which en-
tored into manufactures. I was frequently told by those
politically opposel to me that I was noL acting in the
interest of farmers by not advocating this duty. They
said that the low price of Canadian wool was largely due
to the fact that the manufacturers of this country im-
ported their wool from abroad. In every instance where
parties took that position I found they theniselves wore
clothes producod from fine wool and would not wear the
class of goods produced from Canadian wool. Thus it is that
as the country becomes more prosperous, employment and
money more plentifal, people wear finer clothes than they
would if the contrary were the case. I will not detain the
Hlouse at greater leng th. I have treated this question, per-
haps, from a local stand-point, for it seemed to me such was
the proper course to pursue; for, if I except a few figures given
by thé hon. gentleman who preceded me, all the speeches on
this question, so far as I can recollect, were from a general
stand-point; and I hope I have not wcaried the louse in
my statement of the few facts I have given. I have
strong faith in that policy, in developing tue industries of
this country. I do not believe it is inimical to any class of
people in the Dominion ; and I have no doubt that, with the
experience we have had of that policy in the past, the people
of this country will hesitate before they place any gentle-
men on the Treasury bencheq, who will go for reversing a
policy which has been so advantageous to the people of the
whole Dominion.

Mr. WIGLE movel the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to; and (ut 11:35 o'clock p.m.) the House

adjourned.

Mr. JAmmson.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
FRIDA, 6th Apiril, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

WAYS AND MEANS-THE BU DGEf.

Tho House resumed the adjourned debate on the pro-
posed motion of Sir Leonard Tilley: That the House go
into Committee to consider of the Ways and Means for rais-
ing a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Mr. WIGLE. Mr. Speaker: I do not rise for the purpose
of making any very lengthenod remarks to-day, inI this
debate on the Budget Speech, which was brought down by
the hon. Finance Minister a week ago; but, representing as
I do, Sir, a constituency which is largely interested in the
growing of raw leaf tobacco, and having had some experi-
once in the purchase and shipment of tobacco, I feel that I
would not be doing my duty to my constituents if I
did not make a few remarks upon this question. I
wish, however, before making any remarks on this par-
ticular question, to m ike a few observations with reference
to what has been said by hon. gentlemen opposite. If we
took everything they said to be true, we would be led to
believe that times were botter from 1873 to1878, when they
were in power, than they have been sinco the National
Policy was in force. I always understood, before I came to
this House, that the hon. member for Brant (Mr». Paterson),
the hon. member for West Middlesox (Mr. Ross), and the
hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), were good
debaters, but after hearing them make their speeches, I
have came to the conclusion that they are either not good
debaters, or that they have a very poor subject. I think it
must be hard for them, when the Government which they
supported from 1873 to 1878, was compelled to corne down
to the House, year after year, with a deficit, amounting in
the five years to $7,000,000-I say after such a record it
must be bard for them tg stand up and criticise the
speech of the hon. Finance Minister, who showed a surplus
of $8,000,000 ih one year. For that reason I do not
wonder that they seem to feel dissatisfied themselves with
the speeches they have made. I think, Sir, that the
business of the country should be carried on upon the samo
principle as a successful man would carry on a private
business. I am a general merchant, and we will suppose I
hire an accountant or overseer of my business for five years.
At the end of the five years he shows that it has cost me to
run the business, $5,000 a year, but ho las a surplus for the
five years of $10,000. Another gentleman comes along and
says ho can run my business botter and more economically
than the other, and believing him I engage him to do my
business for the next five years. At the end of the next
five years ho shows that ho has conducted my business for
$,000 less a year than the other ; but when I ask him
to deduct liabilities from assets, ho shows me that in-
stead of being $10,000 a-head I am $7,000 behind.
When we ask these hon. gentlemen to explain why they had
a deficit of 67,000,000, they say that they carried on the
affairs of the country botter than bon. gentlemen on this
side, because their expenditure was less than that of t bo
Conservative Government. I say that the same principle
applies as in the case I have mentioned. One hon. gentle-
man on the other side, who spoke in French, but whose
remarks were translated to me, said that if they went te the
country to-day the people would send.supporters of the
Opposition to take the places of the Government. - That
must be very consoling to these hon. gentlemen. But there
bas been a little calculation of this matter showing thatifin
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future General Elections the Reformers gain at the same
rate as they gained at the last, they will he able to come
into power in just fifty-fiv years from the present time. I
think that it is right that they should be in power once
every fifty-five years; it is right that each geera-
tion should have five years' experience of their government
in order that they should appreciate good government
from those on this side of the House. I have had five
years' experience of thoir government in my lifetime, and
goodness knows I do not want any more of it. Tho only
thing that troubles me now is the thought that my children
will have to have five years' experience of it. The hon.
member who criticised the speech of the hon. Finance
Minister, read un article from the Mail newspaper, proving
that wheat was worth less in 1879, atter the National Policy,
than it was in 1878, before the National Policy; and the ar-
gument ofthis hon. gentleman, from beginning to end, is that
the National Policy has done the farmers no good. I pro-
pose to show that the National Policy bas done the farmiers
good-that it bas done them good in many instances, and that
in none las it done them harm. With reference to the price
of wheat. We always said that we knew that the markets of
the Old Country governed the markets of Canada; but if the
price of wheat everbappens to be lower in the United States
than in Canada then the National Policy would do the farmers
good,but if it is dearer we did not pretend to say that it would
do them good. Ipropose to show that it has been dearer in
Canada than in the United States since the National Policy.
The hon. member for Brant quoted from the Mail news-
paper, and ho compared the 12th September, 1878, with the
1lth September, 1879. On the 12th September, 1878, the
price of fall wheat in Toronto was $1.06 to $1.10; No. 2,
$1.02 to $1.03; spring No. 1, $1.02 to 81.02; No. 2, 97 ets.
to 98 ets ; oats, 27 ets. to 28 Ots.; barley, No. 1, $1.05; and
peas, 60 ets. to 70 ets. On the It11h September, 1879, the price,
in Toronto, of fall wheat was $1.02 to $1.04; No. 2, $1
to $1.02; spring No, 1, 98 ets. td $1 ; No. 2. 96 cts. to 97
cts.; oats, 31 ets. to 32 ets.; barley, 60 cts.; peas, 63 OtS. to
65 ets. We find in the very same number of the Mail, that
of the 1lth September, 1879, after the National Policy
was in force, that wheat, in the city of Toronto, was
worth from $1 to $1.02, whilo the same kind was
worth, in Chicago, 89 cts. Going farther back, and
taking August the 1lth, 1879, we find that wheat, in
Toronto, was worth 98 ets., while the same kind was
worth, in Chicago, 84e cis. to 84 ets. Taking July 11th,
1879, we find that fall wheat was worth, in Toronto, $1
to $1.10, while, in Chicago, it was worth 9.J ets. to 91 ets.,
and in Detroit, $1.02J. I know of my own knowledge that
a company owning a mill -in Windsor, opposite Detroit,
would have gone to Detroit to buy wheat for the mill, but
on account of the 15 ets. duty they had to stay at home; and
they went down the lake thirty or f orty miles and bought
wheat for $1.05 and paid the freight. I ask if that miller
would not have gone to Detroit and paid out our money to
the people of the United State', and allowed our farmers to
either keep their wheat at home or take less for it if
we had not had the National Policy. Suppose we had
no National Policy, and wheat was down to 80 ets. a
bushel; the farimer would sell his 100 bushels of
wheat for 880 ; ho would take that money and pay it to
the retail merchant, the retail merchant would send it to
the wholesale merchant in the United States, the wholesale
merchant in the United States would pay it to the United
States manufacturer, the manufacturer would pay it out to
the workingmen in his employ, and the workingmen would
pay it to the farmers of the United States. So that but for
the National Policy, the money would go to the United States,
while we would be using American manufactured goods.
But under this policy, if the farmer sells a 100 bushels of
wheat for $80, he pays the money to the retailer here, the
retailer pays it to the wholesaler, the wholesaler pays it to

the manufacturer, the manufacturer pays it to the laboring
mon, and the laboring mon pay it back again to the farmers
of this country. That is the effect of the National Policy,
and these hon. gentlemen cannot deny it. The hon. member
for North Norfolk, last night, stated that ho had looked care-
fully over the price of wheat since the National Policy had
been in force, and that not in a single instance did ho find
that wheat was cheaper in the United States than it was in
Canada. I say that five or six months after the National
Policy came into force, wheat was cheaper in the United
States than it was in Canada. There is anothor thing I
happen to know something about, and that is dressed
There is a duty of a 81 per hundred on them. A little hogs.
more than a year ago I sold hogs in E-sex Contre, six-
teen miles from Detroit, for from 88.10 te $8.15 per
hundred, and sent them to the pork packers in Montreal,
while at the same time the price in Detroit was from$ 7.30
to 87.40 per hundred. I would ask bon. gentlemen if that
duty of a 81 a hundred had not existed on dressed hogs, do
they think the pork packers of Montreal would stop at a
small village like Essex Centre and pay 88.10 or 88.15 per
hundred, when they could go to Detroit, six miles further, and
get them for 87.30 or $7.40 ? So we find that the Canadian
farmer gets 60 cts. or 70 eta. per hundred more for bis hogs
than ho would have got without the National Policy.
The whole drift of th'e bon. gentleman's speech is that the
National Policy has not been a benofit to the farmers. lns
it not given the farmers of this country a market in Mani.
toba ? The effect of this policy bas been to bring money
back into the same channels that it originally leaves.
Suppose a man in Ontario sells hie farm for 85,000, and
goes to the North-West and pays 83,000 for the land;
when ho cornes to stock that land, ho takes $2,000 and
sonds it back into the same channels that it comes from
at first. What hon. gentlemen opposite want, is, that ho
should take bis money to Manitoba, and that when he wants
to stock his farm ho should send bis money into the United
States; but that is not the policy of the Conservative party.
Suppose a man buys a horse in this country, and pays
$100 for it, that $100 circulates in the Province of Ontario.
Suppose ho takes that horse to Manitoba and sells it for
$150, and, after paying expenses, has a profit of $20 or $25.
If we had not that policy, instead of coming to this country
for their horses, the farmers of Manitoba would go to Min-
nesota or Dakota. That would satisfy hon. gentlemen
opposite. So the National Policy is not only a benefit to
the farmer, but the man who makes bis profit of $20 or $25
pays that to a tailor for a suit of clothes; the tailor pays
his butcher's bills; the butchor pays his blacksmith, and so
the money is circulated throughout the country. But hon.
gentlemen opposite want the money to go to the United
States and circulate it amongst the tailors and manufacturers
of that country. The National Policy has also done this
country a great deal of good in reference to harness, and so
forth. I was in Toronto last winter, and I went to a harness
manufacturer to get a bridle. He did not know who I was,
and I did not know who ho was. He said to me: "My
Reform leaders told me that the National Policy would not
ho a good thing for this country; but I did not know them
thon as well as I do now, and I voted for the Reform party;
but since thon I have found that i was mistaken. This
very day a gentleman from Manitoba came in and left an
order for harnes, for which ho paid me $1,200 in cash."
This gentleman employed some thirty hands, and ho paid
that money to them in wages, and they boarded on the
farmers of this country. la not that a benefit te the coun-
try ? lon, gentlemen opposite would prefer to have that
$1,200 paid to the United States to circulate among the
farmers there, instead of among our own farmers. i was
going along a road a short time ago, and I saw a sign-board
on which was painted: " Cash p aid for wheat," and a hand
was pointing down the road. I looked down, and I saw the
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burnt ruins of a mill that had been there about fifteen years
before; but that sign.board remained, although not a bushel
had been purchased during that period, and the miIl had been
burnt down for fifteen years. Sucb, I thought, was the Re-
form party. They have been advocating reforms since Con-,
federation, but, like the old finger-board, they are pointing to
the reforms without carrying them out. The people of this
country have also been benefited by the National Policy in
the article of nails. On the 18th of February, 1880, nails
in the city of Detroit were worth $5.35 a keg, less 2 per
cent. for cash, which made the price $3.24 per kegfor cash.
On the 9th of the same month they were quoted by Benny,
MacPherson & Co., Montreal, at $3.50 per keg, less 5 per
cent. for cash, which made the price $3.33 for cash. So we
find that, in February, 1880, nails were $3.30 per keg in
this country, under the National Policy, and 65.24 per keg
in the United States. Now, suppose we had no National
Policy, we would have been compelled to depend upon the
United States for our nails, as we did before, and would
have had to pay $5.24 per keg, and 17J per cent. duty in
addition, which would amount to $6.16 per keg. That would
make a difference to us of $2.62 per keg. Now, why was
it that nails were 85.24 in the United States and only $3.33
in this country? iBecause the manufacturer of nails in the
United States made a corner in nails, and put up the price.
Vell, Sir, the manufacturers of nails in the United States

can corner the Yankees, but not the Canadians any more,
for we are making our own nails. That is the answer to
that. I have been in the general mercantile business for
t ho last eighteen years, dealing in all kinds of goods manu-
factured in this country, and I defy any hon. gentleman in
this House, whether a merchant or not, to prove that a
single article used by the mass of the people here is any
dearer than it was before the National Policy. Ready-made
clothing is cheaper to-day than at any time since Confedera-
tion, so are boots and shoes-and the farmer3 get as much
for the bides as they ever did-so are clothos, and better as
well; and we have the fact that in our own country we manu-
facture our wool which we grow in the country. These facts
account for some of the success under the National Policy.
lon. gentlemen opposite say that because 30 or 40 per cent.
d(uty is charged on cloth imported from the United States,
we have to pay that much more for it. Such is not the case.
The duty was put on, not for the purpose of making our
people 1 ay it, but for the purpose of keeping American
shoddy out of the country and giving our own manufac-
turers a chance to manufacture our own wool. A man can
buy 100 lbs. of our own wool for $25, take it to the manu-
facturer and have it made up for 40 ets., making a total of
65 cts. for a yard of cloth containing a pound of good long
wool in it. 1 believe to-day that if party were left out of
the question there would not be 500 people in this Do-
minion who would not be Protectionists. These gentle-
men got on the wrong string of the bow, and the people
told them to skip out of office, that they wanted mon
who would look after their interests. They saw that
the Liberal Conservative party was the party which
looked after the interests of the country. They adopted
the principles of that party, and are bound to keep
them up for at least the next fifty-five yea-s. I do not pro-
pose to take up the time of this House any longer than
necessary; but, before I speak on the tobacco question, I
wisb to refer to a statement made by the hon. member for
West Middlesex the other day. That hon. gentleman said
that the hon. Finance Minister, in replying to sorne remarks
about 40 per cent. duty on blankets going into the North
West, said: "Oh, but we allow sausage skins to come in
free; " and the hon. member for Middlesex proceeded to say
that the people of the North-West had to pay 40 per cent.
more for blankets on account of the National Poiicy. No
business man would argue in that way. The wool is grown,
manufactured, and sold here. Forty per cent. on a blanket

Mr. WIoLE.

that costs 50 ets. per lb., means 20 ets. per lb. Does the hou.
gentleman mean to say that the people pay 20 ets. per lb.
more for blankets than they did previous to the National
Policy ? They can buy blankets for 52J ets. per lb., not of
the best quality, and pure wool blankets at 60 ets. per lb. ;
the wool is grown and manufactured in our own country
without a single cent of duty boing paid on it, while the
blankets imported from the Old Country are made eut of
short poor shoddy wool. Gentlemen in the riding I repre.
sent, have tcld the farmers that they had to pay 40 per
cent. more for shirting than before. Well, when one large
merchant, who was a strong Reformer, was telling that at
a meeting in South Essex, one of the farmers present said:
"You can tell that, but you cannot make me believe it.
I used to pay 22 ets. per yard for the kind of shirting I
have on, before the National Policy, but now I get it for 18
cts. You cannot make me believe that I pay 10. ets. per
yard more for it now, because I buy and pay for it myself,
and know exactly what I pay for it." These hon. gentle-
men argue that the poor man bas to pay more on account
of the National Policy. 1 say ho doos not, and can prove
what I say. The more factories we have the less we will
have to pay for our manufactured goods. These hon. gentle-
men point at the United States, and say: "Look at the manu-
factured goods we bring from there." What better evidonce
could yon have to prove that the National Policy is a good
thing, than to rofer to a country where they have had a
National Policy for yeara-a policy whieh bas brought them
to where they are. When hon. gentlemen opposite were
in power, they sent the hon. George Brown to Washington,
at an expense to the country of $6,000, in order to bring
about a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States. What
was the reply ? The people there replied, in so many
words: We bad a Reciprocity Treaty with you atone time but
we abrogated it, and we do not want any more Reciprocity
Treaty, because we have adopted a Protective policy, and
are looking out for our own people and our own manufac-
turers. Tell the Reform party we are looking out for our-
selves, and when we want a Reciprocity Treaty we will let
you know. Tho right hon. leader of the Government, who
was thon in Opposition, tried to induce hon. gentlemen
opposite to bring down a Protective policy, but what was
their answer? They said: "We are only flies on the
wheel," and if we attempted to bring one down,
the people of the United States would retaliate. They
were flies on the wheel, and were like all other flies.
You have a small sore on the end of your little finger, let
a fly light on your hand, and ho will find out the sore
spot, and others will follow, not for the put-pose of assist-
ing to cure it, but to make it a larger sEore-exactly
hke the flies on the other side. If they find a sore spot on
the National Policy, they pounce on it, not for the purpose
of assisting to heal it, but to make it worse. The people of
this country, however, have found out the tactics of bon.
gentlemen opposite, and every time they come before them,
say: We will elect yon to take your seat in the Opposition;
you are natural born Oppositionists, and not meant natur-
ally to take the reins of Government. And the people will
carry that plan out at least for the next fifty-tive years.
i wish now to make a few remarks with reference
to tobacco. Acoording to the Census Roturns, 393,870 ibs.
were grown in Ontario in 1871, and 160a,280 ibi. in 1881 -a
docrease of over 100 per cent. In the Province of Quebec,
1,195,345 lbs. were grown in 1871, and 2,356,581 bs. in
1881, an increase of 100 per cent. If in Ontario the growth
of tobacco decreased on an average of 10 per cent. a ycar,
while in Quebec in the same period it increased 10 per
cent., there must be some reason for it. In Ontario, cepe.
cially in the south-western portion where we grow grapes
and peaches equal to any grown in the Southern ttates,
and corn as much to the acre and botter, there must have
been something wrong, or the growth of tobacco wgald
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not have decreased in Ontario and increased in Quebee
IHow do we account for it? We find there was a duty pu
on tobacco of 4 ets. per 1lb. In Ontario the Inland R,ýv
enue oficer followed the scol to the field whore it wa
sown, and thon followed the plant from the fleld to the bonde
warehouse, where the purchaser could only look at it througl
the cracks from outside. There was too much red-tapeismn
about it, so the farmers made up their minds it was no
worth the trouble to raise it. That was the cause of th
decrease in growth in Ontario. But it will be asked hom
came the growth to be increased 100 per cent. in Quebec
where the law was the same. There, however, the law
was not carried ont, and I do not biame the farmers foi
evading it, nor the officers for not seeing that it was carriez
out, because otherwise they woull have had to stop thE
growth in Quebec as they did in Ontario. We find that, ir
Quebec, 2,000,000 lbs. were grown in 1831, and that the duty
collected amounted only to $15,128, or a little over th
duty on 300,000 lbs., so that about 2,000,000 lbs. in 1882
and the same amount in 1881, paid no duty at all. I would
then draw the attention of the Minister to this point : tha
when this new law is brought down, it should be simplifioJ
so that the pbople of Ontario and Quebec will bo ableo
grow tobacco, and I am satisfied the country thon will be in
a botter shape in fivo years from now. I think I could pro-
pose a change which would be botter than that proposed by
the hon. Finance Minister. In 1879, there was a duty in
the United States of 24 cts. per lb., which was reduced to 16
ets. Our Government roduced the Excise duty to 20 ets on
American leaf and 8 cts. on Canadian leaf manufacturod,
making a difference of 12 ets. b3tween the two. In 1883, an
Act was passed imposing a duty of 8 ets. per lb. for two
years on Canadian leaf manufactured, and after that 10
ets., so that there would be a difference of 1H cts.
for the first two years and 10 ets. aftor that. It was also
made law that Canada leaf tobacco could not be manufac-
tured in a factory where American leaf was manuf4ctured,
in order that factories might bo established for the manu-
facture of Canadian leaf only. Under that Law only one
factory was established in the Dominion. It would have
been botter if the duty had been 12 ets. per lb on American
loaf tobaicca, with Canada leaf allowed to go froc, at least
for one year fron next July, in order that the difference of
12 cts. might be kept up until tho time those gentlemen
supposed it would bo equivalent to 12 ets. per lb. Protection,
and after that charge the Excise at 1l ets. I believe it
would be botter if a duty of 10 ets. per lb. wore charged on
American leaf tobacco brought into this country, and 2 ets.
on all manufactured tobacco, and allow Canada leaf to be
manufactured in the sare factories with Anerican leaf.
InsteaI, thon, of having only one factory to take Canadian
Icaf, all the factories would use it. Bat I am perfectly wil-
ling a trial should be given to the law as it stands. I bo.
lieve we can grow as good tobacco in Western Ontario -espe-
cially in the county of Essex, whore we have such a good
climate, and where the frosts loaves the ground at loast two
weeks earlier in the spring and returns two weeks later
than in any other part-as that grown in the Southorn States.
In the course of two or three years, protected as we are
now, I believe we shall be ablo to show as good tobacco
grown in Essex, as that grown in the Southern States.
I believe that the desire of the Government is to do .what
they think best for the people of our own country with re-
forence to the growing of it, and I hope that the regulations
will be simplified so that the farmer can grow it without no
much restriction. I have now, on the strength of this
change, got seed which is particularly adapted to this
climate, and enough of it to plant 300 acres in the part of the
country which I represent ; and J hope that in less that five
years from now, before my time will have expired in this
eows., I eau bring tobacco here and show to the hon. mem-
bers here in iis House something that cannot be excelled

- even in the United States. I have nothing more to say on this
t question. I hope everything will come out as we expect;
- and I wonld just say that, so long as the hon. gentlemen at
s present sitting on the Treasury benches carry on the affairs
d of the country in the future as they have done in the past,
h 1 boliove the youngest child on the earth will never live toa be old enough to see them out of power.
t Mr. McMILLAN (South Huron). I cannot allow this
e opportunity to pass without making a fow remarks on this
w question, and what [shall say willa partly from a farmer's
, stand-point. I am c >nvinced that the farmers of Canada
v have suffered more than any other class from this National
r Policy, and that they have paid the greatest amount of
d taxes without receiving any corresponding benefit. I can-
e not allow the remarks of the hon. gentleman who has just
n taken his seat to pass entirely without remark. We are told
y that a great many hon. members of the Opposition are
e prophets in their own way; the hon. gentleman ventured
, to indulge in prophecy, and the last thing he said wasi that the National Policy was such a great blessing to
t Canada that the present Government would re-nain inoffice

for fifty years to come. Well, Sir, we read in that good
book which we all revere, that in these latter times many
false prophets will arise. The hon. gentleman also roferred
to the respective prices of wheat in Chicago and Toronto.
I have also a few remarks to make on that point, as I have
prepared a table of prices in those two cities. The quota-
tions which tho hon. gentleman made did not include the
wholo period of 'the Government of the hon. Alexander
Mackenzie, neither :oes it take in the whole period of the
present Governnent. J shall now procoed to road the
prices, in Toronto, of soveral articles grown in the Province
of Ontario, taken from the Toronto Mail on the 20th Octo-
bor, for the years 1874, 1875, 1876, 1877 and 1878. I find
that the average prico 'of wheat during those years was
$1 .08 per bushel, that is during the rale of the Reform
Governrnent. I find that oats was 38 ets. per bushel, on
an average during thoso five years; barley was 88 ets.
per bushel ; a ton of hay, 817.75 ; straw, per ton, $13.;0 ;
wool, per lb., 27 cents; hogs dressod, per 100 Ibs , $J.75; eggs
per dozen, 20J cents, making on the whole for theso several
articles in the market of Toronto during the rule of the lion.
Alexander Mackenzie, $10.87. Now, lot us sce what was
paid during thoe our years of the ruleof the present Govern-
ment, in the same market in Toronto, and on the smo days
of the same month. We find that in the years 1879, 1830, 1881
and 1882, the average price of a bushelof wheat was $1.27 ;
a bushel of oats, 38ï ets. ; a bushel of barley, 77 ets. ; a
ton of hay, $13; a ton of straw, 89; wool per lb., 2.'
cts.; dressed hogs, per 100 lbs., 67.44 ; eggs, per dozen, 21
cts., making a total of $32.20, or the sum of $8.57 less
received by the farmons of Canada in the Toronto -markets
during the last four years of the present Government, than
they received during the five years of the hon. Alexander
Mackenzie's Administration. Yet they tell us that the
farmers have been benefited by the National Policy. Then
lot us take it during the summer months in the same
manner, and you will find that on the 20th June, in each of
these years, 1874,,1875, 1876, 1877 and 1878, a bushel
of wheat in Toronto cost $1.21; a bushel of oats, 45 ets. ;
a bushel of barley, 62J cts ; a ton of hay, $ 17.30 ; a ton
of straw, 811.40 ; a pound of wool, 32J ets., making in all
$30.31 for those articles that the farmer received during the
rule of the bon. Alexander Mackenzie. Then we find that in
1879, 1880, 1881 and, 1882 also on the 20th June, the price
of wheat was $1.15; oats, 42½ ets.; barley, 62î ets.; a ton
of hay, $12.66 ; a ton of staw, $7.44; a pound of wool, 23Î
cts. giving in ail $22.55, during the four years that hon.
gentlemen opposite have hld the reins of power, or a
differ-ence in favor of the Government of the hon.
Alexander Mackenzie, upon these six articles, of $8.6.
Yet the hon. gentleman tells us that the farmer has
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been benefited by the National Policy. Now, lot me attempt
to make another comparison. Lot me take the year 1877,
and see what wheat was worth in Chicago and in Toronto
on the 24th September. We find that in Chicago on that
day wheat was worth $1.13 per bushel, while in Toronto on
thQ same day, it was $1.23, or 10 ets. more in Toronto than
in Chicago. Then we will take the price of wheat on the 17th
March, 1883-and that is coming down almost as close to
the present as I could get the record-we find that, in Chi-
cago it was worth $1.06, while in Toronto it was $1.05,
making a difference again of Il ets. per bushel in favor of
the Mackenzie Government as compared with the present
Government. We also find that oats in Chicago, on the 24th
September, 1877, were worth 24 ets. a bushel; in Toronto,
on the same day, the price was 35 ets., a difference of 11 cts.
in favor of Toronto. We find that, in March, 1877, oats were
worth 43 ets. in Chicago, and in Toronto 46 ets., making a
rise in oats of 8 ets. per bushel as between Chicago and
Toronto during the time that hon. gentlemen opposite have
held the reins of power. That is the way the farmers of this
country have been benefited by the National Policy. I, as
a farmer, ask if itis not the National Policy that has brought
about thisdifference in prices between Chicagoand Toronto.
What is it ? I hold that it is the policy of hon. gentlemen
opposite that has made the difference; and I will again
attempt to prove it by arguments from another source.
We were told that, if it was not for the National Policy,
the Canadian farmer would be selling, his wheat to the
American buyer for a less price than ho can get for it in the
English market to-day. Lot us examine, for a moment, what
are the facts. I will take the year 1877. We fnd there
was exported from the Dominion of Canada 1,697,968
bushels·of oats at 36 ets., we imported 3,996,156 bush-
els at 41J ets., and that was a gain on oats brought
into the Dominion from the United States of $93,388.
There was of corn imported 8,260,039 bushels at 51 cts.
per bushel ; there was exported 4,833,174 bushels at 63
ets. per bushel, leaving a gain of $465,565. There was of
barley imported 3,684,260 bushels, at 50J ets.; there was
exported 6,587,180 bushels, realizing a gain of 878,290.
There was imported of barrels of' four 549,063 barrels, at
$5.39; there were exported 276,439 barrels, at $5.51j, leav.
ing a gain of $34,554. When all the different articles are
considered it will be found that there was a gain of over
81,000,000 to the trade of Canada. But what do we find was
the case in 1881 and 1882 ? We find that over 2,000,000
bushels of wheat were imported into Canada, for which 61.14
was paid, and for which we received only 61.11 per bushel,
when exported, thereby showing that our business had been
destroyed by the National Policy. I desire to refer briefly
to some remarks made by the hon. member who preceded me.
Re went on to show that in Ontario we had entered into the
manufacture of tobacco, and pointed out that the condition
of the business in Ontario was not satisfactory, because the
Excise officers strictly carried out the law, while the busi-
ness was prosperous in the Province of Quebec, because the
officers there did not carry out the law and collect the duty,
and the hon. gentleman did not blame them for it. These
are the tactics of hon. gentlemen opposite ; when it serves
their purpose to invoke the law they do it, but when it does
not do so, they think it proper to set the law at defiance.
Tho hon. Finance Minister, in bis speech the other day,
admitted that wherever the duties were excessive it was1
incumbent upon the Government te watch very carefully the1
different countries, thereby conceding that we wore not able
to have an independent policybut were obligod to be guidedi
by the policy of the United States. In this connection I
desire to read a statement made by Secretary Blaine at ai
Conference in 1881, in regard to cotton goods. Ie said:

In oeyear 24,000,000yardeo cotton were exported from the United
States into Canada, and that 19,000,000 yards waa umuggled, and that
on only 5,000 000 yards duty was paid."

Mr. MOMILLAN (AUron).

Such is the effect of the National Policy; and while the con-
suming community has to pay an increased price the duty
collectable does not go into the Treasury, or into the hands
of the manufacturers, but into the pockets of a band of mon
who set the laws at defiance. I wish to say a few words
with regard to what the farmers of the country were led
to expect from the National Policy; and before doing so I
will rofer to what has been said by those in power, espe-
cially by the hon. leader of the present Government while
leader of the Opposition before the Election of 1878. At
Parkhill ho said:

" If the Conservative party carried out the policy laid down in this
resolution the present state of depression would disappear. Instead of
having to send to a foreign country for so many of our goods, we would
have our clothing made out of wool of our own production, and our
shoes out of our own leather. • • • Returning to the trade question
he expressed the opinion if the Conservatives gained a majority there
would be.a return of confidence at once, and even before a new Tariff
could be introduced, the manufacturers would have such hopes for the
future that they would be employingr more men, circulating money and.
increasing their business, all of which would reflect beneficially on the
farming community."

It was proved, the other day, by the hon. member for Brant,
that within a few days of one year af ter theElections of 18 8
had been in force the price of almostall kinds of farm produce
had fallen in Canada, and the predictions of the hon. First
Minister had therefore not been realized. 1 was very much
surprised yesterday at bearing an hon. gentleman opposite,
who occupies a leading position in the party, declaring that
within a month after the policy had been adopted, times
improved. The hon. gentleman drew a very good compari-
son from his stani-point, and I will draw a comparison from
my stand-point. If you call in a doctor to attend a member
of your family, said the hon. gentleman, you would not ex-
Soect the sick man to be relieved of his trouble at once.

ut if a medical man tells a member of your family, who is
sick, that ho knows the disease from which ho is suffering.
and that he has a medicine which acte as a specific, and that
even before tho sick person partakes of it, but simply smells
it, he will improve-if, after not only smelling that mcdicine,
but taking it for a long period, the disease is not removed
but is increased, thon, I say, you would declare the
doctor to be a quack. I heard the same bon. gentleman
congratulate the hon. Finance Minister on his being able to
go to a foreign country and obtain a loan. That hon. and
learned gentleman passed high eulogiums on the hon. Finance
Minister ; and yet, Sir, 1 was astonished when I found
himu passing such high eulogiums on the hon. Finance
Minister for~the manner in which ho handled the finances
of this country. Then, Sir, what do we find ? flow is this
large amount of money paid ? Why, we find that, in 1881-82,
more money was taken out of the pockets of the people of
the Dominion of Canada in taxation, to the extent of
$9,707,108.26, than 1877.78. That, Sir, is an easy way of
raising the revenue of the country-imposing a Tarif' which
places in the hands of the hon. Finance Minister $6,300,000
of a surplus, What do we find again, Sir ? That one impor-
tant factor in preventing him going to a foreign market for
money was the very large amount of money which had
been placed in the savings banks of Canada by the free
will of the people, who deposited this money in the
hands of the Government. The very large amount of
813,271,648 w as placed in the savings banks from 1877-
78 down to 1881-82; and what is the difference, if the
hon. Finance Minister does not go into a foreign market
toeffect a loan, so long as this country is indebted to its
own people. 'fhis only shows, Sir, that the Govern-
ment is taking credit to themselves for funds which really
belonged to our own people, and which they may be called
apon within a week at any time to refund to the pcople.
Then, Sir, I was just as much surprised to hear that gentle.
man go on and criticise the actions of the Government of
the hon. Alexander Mackenzie during the five years they
held the reins of power. He said he was willing to give

464



COMMONS DEBATES.
them credit for a reduction in the expenditure, provide
that they had nursed our iafant industries and properlý
fosterod those interests; but, Sir, the hon. gentleman admitte
that with the present increase in importation of goods th
Tariff of 7 per cent. would have very largely increase
ihe revenue, and ha did not venture to assert that 17½ pe
cent. would not have been suffieient for all th
requirements of the coantry in 1881-82. He forgot
however, in that connection, to tel us that after the harves
of 1876,when the farmers throughout the longth and breadtl
of Canala lad threshed their grain,and had begun to see wha
was te be the result, we would have had an actual famine
if wa had not had the United States market to go across to
and purchase breadstuffs to the amount of 3,430,426
lHo forgot to tell us that this was one of the great causes
of that depression which swept over the countri. He cer
tainly did not mean, by fostering our industries, that th
Gavernment was to take money out of the publie chest and
put it in the pockets of the farmers of the Dominion of
Canada, to enable them to go ahead, and our merchants to
purchase goods in order that the revenue might be incrased
At this point, 1[will just take theopportunity of saying thai
this National Policyis one of the strangest policies thal
was ever inaugurated in any country. We also find thal
hon. gentlemen opposite considered a lowering of the Tarifi
to be a great blessing te the people. Do you all remember
when the mouthpiece of the party opposite, the Mail, came
out and boasted we were getting cheap breakfast tea and
coffee, and said that it was a national blessing; and yet wc
are told, on the other hand, that it was a national blessing to
the Dominion of Canada that the National Policy was intro-
duced. But I would ask every farmer in this Chamber,
and inl the Dominion of Canada, whether it is really
a great blessing to the country ? What are the bless-
ings which we reeceive from it ? Under the Govern-
ment of the hon. Alexander Mackenzie, farming imple-
ments came into the country free; and the prsent Gov-
ernment has imposed a duty o 35 per cent. o ithis
class o' goods ln one instance, the hon. Finance Minister,
when laying his scheme before the House, stated that
agents who were accustomed to sell Canadian goods, had
lefttheir ernployment because the Americans were offering
the saie description of goods at the same prices, showing
conclusively that it was the consumer who paid the
duty in this case. I ask, what benefit has been conferred
on the farmer, to repay him for the large amount of duty
which he has to pay on his agricultural implements?
I hold, Sir, as agriculture lies at the foundation
of the prosperity of this nation, as well as of
every other nation, that this is one of the industries
which ought particularly to be protected, and to be
placed on an equa lfooting-and that is all we ask-with
every other industry in the country. I hold that as the
hon. Finance Minister has a very large amount of money
on hand-86,300,000-and as ha las introduced the system
of bounties, giving a bounty to the manufacturer of iron of
$1.50 a ton for the first three years, and $1 a ton after the
expiration of that period, it is certainly his duty, in justice
to the farmers of the Dominion of Canada, seeing that
their promises have not been fulfilled to us, to give a bounty
of 10 ets. on every bushel of wheat brought into the market,
and 10 per cent. on every article that our farmers sell. But
there is one element wanting, and that is that the farmers are
not sufficiently importunate. I find that all the changes
in the Tariff are brought about by individuals who feel
themselves interested, and who sond delegations to Ottawa
to wait on the hon. Finance Minister in the rooms and
obbies of the IIouse, and get the changes they want effected.
i hope, Sir, that the farmers of the Dominion of Canada will
sce their way clear next year to do this also. I hold that
after the last harvest, when wheat came down from
$1.25 to 83 ets. a bushel, the farme's of Canada found that
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d this Tariff or no other Tariff which could be imposed
y would keep up the price of goo ls; and I say that more than
cd one good Conservative stated that they had been deceived
e by tho present Governmont, as to the effects of the National
cd Policy upon the farmers, an I that the statementi made
r by the leaders of the Reform party, and its rank and file,
e during the campaigns of 1878 and 1882, had been verified.
, But why should wheat go down in Canada? Because ail the
t wheat growing countries of the world h ad wheat to sell, and
h whenever this takes place, wheat will be cheap in Canada.
t We have shown that our farmers have not received as much
a for their hay, straw, pork, eggs and other commodities under
o the rule of the present Government as under the rule of the
. hon. Alexander Mackenzie. Now, lot us enquire whether
s or not other linos of gools are unduly taxol for the farmer
- by the policy of the present Government than the goods
e consumed by the more wealthy classes. We will take the
i article of cloth, such as coarse tweeds and blanket, course
f woollens, which puy a duty of 41> per cent. I was

astonished at the hon. gentleman opposite, when ho stated
. that this class of goods was not increased in price by the
t present Tariff. I have a near relation who is in business,
t and who goes to the Old Country to purchase these goods;
t and I have a lotter from him, written.since I came to Ottawa,
F in reply to my enquiries. He tolls me that the duty ho

pays upon course fabries is 45 to 46 per cent., while the
finest broadcloths imported pay only 23 per cent., and I
hold that it is the duty of the Government, in imposing a
Tariff-if it be a high Tariff-to impose the duties at least

) in the same proportion on the diffarent classes of goods,
according to the abilities of purchasers to puy. Will hetell
me that laborers and farmers are more able to pay 46 por
cent. than the wealthy man, who wears broadcloth, is able
to pay the same duty ? In this connection I will just say
that the lion. Finance Minister informed us that, on this
description of goods, the increase in the revenue was
some $1,890,000, and that this class of goods might
fairly be cpnsidered luxuries, not necessaries of life.
I just thought to myself, Sir, that if hon. gentlemen had
been going to increase the Tariff in any direction, they
should certainly have put it on the class of goods which
the wealthy classes eut and wear, and thut they would not
impose them upon the goods consumed by the working
man and the farmer, who has, by the sweat of his brow, to
extract his living from mother carth. But I find that ho has
to pay 46 per cent. as compared with the wealthy gentlemen
who wear broadcloth and who pay only 23 per cent. Then,
Sir, we have flannels, plain and checked, which puy 30 per
cent. That is a class of goods largely worn both by work
ingmen and farmers, and what do we find ? We find that
the workingmen and the farmers have to pay exactly the
same as my lady who buys a silk dress; and I would ask if
that is a Tariff which does justice to ail classes of the com.
munity ? Hon. gentlemen may ask why find fault becauso
the working man and the faurmer pay the sume rate of
duties on his flannels that the lady does for her silks.
But the reason I find fault iq, that as there is no real
wealth but what is taken out of the field, the
forest, the mine, and the sea, I hold that the mon who
really croate this wcalth should not be discriminated
against in any Tariff, but if there is to be discrimination at
ail it should be in favor of the clase who perform the
manual labor of the country. One hon. gentleman
opposite asked what benefitwogtd the farmers derive if a
duty were imposed on wool of the class which comes into
the country. I answer that of thoe class of wool which the
farmers produceohere there are 1,053,305 lbs. exported from
Canada-a fact which is certainly of interest to the farmers,
who produce the wool. i would ask if the Governmont is fai-
filling the promise which was made by the hon. First Minister
in his famous speech in Parkhill on the .3rd of June, 1878,
when ho said that if hon. gentlemen opposite came in power,
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not only would all the industries be in a thriving condi-
tion, but all our own wool would be manufactured in our
own country. We, as the farmers of the Dominion, hold
that that promise bas not been fulfilled; and I ask in what
position does that place the hon. gentleman who made that
statement? Taking him on his owù lino of argument, I find
in Ransard of 1879, vol. i. page 23, that the hon. member
who now leads the Government made the following state-
ment :-

" Nobody more agrees with the hon. member for Lambton than my-
self in the statement he made on a celebrated occasion, that the man
who makes a promise and propounds a policy, and faits to act upon it
when in the Government, is little better than a demagogue. I will
accept the name if we do fot sarry oit, while in office, the pledges and
promises we held out to the country in Opposition."

I hold that those promises and pledges have not been carried
out to the agriculturists of the country; and although we have
heard many assertions, we have not heard a plain statement
by hon. gentlemen opposite showing where farmers have
derived any benefit from this policy. I hold that the Tariff
bears more heavily upon the agricultural community than
upon any other class, and that they, as a class, have more
reason to feel aggrieved than any other. Hon. gentlemen
opposite say that this policy bas raised the price of labor.
We will grant for the sake of argument that it does,
though I do not admit it; but if it has raised the price of
labor it has also raised the price of agricultural implements,
which are used by the farmer, and it bas raised the price of
all we consume apart from what we produce on our farms.
It has also raised the price of labor, and cheap labor is one
of the elements of a farmer's success. I contend that the hon.
the First Minister announced his own doom when he used
the epithet I have quoted ; and all that that epithet implies
inay be applied' to him on the present occasion.
The only wealth which can be raised is that which cones
from the forest, the mine, the fisheries, and the field; and a
Government which would impose a duty on the first ne-
cessities of the farmer, who extracts his wealth from the soil,
is a Government which does not attend to the first interests
of the country. We were told by the hon. Finance
Minister that 8550,000 was to be set apart during the pre-
sent year for the purpose of immigration and colonization ;
and while we are paying out this money with the one
hand, we are, with the other, increasing the duty 10 per cent.
on agricultural implements which go into that North-
West, and which will be so largely required by the far-
mers and settlers. The hon. gentleman, while ho is paying
a large bonus to get settlers into that country, is putting
on such a high rate of taxation that ho is driving them out,
and in many cases driving them into another country where
they eau get cheap land and cheap goods. Let me tell him
that his policy is already bearing fruit in the Province of1
Ontario. During the last Recess of Parliament, I went
home to my county, and while I was there I met the
assessor of my own township, who has assessed it for the
last six years. We went all over the old assesment rolls
for the last five years, and we found that no less than 220
individuals had left that township with a view of settling in
the North.West. Why do not hon. gentlemen opposite lift up
their voices and tell the Government that if they wish to
Eettle that country, which is said teobe the finest country
that ever the sun shone on, we must foster, net only the
industries of that country, but the settlers of that country.
It is said that 70,000 yards of duck were brought into the
Lower Provinces, at a 5 per cent. duty, to make sails for1
vessels, but it found its way up to the North-West to makeJ
tents, and the settlers there, instead of getting it for 5j
per cent., had te pay 20 per cent. duty upon it. Thej
whole policy of the Government tends te take the money outE
of the hands of the people and te drive people out of the(
country; and I tell them that the time is close at handi
when the farmers of this country will rise in their mighti

Mr. MOMILLAN (Huron).

and demand justice. They know very well that the prom-
ises made to them with regard to the price of grain have
not been realized, and that we had higher prices for our
grain before the policy of the Goverument was introduced
than we have had since. What caused our prosperity ? It
was not the Government, but a benign Providence that
caused the sun to shine, the genial shower to descend, and
the carth to bear her fruits in abundance in this Dominion
of Canada. It was also Providence that, in His wisdom
withheld that sunshine on the other side of the Atlantic, and
instead of genial showers, gave the British farmers torrents
of rain, causing a failure in their crops, to the advantage of
the people of Canada, although we cannot help sympathizing
with the people of that country in the hardships they have
suffered under the unfavorable circumstances in which they
have been placed. 1 did not intend saying anything on the
National Policy, but I could not let this opportunity pass
of showing its real effects on the farming community. I
will now close by repeating a conversation that took place
between a merchant and a farmer. The farmer called on
the merchant and asked to be shown some Canadian tweeds.
The merchant showed them to him. The farmer then asked
to be shown some Scotch tweed, which the merchant went
to buy in Scotland every year. Ie was shown them, and
asked : "Do you sell many of these tweeds ?" "Yes."
"l How does that come ?" asked the farmer. "Sir John and
the other members of the Goverument tell us that the
duty is not paid by the people of Canada. Now, you go to
the Old Country, and, besides incurring an amount of ex-
penses, you have to pay a duty of 34 or 35 per cent. on the
goods you import." "Yes," said the merchant, "that is
true." "Well, who pays that duty ?" esked the farmer.
The merchant replied: " You, sir, and everybody who
buys my goods." Here are American goods and Canadian
goods, and the farmer - who, after all, is not a bad
judge of goods-takes that -class which is the cheapest and
most suitable for him. "Well," said the farmer, "I can-
not understand that. We have been told that the goods are
no dearer because of the duty." "Do you know," said the
merchant, "that there is a man in theUnited States named
Barnum, who said that the American people were willing
to be humbugged and to pay for it? He showed them a
woolly horse, and the people of the United States were hum-
bugged by that woolly horse, and they liked it. Well, the
woolly horse in Canada is the National Policy, and no
people have been more humbugged by any fraud than the
people of Canada have been humbugged by that National
Policy."

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Mr. Speaker: I intend to
occupy the time of the flouse but a very short time, and I
shall not make any reference to that particular branch of
subject which bas just been under discussion. The influence
of the present Tariff upon many of our articles of commerce
has been very f ully disoussed. The policy of the Govern-
ment has been considered from various stand-points. This
afternoon it was considered from the Ontario stand-point.
In my present remarks I propose to view it from the New
Brunswick stand-point. In that connection I regard it as
of the first importance to bear in mind the relations of the
Maritime Provinces to the other Provinces of the Dominion,
and certain prominent facts regarding some of the princi-
pal interests of the Maritime Provinces. It is well known
that, in the past, one of the most important industries of
those Provinces huas been the shipbuilding industry. The
hon. momber for West Middlesex called our attention to the
fact that the number and tonnage of the vessels registered
in this Dominion had decreased since the year 1879, and
also to the fact that previous to that year there had been
some slight increase ; and I assumed that he intended to
convey the impression to the House that the deciease
was due to the operation of the National Poliey. I
urdertand that the hon. member for King's, in his

466



COMMONS DEBATES
speech last night, although I was not present to
hear it, explained the circumstances under which this
decrease took place-that the decrease in the number and
tonnage of the vessels owned in the Diminion was due to
the decrease of shipbuilding in the Dominion, and that the
decrease of shipbuilding took place principally between the
years 1874 and 1879, and that the decrease as since con-
tinued, but in a much less rapid ratio. A referonce to the
reportof the Minister of Marine and Fisheries will show that,
in 1874, the vessels built in the Provinces of Nova Scotia
and New Brunswick numbered 274, with a tonnage of
126,507 tons ; that, in 1875, the vessels built numbered 242,
with a tonnage of 100,589 tons ; and so on down to 1879,
when there were 169 vessels built, with a tonnage of 58,275
tons, and to 1882, when there were 183 vessels built, with a
tonnage of 43,531 tons; a decrease in those eight years of
upwards of 65 per cent. Now, in connection with this
subject, I wish to draw attention, not merely to the fact
that a decrease bas taken place, but to the fact that we may
expert that decrease to be of a permanent character. It is
evident to any one at all familiar with the shipbuilding
interest, that the swift steamers of the present time are fast
superseding the slow sailing ships of former years. The
great improvements which have been made in recent years
in steam navigation, the great saving of time, effected the
greater security of goods in transit, and the enormous redue-
tion in freights, place steamers to-day almost beyond the
roach of sailing vessels as competitors for the traffic of the
ocean. It is true that there are certain services, such as the
coasting trade and long ocean voyages, in which sailing
vessels bave still some advantages. It is true also that there
are some classes of freight which are at present, and must
be for some time to come, largely carried by sailing vessels.
There are, morcover, certain ports from which, for special
reasons, steamers are largely or entirely excluded. But
any one who has given the subject even a superficial study
must be convinced that the time is coming, and is not far
distant, when ocean stcamships will as fully monopolize
the freight traffie between all principal sea-ports as they now
monopolize the passenger traffic of the western ocean.
Thon, in reference to another gre.t interest, the lumbering
interests of the Maritime Provinces. Vhat do we find ? On
referring to the Trade and Navigati rn Returns, that,
although there bas been some increase in tho exportof lum-
ber for the lastyear, yet for several years preceding there
was ne marked or material change. It is well known thisi
industry is at piesent one of the most important of the
Maritime Provinces, and that it will continue to hold
that position for some years to come; but I wish to
draw the attention of the iouse to this point in connec-i
tion with this subject. Tho timber lands in the Provinces1
of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia are now nearly all takeni
up, and that the manufacturers of lumber in those Provinces
fini the area of their operations circumscribed. That this
industry affords no more room for expansion, and that its1
power to attract capital and labor must, in the future, grad-J
ually diminish. With these facts before us, realizing, as
we must, that the great shipbuilding industry of the past is
rapidly doclining; that the lumbering industry has reached
or nearly reacbed the full measure of its development, and
that those have been the industries upon which our people
have principally depended in the past, this question pre-
sents itself for eur consideration: how are we to supply the
want which the dcline of those industries must create ?
Where are we to turn in the future to look for investment
for aceumulating capital, and for employment for our
increasing population ? Yon may point to our agricultural
resources; to the wealth of eour mines and minerals, to our
extensive and valuable fisheries ; but will any hon. gen-
tleman presume to assert that these industries, rich though
they be, afford sufficient rcom for future growth and
development to enable us to koep pace with the rest of the

Dominion ? It is evident such cannot be the case. It is
evident that if we are obliged to confine our energies to
these alone, we may well look forward to the future with
auxiety, and distrust and fear for those coming days of de-
pression that now disturb the dreams and haunt the lives
of hon. gentlemen opposite. But when we can look forward
to the establishment and growth of manufacturing indus-
tries the scene changes and the prospect brightens, and it is
here we find the true relation that should exist between the
people of the Eastern Provinces and those of the great agri-
cultural districts of the West. We are now in a position
which indicates we should become a manufacturing people.
Situated upon the sea shore, we are enabled to procure raw
material from foreign countries on the most favorable terme.
We have in our great coal fields an unlimited supply of
cheap fuel ; we have a healthy climate and an industrious
population, ready and willing to work if they can receive
fair remuneration for their labor ; and we have in the West
a great growing market for manufactured goods. IL is
when wu are placed in a position in which we eau avail our-
selves of these advantages and make the most of the
resoureces under our control, that we feel our growth will be
commensurate with the growth of the rest of the Dominion.
How will the establishment of factories affect the other
great interests of the country to which I have referred. It
is clear they -must give rise to manufacturing towns and
villages, and these must aid in the development of our
coal mines by increasing the consumption of coal.
It is clear that the people who labor in those factories and
work those mines must create au increased demand for pro-
ducts of the garden, the dairy, and the field, and to some
extent at leaist, to enhance the value of the agricultural
districts of those Provinces. But, Sir, there is something
more than this. The development of ail these interestS to-
gether must croate and fostor the growth of a great inter-
provincial trade, and exert an important influence in attract-
ing to our shoros the commeree of other countries and in
making our magnificent harbors scenes of business life and
activity, and building upon our sea-board commercial cities
to become the homes of the merchant princes of this Domin-
ion. I am aware that many bon. gentlemen in this Liouse take
exception to the manner in whiclh we speak of' the present
prosperity and the future prospects of this country. I am
aware they consider our language so-net irmes extravagant
and our views somewhat visionary. As the ion. leader of
the Opposition very aptly exprossed it near the opening of
the Session, our pictures are too bright, our skies are too
clear, somothing is needed to shade them from the force of
the solar rays. Now, Sir, 1 can quite understand that feel-
ing. It has become fashionable of late years, to prodiot ap-
proaching storms, and ion. gentlemen, I have no doubt,
influenced by this prevailing fashion, have in the past been
predicting stormy weather, and if I mistake not the time
bau about arrived when this storm was to be expected, yet it
has not come. Now, I can quite understand a person hav-
ing predicted a magnificent storm, and going out on the day it
was anticipated and finding the sky clear and the sun shining
bright and warm, that he would complain of the haut a little
more than he would under other circumstances. For my-
self, I not only rejoice in the present prosperity of this
Dominion, but I have faith in its future growth and great-
ness. I do not claim to be gifted with the spirit of pro-
phecy, but if I have learne: anything from the experience
of the past, it je this lesson: that while the great political
parties occupy the relative position they do at the prosent
time, the heavenly bodies are in wrong position for any
very disastrous or protracted storms. It je because the
present Government have recognized the true relationship
which existe between the different parts of this Dominion;
it is because they have sought to strengthen that relation-
ship ; it is because they have adopted a policy which meets
the demande of this country at the prosent time, and adapte
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itself to our changed and changing circumstances, that they
may fairly claim the support of the people of the Maritime
Provinces, as well as that of the rest of this Dominion; it
is for these reasons that they are receiving that support to-
day as they have never done before. There is one other
point to which I wish to refer before I resume my seat, and
that is a theory which has been advanced during the course
of this debate. I assume that we may take the views ex-
pressed by the hon. member for South Brant, as expressing
the general views and policy of the party to which he be-
longs. That gentleman acknowledged, and ho was proud
te be able to acknowledge, that this country was at the
present time enjoying exceptional prosperity, but ho took
exception to the claim set up by the hon. Minister of Fin-
ance that this prosperity was in a measure due to the
operation of the policy of the present Admin-
istration, and ho ventured the assertion that the
good harvests which had prevailed, the high prices
in other countries, and the increased quantity and
value of our experts, were the only causes of this
exceptional prosperity. In support of that view ho directed
our attention to the fact that in 1880 we exported fon this
country some $10,000,000, I think, more than the exports of
1879, that that amounthad come back in gold into the coun-
try and had been circulated among the people, and that
was the measure of our prospority f)r thnt year, that a
similar inercase bal taken place in 18 31 and again in 1882;
so that in these three years our imports had increased by
some $60,000,000 over the average of exports the preceding
years, and that that was the source and measur e of oui
present prosperity. It is to that view tbat I wish to take
except on, for I cannot endorse a doctrine which gives no
credit whaever to tho hon. Mintister cf Finance f.r the
good times that we are enjoying. I feel that doctrine takes
the national wolfare and the national success too much out
of the control of the Government and peop'e of the country,
and makes it too largely dependent upon the operations of
Nature and the smiles and frowns of Providence. Now, Sir,
we all a imit that good harvests and high prices contribute
largely to the prosperity of any people; we all al o recog-
nize the great truth that there is a power above and ruling
over all, that years of pirosperity and years of depression
will cone, due to causes beyond the control of any human
power. But yet it is still true that nations ns well as indi-
viduals have the power, subject to the higher power and in
obedience to its laws, to mould for themselves their destiny.
The husbandman, it is true, cannot bring the sunshine and
the rain, but he can use them and make barren fields
yield him a livelihood. Governments cannot bring good
harvests nor control at will the market prices of the pro-
ducts of the people, but they can by legislation contribute
largely to their prosperity. 'l hey can open new channels for
trade and comm3rce, or direct the course in which they
are to run. They can clothe capital and labor with
power te croate new industries and develop the material
resources of the country. They can infuse increased vitality
and vigor into the national life, and increase the wealth of
the State by increasing the wealth producing power of
the people of the State. They have power to make
prosperous timos more prosperous stili, and poriods
of depression less burdensome to bonr. They have
this p ,wer, and for its right use they are, and
should be, held responsible. Now, if you will pardon
me for a few moments' I will briefly refor to some
figures which have already been presented to the House in
the course of this debate. In 1878 we imported into this
country some 75,000,000 Ibs. of refined sogar, and in the
same year 1,000,000 Ibs. of raw, and upwards of 14,000,000
Ibs. of partly refined sugar. In 18S2 the trade is changed, the
imports of refined sugar in the latter year being less than
10,000,000 Ibs., while the imports of raw and partly refined
reached some 129,000,000 lbs. Now, I wish te call atten-

3fr. WooD (Westmoreland),

tion to the fact that in 1878 we sent gold out of this country
to buy that refined sugar in markets where hostile tarifs
were imposed to exclude our imports, and that we
buy raw sugar at the present time in markets
where our products are wanted and can be sold,
and the fact we enter those markets as customers in-
creases the foreign demand for those very prodacts, upon
the export of which the hon. gentleman -himself contends,
and we all admit, our prosperity as a people greatly
depends. In addition to this, our attent ion las been directed
to the fact that we have imported in 1882 upwards of
19,000,000 Ibs. of raw cotton, an increase of 175 per
cent. over 1878; that we have imported upwards of
9,5i0,000 Ilbs. of wool, an increase of over 50 per cent.
over 1878; and without detaining the flouse with further
figures, it has already been shown that a corresponding
increase has taken place in the imports of raw hides and
many other raw materials. Those articles have been
brought into this country; they have been manufactured in
this country; their manufacture has aided in developing the
resources of this country; that manufacture has occupied a
large amount of capital, and it las given employment to hun-
dreds and thousands of working people, and furnished them
with the means of subsistence for their families. Can it bo
affirmed that Canada derives no advantage from this changed
state of her trade, that the employment of all this capital
and labor confers no benefit upon the people of this Domin-
ion ; or will it be affirmed that these can be classed among
the blessings of Providence ? The hon. gentleman, in the
course of his remarks, asked the hon. Feinance Minister
whether he had the power to make the sun shine, the harvest
ripen, and henslay. May I ask him whether these elements
of our prosperity can fairly be attributed to the intervention
of anover-ruling Providence. I have listened tothe remarks
made during this debate, but I have found these important
items omitted from the list of Providential blessings;
and yet these are eloments, and important elements,
in contributing to the prosperity that now prevailsthrough-
out this country; these are factors, and not unimportant fac-
tor, in promoting the present increased activity whieh
characterizes our trade and commerce. They have estab-
lished new relations between capital and labor, and have
enabled them to furnish ench other with steady employment
to their mutual advantage. They have added to the wealth
of this countryand increased the wealth-producing power of
the people. And this is not all. These features of Canadian
trade and industry have a prominence to-day which they
have never had before in the history of this country. We
have passed another mile stone in the march of national pro-
gress, we have entered upon a new era in our histQry as a
people, ard this is an era to which Canadians, for all future
time, can point, and not only date its advent, but trace its
origin te the introduction and operation of the fiscal policy
of the présent Administration.

Mr. SPROULE. At this late stage of the debato it
seems scarcely necossary to continue the discussion ; but we
still find some persons affirming that no substantial benefit
has been secured from the policy introduceî some four
years ago. We are told that eternal vigilance is the prico
of liberty, and if that be so it is as much our duty to day as
it was four years ago to give close attention to this fiscal
question, bocause while we find persons willing to spread
broadcast throughout the country the statement that wo
receive no benefit from that policy, we will fimd those who
are ready to accept that aQsertion on the bare statement of
the party who makes it. I am pleased to find in respect to
this debate a very gre.at change in the tone and manner in
which it is carried on now, as compared with the debate
four years ago. Hon. members of tho Opposition, on the
Tariff being introduced, took their lino of argument
against it, and pronounced denunciations against the men
who introdueed it, and indulgol in prophecy respecting
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what would be the result to the country; but, strange to the agents, although selfish enourh to make money in this
say, after a lapse of four years, those same members, at all manner and to endeavor to introJuce the American imple-
events the few who have come back again, have entirely ments,-found it up-hill work, bocause they had to Eel
changed their tactics, and those who are the foremost in the American article at a higher figure than those
denouneing the National Policy are young members who which came from Ontario, and so they reported that
have given comparatively little attention to the subject. they could not dispose of the American goods. Thon
The hon. momber for Huron made the remark that farmers finding thomselves frustrated in this direction, the Amer-
give very little attention to the subject, and ho as a farmer icans made another effort. Having beld a caucus amongst
could not be expected to know much about it. Almost every themselves, I presume, they finally decided to sell their
person will be inclined to admit the truth of that statement implements as cheaply as the Ontario goods wero
after hearing the hon. member deal with the subject as he placed on that market. Now I would liko to ask these hon.
did, especially remembering that it is one in which ho is gentlemen who-as the hon. gentleman who sat down
directly interested, and one affecting the occupation in which some time ago-calculate that it costs the farmor
heis engaged. I was much amused at an argument directed in Manitoba from $200 to $400 more than it should, to pro-
against the National Policy, to the effect that the farmors vide himself with agricultural implements, whother they
were burdened by the additional amount they were com- know anything about this ? The result was, that after the
pelled to pay for everything they used, because a short A mericans agreed to take that much off the price of the
time before the same bon. gentleman had found fault, in implements, and offering an additional amount for selling
very strong terms, with lhe hon. Finance Minister, because their goods, they wore able to sell more in Manitoba than
ho had refused to place a duty on wool. Yet, almost in the was previously the case. I do not wonder, under these cir-
same breath, the hon. gentleman had tried to prove that, cumstances, that to-day the manufacturers of this country
because there was a duty of 40 per cent. on woollen goods, are coming down bore and asking for the imposition of an
it enhanced the price of the goods which the firmer had additional duty on this lino of gooda; and I do know one
te buy. If I know anything about farmers, and I think I thing in connection with this matter, that notwithstanding
do, because I was raised a farmer, and lived all my life with what an hon. gentleman said the other night-if 10 per cent.
them, they make, themselves, the cloth they wear ; they more is put on agricultural implements, it will not mean
make their own fulled cloth, and their own flannel, and in adding 10 per cent. to the price of thoso articles. It will
every instance, as far as possible, mn1ke their own wear- mean no such thing ; because I know for a fact, that some
ing apparel from the products of their farms. I could never of these same mon offered to pledge themselves to the
understand why a duty of 40 per cent. on cloth could affect bon. First Minister in the event of a higher duty being
the farmer, when lie made bis own cloth, and was able to placed on these articles, te supply these implements
card and spin the wool which ho produced. The object of as cheaply as before. Is that evidence that an increase
the duty was to keep out foreign woollens. The hou. mem- in the duty is going to increase the price ? I think,
ber for Huron also rtferred to farming implements, and that it is quito the contrary. Now, Mr. Speaker, I said
contended that the effect of impo-ing an additional duty with roference to the tone of the debate, I was very
was to increase the price. The hou. gentleman must know much surprised to flnd the altored tacties of the Opposition
very littie about farming implements, or ho would be aware as exhibited in their speeches. Four years ago, when this
that they are cheaper to-day than they were in 1878. Tariff was introduced, what were the objections which were
During my canvass last summer I was flatly contradicted thon made to it? What wore the prophecies of these hon.
as to the btatement I make now. I went to agents for gentlemen then ? The first objection was that this Tariff
implementa, in my own riding, and obtained from them a might be imposod, but it would not raise sufficient revenue.
statement to this effect, that agricultural implements Tho bon. ex-Finance Minister, who bas not now the honor of a
were 20 per cent. eheaper than three years before. seat in tbis louse, warned the hon. Finance Minister, that
Some of these agents were Conservatives and others although we imposed these additional duties, wo could not
Reformers, and in one instance an agent voluntarily signed raise enough revenue. Now, L would like to ask how far ho
an affidavit that bis statement was substantially correct. bas been justified in that statement; in the light of our pro-
This man, I say, was selling them for several years; and in sent experience, how far bas that prophecy been fulfilled ?
face of this fact, am I to believe, that farming implements It bas been fulfilled this far : instead of raising a revenue
are dearer to-day than they were four years ago. The hon. under the old Tariff of 1878, of $12,500,000, we have
member fer Huron made a very lamentable reference to the obtained $21,581,000. I say, what is the judgment of such
poorfarmerio Manitoba, who had gone op to stock his farm; a man worth, or what is bis integrity worth, provided that
and another hon. gentleman some time previously, made a bis judgement tells him ho was wrong in making that
calculation as to how much additional it would cost him statement ? Whon the country secs, as it doos to-
to buy his farming implements and carry on operations day, that this statement made, or said to b3 made,
there. I would like to ask the bon. gentlemen, if they on the strength of that gentleman's intelligence as boing bis
have Lean there ? If not, I can tell tbem, that i have; and forecast of the future, how much must it respect that intel-
my enquiries lead me to this conclusion . I have a friend or ligence to-day; or, if bis intelligence was atfault, how much
relation engaged there, in the sale of farming implements, must it respect his integrity, sceing that this prophecy was
and I was there last fall. Seeing that ho had done a very ex. not fulfilled at all? Again,he stated that if this Tariff weî e
tensive business during the summer, I asked him what imposed, and it did raise sufficient revenue, it would kill
implemens ho was solling. IIe said: Late last season, I was out every industry in the country; be a burden to the
selling Ontario implements, but now a great many of farmer, and instead of improving his condition, make it
American implements are brought in ; and we are worse; kill out the laboring man by putting additional tax-
selling perhaps an equal number of both. I asked ation on everything ho wore, witbout advancing bis wages;
him how ho was able to sell Amorican implements? kill out thelumberman, because everything thathe required
and ho rep!ied in this way: Whon a duty was to carry on his operations would be very heavily taxod,
put upon those articles, and they were brought up from while bis sales of lumber would not be incroased; kill ont
Ontario, the Americans found that they could not compote. the commercial man and the trade of the country, because
The first stratagem which they adopted te secure the trade the trade of the United States would net go through this
of the country again was to offer a bribe to the agents, by country; and destroy every industry in this country. If
giving them a large per cent. of their sales, if they would we believed the assertions of the hon. gentlemen-those
only seli thoir implements; and after trying this for a time, I who are now in this House-when they were made,we must
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have believed that the country was going very rapidly to
the bad. But has this been accomplished? Do these men
come back to-day and say that this is the condition of the
country ? No; but they come back, one after another, and
quietly and tacitly admit that the condition of the country
is to-day improved. They say that the farmers are botter off,
and are prosperous; they admit that the laboring man is
botter engaged, and is receiving higher wages for bis work;
that the shipping interests of the country have not been
effectually killed out, that the lumberman is making money;
and that there is every evidence of peace and prosperity in
the country, which bas been unparalleled in our history
during the last ton years; and what do they say to-day with
reference to this matter? Do they admit that they were
wrong; that their forecast of the future was bad ; that
their intelligence was defective ; that their integrity was
defective ? Not a bit of it. They have not the honesty to
come here to-day and admit to the people of this country
that they were wrong in their forecast of the future, and
they were defective in their judgments, or else dishonest in
their representations ; but they now try to press into their
service every argument which they can find to prove that
these results have been brought about by other influences
entirely outside of the National Policy. Only last year hon.
gentlemen travelled over the whole continent of America and
the continents ofEurope, to try and find arguments to prove
that this prosperity was due to other causes. One after
another they get up and say that it is due to a be.
neficent Providence, to better crops, to a failure in
the crops of Europe, to increased markets for our lum-
ber, and to anything and everything but the National
Policy. They will not give it credit for anything at all.
Four years ago when this policy was introduced the hon. ex-
Finance Minister said that he believed that-the people had
been misled into voting for the Government and had done
a great injustice to themselves; that everything had been
misrepresented, and that when from the offinxion of time,
another opportunity was presented for giving a verdict, ho
could assure the hon. Minister of Finance that the people
would drive these incompetent men from power, because
their policy was detrimental and did a wrong to the country.i
But where are these hon. gentlemen-the Government-to-
day; they bit in the same seats which they occupied four
years ago, they stand to-day as high in the confidence ofi
the country as they did four years ago, and a great deal1
higher, and they made predictions and introduced this,
)olicy; they carried it out, and in accordance with thei

statements which they then mado, the country has beenj
progressing rapidly ever since in a measure quite commen-j
surate with the predictions which theso hon. gentlemeni
thon placed beforo the people. I do not know that it isi
necessary to touch on any of the linos of argument4
which have been treated with reference to the criticisms1
of the Opposition, but it seems to me so altered1
and so changel to-day that I bolieve it is deser.1
ving of a few words. The hon. gentleman who was put up1
as the financial critic of the Opposition adopted a line of1
criticismiwhich amused me very much; I thought that, after
the verdict which was rendered at the polls, and in view of1
tho decision of the people of this country, he would have(
dropped the National Policy as a child does a hot potato,1
and that we would hear no more of the arguments1
which they kept up for four years in this House. But I seeE
that the natural instincts of this party crop out on
almost every occasion when they have a chance of express-
ing their deep antipathy to the National Policy. Not.1
withstanding the fact, that at the elections, many of them1
declarel-because I have heard them on the stump in manyt
instances do so-that they were not antagonistic to thef
National Policy, that they were willing to abide by it, andz
that they believed it had done great good to the country,i
still they are opposing it to-day as fiercely as evor.i

Mr, SPROULE.

But what did their financial "critic say ? Did he criticise
the actions of the hon. Finance Minister, and the manage-
ment of the Departments by the Government, as the repre-
sontative of the Opposition might be expected to do ?
Strange to say, ho merely quoted a few figures, took excep-
tion to a few items, making in all some $400 or $500.
Then the bon. gentleman turns round on his old hobby, the
National Policy. The Globe said in reference to the
question in the Provincial Legislature, that the best evidence
that the financial affairs of the country were well adminis-
tered was that the elosest scrutiny by the Opposition failed
to reveal anything objectionable; and as the Opposition bore
object only to a few items amounting to some $400 or $500,
I contend that this is an evidence that there is nothing far
wrong in the state of Deumark. We must conclude either
that there is nothing to criticise or that the critio is defect-
ive, and hon.gentlemen must take either one horn of the
dilemma or the other. The hon. gentleman said that too
large a sum was spent on surveys in the North-West, and
in the Post Office service-that though the country was pros.
perous the expenditure was toolarge in proportion to the re-
venue. What is the expenditure for? It is for developing the
country so that it wili give us back a large return for every
dollar we spend. le went on to show that the exponditure
under the Mackenzie Administration was not so large as it
is to-day, but the fact is that there was no need for this
exponditure at that time. I find that in the Report of the
hon. Minister of the Interior for 1873 it is stated that the
requirements of settlement would not necessitate the open-
ing up and surveying of more than ton townships, and he did
not think that even they would be settled. Let us contrast
that condition of things with that which exists at the pre-
sent time, when the development of the country is Ro rapid
that we must survey some 500 townships instead of only
ton. Surely that is the best evidence that is required
to show that the policy of the Government is a correct
one, and that the expenditure was judiciously incurred.
One hon. gentleman last night took exception to the expen-
diture on immigration, but the hon. member for King's
answered him very ably. Ho said that ho thought that an
expenditure by which 126,00 people, who brought over
$ 1,000,000 worth of goods with them, which cost us $3.60
par hoad and brought in over $10 per hoad, was
an expenditure which certainly was judiious; an I
I agree with him. To my mind it is a policy
which will give us a return one hundred-fold for the
money we have spent, and, so long as we pursue that
policy, the country will not object. The hon. gentleman
also objected to the expenditure on the postal service-le
said it was too large. But, I ask, how can yon open up a
new country, extending over 1,000 miles, without additional
expenditure? If only ton townships were required to meot
the purposes of settlement in 1878, and we now require
that 500 townships should be surveyed to keep pace with
the incoming population, must it not also follow that the
postal service of that country must be verylargely increased ?
Some of these people come from other countries, and many
of them go from these Provinces, and when they go up
there they expect to retain some of the conveniences and
comforts of life-they expect tò communicate with their
friends, and they are entitled to have these conveniences so
far as we can possibly give them. 1 was much amused at
some of the figures given by the hon. member for Brant
(Mr. Paterson) for the purpose of proving that the farmors
of this country had not been benefited by the National
Policy. He took some figures for September, 1879, on a
particular day in that montb, a few months after the adop-
tion of this policy, and ho drow a comparison between the
figures of that day and those for another particular day in
a previous year. I ask the House if that is a fair wy of
arguing ? There may be many incidental circumstances
which affect the comparison. The faet is? that the figures
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ho gave prove nothing except that ho is willing to resort to
unfair means in the endeavor to convince the people of the
eonntry. In my campaign I endeavored to put this matter
before the farmers, as fairly as possible, and to have them
judge by the ovidenco whether or not they had boncfitcd
by this policy.

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

After Recess.

TIIRD READINGS.

The following Bill was read the third time and passed
Bill (No. 20) to empower the National Insurance Com-

pany to wind up its affairs and to relinquish its charter,
and to provide for the dissolution of the said Company.-
(Mr. Coursol.)

The following Bills were severally considerod in Com-
mittee, reported, and read the third time and passed:~

Bill (No. 48) to incorporate The Wood Mountain, Qu'Ap-
pelle and Prince Albert Railway Company.-(Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 73) respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and
Western JRailway Company, and to change the name
thereof to the Montroal and Western Railway Company
of Canada.- (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (No. 50) to amend an Act respecting the Credit Val-
ley Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

Bill (io. 26) to incorporate a Company under the name
of H. B. Rathbun & Sons.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)

Bill (No. 37) to incorporate tho Royal S )ciety of Canada.
-(Mr. Tassé.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend An Act to incorporato the Mis-
sionary Society of the Wesleyan Methodist Church in
Canada.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

BILL IN COMMITTE E.

Tho following Bill was considered in Committeo an I re-
ported :- 1

Bill (No. 42) to amend and continue in foruo the Act
incorporating the Grafton Harbor Company and for other
purp)oses.-(MrJt. Guillet.)

WAYS AND MEANS-TIIE BUDGET.

Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Speaker: When you left the Chair
at six o'clock I was endeavoring to explain why the line of
argument adopted by the Opposition in the House to-day
was different from that which they pursued four years ago.
I was endeavoring to show that their prophecies and pre-
dictions at that time were that disaster would naturally
follow the introduction of this Tariff, that it would croate
ruin, that it would impose taxation on the people and yet
make them no better off; and that the Government were
doing this in the face of opinions that sucli wou!d result to
the disadvantage of the people and to their own ruin at the
next Elections. In the light of experience we find thati
to-day the tone is entirely altered. Instead of trying to
prove to the country that disaster has followed the intro-i
duction of that policy, that the people are worse off than
they were before, and that there is less contentment and
less prosperty, they are satisfied with endeavoring to show
that the prosperity existing is not due to the fiscal policy
of the present Grovernment, or any other policy they intro-
duced. A great deal of the argument usel during the pre. 1
sent debate has been levelled directly at the farmors, because(
as one hon. member said they are the foundation of the whole I

fabric of society, and are the bulwark of the country; and if
we can prove tW the farmers that they are being ruined by
this policy, thon, he said, we will be able to accomplish
something, and satisfy ourselves and our party that we
shall be able to secure a change of position in this louse.
For that reason it is attempted te prove that evorything the
farmer wears, eats and uses, is raised in price, and that
everything ho las to sell bas been reduced. Figures have
been arranged for that purpose by hon. gentlemen of con.
siderable note and considerable ability. Tho hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), a man of very extensive ex-
perience, and an able man in that line, has arranged figures in
almost every way for the purpose of proving this point. The
hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. Ross) followed in the
same direction, and the hon. member for Brant (Mr.
Paterson) has spent night after night during the last four
years in endeavoring te prove the same thing; and, after an
experience of four years, they find the people have not
agreed to think as they think. They were standing at the
last Election in the same position as a boy about to roceive
correction. A schoolmaster had cultivated a vine until it
produced fruit. The boys were warned not to take the
grapes, and told that if they did so, severe punishmont
would follow. One day at noon, when lying on the ground
looking upward, the master saw one of the boys take a
clustor. The boy said : "If anyone knows any just cause
or reason why these two should not be joined together, lot
him ncw declare it, or forever after hold his peace." There
was no answer given and no objection made, and the boy
ato tho grapes. After the scheioolmaster saw the grapes had
disappeared, he asked several of the boys if they know who
the culprit was. le soon discoverod him by his downcast
looks, and before proccoeding to administer punishment, tho
master said : "If any one knows any just cause or reason
why those two shal not be joined together lot him declaro
it," "I object," said the boy. " Why," asked the master.
" Because the parities aro not agreed," answerod the boy.
That was the position of the Opposition in this country at
the late Elections. Whon they appealed to the peoplo they
found they were not agreed to send them back to occupy
places on the Troasury bonches. I have already said that
much argument was used to convince the farmers that the
National Policy was ruining them. The hon. member for
North Norfolk, four months after the introduction of thu
Tariff, took tho quotations of Toronto for one day in that
and for one day in the previous year, and thought he had
effectually settled the question to the satisfaction
of the farmers, because he was able to show that
the price had not increased. Another hon. member
took one month in one year during the four years the policy
had been in force, and one montih selected from the five
years before that time, and compared the average price of
grain, and because he was able to prove that the average
price of the former period was higher, ho thought ho
had satisfied the farmers that this policy was of no benefit.
-Another hon. member endeavored te prove, that because the
exports were higher during the last four years than during
the previous four years, ho had satisfied the farmers that
the National Policy was of no use to them. During my
election campaign last summer I endeavorel to arrive at
some conclusion which I might lay before the farmers of
my riding, which i8 an agricultural riding. I took this
method ot arriving at results; and the fairness of the test
will commend itself to the better judgment of every hon.
member. I went to gentlemen who had been buying grain
for the last ten or fifteen years, and obtaine frion their
books the prices for every day in the year during the past
three years, and the saie for the three years previous to the
introduction of the National Policy; andI thought if I
could, on striking an average of prices, show the farmers
they had received better prices under this policy, I could
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convince them that it had proved beneficial. 1 obtained
the price3 from two of the most extensive grain buyera in
the county, and I got this statement certified as côrrect.
These figures proved beyond a doubt that the price of
grain, notwithstanding ali that has been said by the hon.
mombers for l-orth Norfolk, Queen's, and Huron, the
price of grain has been higher during the existence of
the National Policy. I took spring wheat in 1876, 1877,
and 1878, those three years being prior to the introduction
of this policy. I took the price paid every day in the
year on the market. Whero I contend the unfairness in
the calculation ariseF, is due to hon. members making
comparisons from the markets in Toronto, Chicago and
New York. A distance of twenty miles will frequently
make a difference of three or four cents in the price of
wheat, and eight or ten cents in the p·ice of oats.
Although there may be a difference, which is apparently a
benefit to the farmers, or against him, it is not a sure
criterion to prove for or against the farmer; and I say, that
if you take the price paid to the farmers directly at thoir
own waggons, and satisfy them that they get better prices
to-day than they did at that time, I think it will go a long
way to satisfy them that they have received a benefit from
this policy. As I said before, these are the prices paid at
the farmers' waggons; nothing is taken off for carriage or
charges, or the ups and downs of the market. Taking the
threc years previous to the National Policy, I find that the
average price paid for spring wheat in Meaford was 79 ets. a
bushel, while for the three succeeding years, it was $1.14 a
bushel-for 1879,80 and 81, a difference of 17 ets. a bushel;
and if you remember that the duty is 15 ets. a bushel, I think
this proves very clearly a benefit derived by the farmer.
The question arises was this due to the Tariff ? One thing
is evident: although these gentlemen have tried to prove,j
and have not been successful in proving, that the farmersi
have received less during the years following the introduc-.
tion of this policy. I think it is proved that they have re-i
ceived more. They got all the money, there was no middle'
man to share the profits, these went into their own pockets,i
and for every 100 bushels they sold, they received $171
more than they did during the three previous years. Taking
barley, I find that during the three years previous to the
introduction of the policy, the average price paid was
57 ets. a bushel, and for the three years following, it wasj
67 cts., showing a difference of exactly 10 cts. more thani
they had been receiving. Now the duty la 15 ets. a bushel,(
and I think that this shows a benefit. Every farmer who(
sold 200 bushels of barley knew he got $20 more for it1
than he did during the three years previous to the introduc-1
tion of this policy; and he is satisfied that when it wasi
introduced, this was done for his benefit, and lie has1
received substantial good from it. Taking peas, I find thati
for 1876.77-78, the average price was 58 ets. a bushel, whiler
for 187980, it was 61 ets., a difference of 8 cts. a bushel.m
Now, these are differences which are always on the
right side, in their favor; and they can appreciate thet
advantages of it. I will now take onts, of which1
so mucli has been said lately. I would like here to give an
explanation. Some ion. inembers of the House, either inten-t
tionally or from the want of knowledge, seem to forget to
explain to the House that it is never safe to take theç
prices for oats at Toronto as a criterion to prove what1
farmers receive for their oats. In Meaford, 40 cts. are,
ofLen paid for oats, when twenty-foýir miles away the price is
only 36 cts., and at Collingwood, 60 ets., while :n our
neighborhood, thiLry-five miles from there, it is 45 et&.t
When farmera find it an advantage in their favor tot
haul their oats a little distance, they do so, and gett
the larger price; their time is not so fully occupied,1
that they cannot always spare a sauflienc of it to 
transport their grain to some other part Of the country, a
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where better prices are paid. We find very frequently
that oats ate much higher at Collingwood than in Toronto,
and very much higher at Owen Sound than at Toronto, or
in various parts of the country; and that is just the reason
why the National Policy, by shutting out American oats
from the particular locality where oats are high, enables
our farmers to transport their grain there and receive the
benefit of the larger price. Taking oats, I find that during
those years there is a difference of 7 cts. a bushel in favor of
the three years under the regime of the Finance.Minister.
Now, that is a great advantage to the people of thiis
country; and, I think, hon. gentlemen forget this when
they are quoting prices paid in the central market. They
forget that we have an extensive frontier, over 2,000
miles long. In one part of the county of Grey, they can
raise a great deal more oats. than they require for their
own use. In some other parts they do not raise so much as
they require, and when a demand there arises, the grain is
taken there and sold; the money consequently is kept in
the country for our own advantage. This is a great differ-
ence from what was the case a few years ago, when 2),000
bushels of oats were landed one day at Collingwood
from Chicago, and bDught by the people in our country,
bringing down the price 15 ots. in one day. The money was
sont to Chicago, enriching Americans and impoverishing
ourselves. in a short time the oats were consumed, and
nothing remainod in the country torepresent the labor lost.

Mr. COOK. When did that occur?
Mr. SPRIOU LE. I think it was in 1876; I bought part of

it. I can tell the hon. gentleman, who is engaged in
lumbering pursuits, I livedI in the county where he operates
very extensively, and I know that not only did ho buy
foreign oats and pork, but in a great many other linos, ho
did what it would not be crelitable to expose in this House.
I knew him, when operating there, to buy his pork and
oats from the Americans, toe carry on his operations.
I was living in North Simcoe, where tho hon. gentle-
man was operating very extensively-as is the case
still-as a lumberman and speculator, whon his money
was sent out of that county to the extent of thousands
of dollars, and sent across the border to enrich the
Americans, from whom ho bought his pork and oats, and
feed for mon and horses, while engaged in lumbering. But
we do not soE any of that to-day ; our farmers raise tho
oats used there, and the money is kept in this
country for the advantage of oar own people. We have a
border 2,000 miles long; at one place, it may be at Colling-
wood to-day, Port Hope next week, or down at Ogdensburg
a few weeks hence. We may have one kind of grain very
high ln price while right across the fronti3r there may be
more of this grain than they require; and if there were no
restrictions on imports it would be sent into our market
and take the place, busbel for bushel, of our grain, which
Qught to have been brought perhaps a few hundred miles
to that point from some other part of our country; but this
policy prevepts that injustice. One of the greatest secrets of
success, to my mind, of any Government is to so distribute
the pursuits of the people as t:> enable them to
work into each other's hands, and to supply each other's
wants. This is the case in the distribution of grain. We
have had from time to time, ots brought into Canada from
the Western States, and sold hoer; we have had hundreds
of thousands of pounds of pork brought into the country
and sold; and yet our pork had to be sold at the same time
to the detriment of our farmers at a less price. It had to be
taken to Europe to find a market; and if we raised of any-
thing more than we required, and American grain took its
place, what must be the result? We must take it to some
market, and if we do not find a market at home, we must
send it to Liverpool, Boston, or Montreal, or to some
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other market, at a reduced price to the farmer. The
cost of carriage, &c., must be paid by the farmer; but if we
distribute our own grain from one part of the country to
another, we do not lose anything, and the country is greatly
advantaged. The Trade and Navigation Returns for the last
four years since, the introduction of the National Policy,
show that we have excluded a great deal of foreign grain
from this country. We excluded last year over 2,000,-
000 bushels of American oats; very nearly 2,000,000
bushels of wheat, and over 3,000,000 bushels of American
corn which was taking the place of our oats and other
coarser grains. What has been done by this ? Exactly
what the hon. Finance Minister said would be the result-
an increased market for the people of our country; and not
only have we excluded these grains from our country,
but also many cattle, horses, and other animals. Now,
I take the item of pork, and I find, by the same calcula-
tion that the average price of pork in the Meaford market
for the years 1876-78 was 84.76 per hundred and that in the
three succeeding years, with a duty of one cent per lb.
on American pork, the average price paid the farmers
of that part of the country was $6.03, or a difference
of 61.27 per hundred in favor of the last period. Who
will undertake to convince the farmer that he has derived
no benefit from the National Policy in the face of these
facta? I contend that it is•utterly impossible for these
figures to be fallacious, because they take in every day of
the year, and every bushel of grain, and every pound of
pork; and they show that there has been an advance during
those four years, notwithstanding the fact that in our out-
side markets of the world, prices remained almost the
same as they were in former periods. The hon. member for
North Norfolk stated that Liverpool ruled the markets
of the world. Every school-boy would say the same; but
at the same time it must be admitted that local markets
are regulated by local supply and demand, so that as every
farmer knows, sometimes the difference of forty miles will
make a difference of 10 ets. per bushel on the price of oats.
There have been various times when but for this Tariff the
Americans could have sent in their grain, and sold it at a
reasonable profit in our country, thus depriving our own
farmers of the home market and giving thema less remune-
ration for their labor. In the c->ndition of affairs which
existed previous to 1878, we found that farmers were unable
to make both ends meet; the proceeds of the year's labor
did not pay their store bills; they could not hire additional
labor on their farms, because it did not pay them to do so;
and the result was that farmers and their sons were found
going to other countries in the hope of receiving better
remuneration for their labor than they were receiving
here. Let us contrast the condition of things to day with
what it was a few years ago. At the time the hon. gentle-
men now in Opposition began to guide the Ship of State every-
thing was prosperons, everybody was contented, for we had
passed through a period of prosperity and our country was
going upwards in the scale-there was an abundance of
money in the country, the deposits in the savings banks
were large ; but suddenly a change came over the spirit of
our dream. People had been demanding that the Govern-
ment should make some change-that they should, if
possible, introduce some policy which would keep our own
markets for our own people, but no change was made; and
the result was that instead of the Treasury being full to over-
flowing, as it was under the previous Administration, deficit
after deficit had to be announced by the Finance Minister.
Calls were made from various parts of the country
that the Government should expend money on necessary
public works ; but the answer came back that they could not
expend the money as they had none to expeni. They were
getting deeper and deeper into debt every year, and an in-
creasming number of people were getting out of employment,
and evidence of want and despair were visible in every part
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of the country. The party who are now in power pr?.
pounded a policy, and proclaimed what that policy woufd
produce in the way of changes in the condition of things;
and though it was attempted on every stump in this coun-
try to prove that this policy would not produce these results;
the better judgment of the people decided to try it as they
certainly could not be worse than they were, and what has
been the result of that policy? The resuit has been, not.
withstanding all these unfavorable predictions, that the best
anticipations of the poople in reference to this policy
have been fulfilled. The result has been to give us
an ample revenue; to give employment to every man,
woman and child in the Dominion able and willing
to work; to raise the wages of the people; 'to give us
money to expend on great public works, and tobring about
a period of prosperity which was almost unequalled
in the previons history of our country. The attempt
bas been made by the Opposition to prove that these
results have not been accomplished by that policy, but
that it was due to the beneficenco of Providence, who
has smiled upon our people-in fact, that it was due to any.
thing and everything except the National Policy. In this
case I believe the old maxim holds good, that Providence
helps those who help themselves. Hon. gentlemen contend
that our prosperity is due to the bad crops in England and
the good crops in this country; but the fact is that we had
botter crops in 1876 and 1877 than we have had since. l
fact, these hon, gentlemen are prepared to credit our pros-
perity to every cause but that which has been the
main instrument in bringing it about. Our pros-
perity is due to the fact that our people have obtained
incrcased labor at higher wages, that an impetus has
been given to every line of trade. Objection has been
made to the railway policy of the Government, but I
should think that if there is one subject more than another
which hon. gentlemen should be ashamed to mention in this
House, or in the country, it would be a comparison of the
railway policies of the two parties. They had several
years experience in endeavoring to weld this iron band
which was to bind our Provinces together, and, after four
years of that experience, they succeeded in running the
country into debt to the extent of $6,000,000 a year, and
they built only 117 miles of the road on one end, and 115
miles on the other, while between these two sections there
was nothing but a dense swamp-nothing to show for
their money except that notable structure called the Fort
Frances Locks. When an hon. gentleman spoke, the other
day, of that part of the railway between Prince Arthur's
Landing and Winnipeg being the key to the whole
situation, I- thought that these locks might be called
both the lock and the key, for after having lost the
key and spent $40,000 for the benefit of a political
friend, they had nothing left but the lock and the
beautifal water stretches, of which we hear nothing to-day.
These hon. gentlemen who are so ready to condemn the
policy of the present Government, forget that they them-
selves increased the taxation of the country to the tune of
$24,000,000 in four years, and only built 230 miles of rail-
way. They forget that the people of this country are not
obliged to pay a cent of additional taxation for the building
of that railway, notwithstanding the fact that a couple of
years ago they tried to persuade them that it was going to
ruin the country. In a year or two that road will be built
to the Rocky Mountains, and will open up the vast stretch
of country for the teeming millions who are coming in to
obtain homes for themselves; and the whole of the work
will have been done without the imposition of any additional
taxation on the people of the country. la that not a
pleasant thing to lay before the people. When this policy
was propounded, it was said that it could not be carried out
when the hon. First Minister proposed to obtain money to
build the railway from the sale of lands, hon. gentlemen
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opposite said it could not be done. The experience of the
last two years has shown that it could be done. Last year
over $2,000,000 was realized from the sale of lands, not-
withstanding the fact that we are offering free homesteads
to all who chose to go into the country. Last night, the
hon. member for South Norfolk said that the National
Policy was not as important a matter as the land policy.
He did not, I suppose, think of comparing the present
land olicy with the policy of his friends when they were
in omce. Settlers could not obtain land at that time unless
they paid $5 an acre for it near the railway, or $1 an
acre twenty miles back from the railway; but they could
not get free homesteads. They left the country in such
a condition that hardly any settlors went in, although
they were making every effort to attract immigrants. They
had to devise the most questionable expedients to settle the
country. One of these was to give agents eighty acres of
land foi every settler he placed in the country, after ho
lived there three years. 1 think Mr. Young, a gentleman
engaged in that business, made a nice little fortune out of
it. Mr. Young took in 100 settlers, and the land he received
under that agreement would amount to over $400 for every
settler. Contrast that condition of things with what exists
to-day, when we are sending in settlers at a cost of $3.60 a
head. The policy of hon. gentlemen opposite in this res-
pect could only have the effect of making millionaires of
ibose who lad assisted their party in the past; and when
Mr. Young's partner or agent came before a Com-
mittee of this House and acknowledged that they
were to receive eighty acres of land for every immi-
grant he took in, they was acknowledging the incompe-
tence of the men who were trying to settle up that country.
The country was not being settled up, because the people
knew that when they got there they would have to live a
long time before they got communication with the outside
worid; they knew that they had none of the facilities pos-
sessed by the people of the older Province ; they knew that
the burdens of life would press heavily upon them, because
they had not the udvantage of those great lines of railway
that would bring out their grain, and take back the pro.
ducts of other countries. It was no wonder that in the last
year of that Government, all they thought it necessary to
survey was ten townships. We have no such policy to-day,
but we'have a policy that provides for keeping pace with
settlement, by arranging for the survey of 800 town-
ships. We have a policy that is giving to the people
going into that country a railway, which is being built
at the rate of over four miles a day in the summer
season. As the result of that policy, we find the eyes
of the world centered in the North-West; we find
people flocking in there from the United States in
thousands, and from England, Ireland, Germany and other
countries, bringing their wealth with them, and helping to
build up our commerce, to increase our strength and popu-
lation, and to make Canada a great nation. Is not that a
poliey worthy of our Administration? When hon. gentlemen
opposite rise to criticise the railway policy of the Govern-
ment, what do they say ? The criticism has simmered
down to one word, and that word is "monopoly." It is an
unmeaning term ; we find nothing in it. When we go to
the North-West, we find that the people are receiving equal
advantages with the people of the older Provinces. That
gigantie bug-bear of monopoly raised three years ago has
turned out to be nothing but a mist. I say that such
criticism is unfair. I had expected that the crities of the
Opposition benches would pursue a different line of tactics
this Session, because I thought the verdict of the people at
the last Elections was so decisive that it would compel them
to adopt same other means in the hope of getting back to
the Treasury benches. But they seem to have fallen back
on their old hobbies again, and I think a manly, straight-
forward, honest criticism is scarcely to be expected from
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them. In the last campaign the Opposition, after all their
denunciations of the National Policy in this Bouse, were very
mild on the subject in thecountry. Why ? Because they knew
that the people were not with them. It was nt on the
National Policy, or the railway policy, or the lard policy
that they appealed to the people, but on the Boundary Award,
and on Provincial rights in connection with the Disallowance
of the Streams Bill and of the railway in Manitoba. These
were the questions placed before the people, and not the
policy of the Government. Every unfair question that
could be dragged before the people was discussed, and the
legitimate subjects of discussion were kept entirely in abey-
ance; and yel, notwithstanding all that, and notwithstand-
ing the predictions made by the Opposition four years ago,
that when the experience of a few years would give the
people an insight into this policy they would condemn the
Government, the result was that bon. gentlemen opposite
came back reduced, if not inrurmbers, verymuch in strength.
The celebrated philosopher of Bothwell, with all his plati-
tudes, failed to corne back ; the ex-Speaker, when le told it
to his people that they wore being ruined by the National
Policy, was told that he had better stay at home, and a large
majority of the able and influential men of the Opposition
were left out. The hon. member who has the honor of lead-
ing the Opposition only came back to this Bouse by a hair's
breadth, and I believe the return was largely due to the fact
that he admitted that the National Policy was not an un-
mixed evil, and scarcely touched it at al], but confined him-
self to other questions-Provincial rights, robbery of our
territory, selling of our timber limits, French domination,
and the Disallowance of the Streams Bill. These were the
questions laid before the people, and according to their own
showing you would have expected them to come back
largely incrcased in strength. But the reverse is the case.
What are the conditions to-day? Notwithstanding all
the unfavorablo criticisms we have heard during the
last few days on the Budget Speech of the bon. Fin-
ance Minister, we find that the people are satisfied; and
I believe that all the speeches made from the Opposition
benches have not tended to convince an intelligent man
in this country that he is injured by this policy. I
believe the Government is as strong in the confidence
of the people to-day as it was four years ago. I can assure
hon. gentlemen opposite that if they desire to remain
in the cold shades of Opposition they have only to attack
the policy which was so successfully inaugurated four years
ago. If they expect ever to reach the Treasury benches
they must alter their tactics, and this they do not seem in-
clined to do. I would ask nothing better, if I wished to
come back, Parliament after Parliament, as representative of
the people, than that these hon. gentlemen should continue
pursuing the tactics they have followed during the last four
years. The Ion. member for North Norfolk attacked the
Government because changes are made in the Tariff year
after year. Why, the very charge made against the late
Government was that they persisted in shutting their eyes
to the fact that necessities arise from day to day demanding
a change of policy, and they refused to iake any change.
The present Government, however, are very willing, when
necessities arise, to make the required changes, and their
good judgment is evinced by the fact that these changes
always turn out for the best, and everything they predict
takes place as harmoniously and regularly as if by clock-
work. Perhaps the discussion on this question is drawing
to a close, and will not continue many days longer, and I
must say from the experienco I have had, through two
eloctions in my part of the country-and I have lad a fair
opportunity of ascertaining the minds of the people-that
1 believe the people are well satisfied that their affairs are
in the hands ofcompetent men. They are well satisfied tlat
we have the greatest living statesman on the continent of
America to-day at the head of our Government; the finest
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Finance Minister that ever directed the financial affairs of
the country; one of the ablest Ministries the country has ever
had,and one that would be an ornament to any country in the
world. As we pass down the course of time, year after
year, the pages of history are being written, and I believe
these men are leaving their stamp on those pages; I
believe they are building colossal monuments to their own
honor that will last for ages; I believe that they are leaving
precedents on Parliamentary legislation that will be read
with interest and used with profit by other nations around
us for centuries yet to come. If there is one thing more
than another that we desire, it is that these men may long
live to fill the position they now occupy, and direct the
affairs of the country with the ability which has distin-
guished their direction during the last four years.

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to engage the attention of the
Bouse for a few moments while I endeavor to make a few
remarks which will, I trust, be pertinent to the question
now engaging the attention of the House. I may state
here that I will not occupy a great deal of time in discus-
sing the question of Free Trade vs. Protection, or rather the
question of a Revenue vs. a Protective Tariff, because I
think this has been fully, and I trust finally, settled, by
the parties most interested, viz., the great majority of the
electors of this Dominion. I think that a great deal of time
has already been wasted in discussing this question. During
the last Parliament, for four years, every opportunity was
taken by hon. members opposite to attack this policy, and I
think to those attacks is due the fact that their numbers are
so small to-day. To them may be charged this great waste
of time. It was the duty of the Government and the
members supporting it to repel those attacks until a
second appeal was made to the country on this question of
the National Policy,which was thon on its trial. Previous to
1878, during the regime of the Mackenzie Administration,
deputation after deputation, comprising men of both
political parties and representing all the varied industries
of the country, waited upon the hon. leader of the late Gov-
ernment and his Finance Minister, and begged of them,
I may almost say on their knees, to do something in the way
of legislation to revive the languishing industries of the
country. What was the answer tbey received ? The
answer was: "Go home, gentlemen; live economically; eut
down wages, do the best you can to compote with the
Americans on a 17J per cent. Tariff, and if you cannot do so
close up your factories and go West." They said that so far
as they were concerned they were going to make this a
cheap country to live in. We are going, they said, to make
laws so as to have the farmers with us, and we care not for
the rest of the community. Previous to the dissolution of
Parliament in 1878, the right hon. leader of the then
Opposition moved a series of resolutions embodying the
principle of Protection. After having been fully discussed
they were voted down by the late Government and its sup-
porters. An appeal was made to the country. The ques-
tion before the people was Protection to our native indus-
tries. That was the great issue of that time. I might
quote here from speeches thon made by the Opposition
candidates, but will merely quote a few lines from an
address published by Mr. W. H. Fredenburgh, Liberal can-
didate for South Leeds at that time. Here is what he
said :1

" Taking advantage of the depression which exists the world over,
they in the most brazen manner try to throw the blame on the best
Government Canada ever had, and with a quack remedy in their hands
propose to be able to cure all our ills and make us, with a few doses of
ther powerful specific, at once prosperous. This panacea they have
labelled by different names in the different Provinces, to suit the
varions tastes of those whom they hope to make their victims. Its
name is the National Policy, but in Ontario it is more familiarly known
as Protection to native industry. The great thoughtful mass of the
people are not to be hoodwinked by any auch etale device. Prote-

tion, indeed I Why, It is a step backwards Into the dark ages, and
commits us to a policy which will manacle Canada hand an4d foot
and effectually retard her growth for years te come. Protection as
neither more nor leas than legalized robbery. One clams of the oom-
munity cannot be benefited except at the expense of another- and
what we have now to consider ls, what class of electors in iouth
Leeds la te reap the benefit ? Let us Btrip this Protection of the gaudy
colora with which its blatant and hypocritical advocates have dubbed
it, and show it in its hideous nakedness and deforrnity to the public,
that ail who ceast their votes in.its favor may not do so in ignorance.
Is it the workin grman who le to be protected ? Most emphatically
no. It meane forhim dear food, dear clothes, dear houe rent, dear
fuel, insolent bosses, hard times, strikes, and lock-outa in. the end
starvation and communism. Any further Protection would only aet au
an unhealthy stimulus stopping our revenue and making direct taxation
necessary. For a time, a year or two at most, there might be more
work but let the mechanice of Gananoque rest assured there will be
more men to do it and wages will never be any higher, wlile the oost
of living will be increased over 30 per cent."

Those are some of the prophecies of some of the mem-
bers of the Reform Administration and their supporters
in 1878. The verdict of the people in favor of the resola-
tions moved in 1878 by the hon. leader of the present Gov-
ernment was overwhelming. Early in 1879 the hon. the
Finance Minister introluced his Tariff which was adopted
and put into force. During iRecess that hon, gentleman
visited various parts of the Dominion to observe the efect
that policy was having on tho industries of the country,
and ho found that the wheel of progress which had been at a
standstill, owing to its having been over freighted with lazy
flies, had begun to move, and before one year had passed
away that whoel had commenced to revolve so that you could
hear the hum of it from one end of the Dominion to tho
other. Parliament met again the following year, and the
hon. the Finance Minister proposed some changes after the
experionce of the year. Where ho found any friction it
was removed, where there was any tension it was adjusted,
and this process was kept up for four years. During all this
time the policy was being attacked by hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House. The right hon, leader of the
Government, knowing that the result of these attacks iin
the House and the press were having an injurious effect
upon the country, took means to have another verdict
from the poople. In this ho was true to his country
as ho has ever been, and I am sorry I cannot say as
much of my hon. friends opposite. I challenge,, the
Reform )res to point to one word or one act which
the right hon. gentleman bas ever said or done ,that
could be construed to be against the best interests of his
country. One year before the time, he appeals to the
country, and asks the people whother they are still in favor
of that policy. How was ho met when he appealed to the
country ? Was he met on this question of Protection?
Sir, the leader of the Opposition wrote and published a
book, and in this book he laid down a sort of millkand-
water policy, and told his followers that, in certain localities
they might adopt the National Policy if they liked, while
in other places they might oppose it if they thought it
would be to thoir interest. My opponent at the Elec-
tion in June last, was a manufacturer. In the town of
Gananoque ho adopted the National Policy, but in the
country he opposed it, and gave Mr. Blake's book as his
authority for doing so. Now, let us dissect this little book.
The hon. leader of the Opposition, as everyone knows, ja a
first-class lawyer, and fearing that the verdict of the people
might be in his favor, and knowing it would be ruin to the
country if ho were returned to power, wrote this little
article in his book, making this charge against the Govern-
ment:

'' Tb ey have greatly added to that charge, and have, as far as in them
lay, insured the recurrence of a period of serions financial difflculty and
distress.'

Why did the hor. gentleman place that in hisbo
Knowing if he were returned that bad times would ýomne
again, he could then turn round and say: "Gentlemuen, I
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told you so; there it is in the book." He wrote more than'
that in bis book. He says:

"The progress of the North-West is due to work we did and proposed
to do."

Now will any hon. gentleman in this House, or out of it,
say that the progress of the North-West was due to
what the late Administration did when in power ? It is true
they bought a lot of steel rails. They built the Neebing
Hotel and the Fort Frances Locks, but will hon. gentlemen
say these works caused the great progress in the North-
West? The people of this country told the hon. leader of
the Opposition in act, what an individual over the lines told a
politician in words. This old politician had been a sea
captain, and was running for Congress, while his
opponent was a young limb of the law. The two gentle-
men met on the hustings one evening before a large
audience. The lawyer delivered an able and very eloquent
address. He was followed by the sea captain, who spoke
to them as follows: "Fellow-citizens, I claim your suff-
rages, I have fought, bled and nearly died for my country.
I have fought the Britisher and the Indian; I have travelled
over this country with a gun on my shoulder, and my knap-
Back on my back, with the blood running out of my
feet. I have lain ont doors at night without any covering
save the blue canopy of heaven." At this moment a
countryman of mine, an old Irishman, arose in the hall and
said: "Mr. Speaker, did I understand you correctly to say
that you had fought the Britisher and the Indian ?" "You
did, Sir." "Did I understand you correctly to say that you
had travelled over this country with a gun on your
shoulder and a knapsack on your back ?" "You did, Sir."
" Did I understand you correctly to say you had laid out
doors all night without any kiver ?" "You did, Sir."
f Then I will vote for the other chap, for I think you have
already done enough fair your country." Now that is what
the people of this country said to the leader of the Opposi-
tion: "We will vote for that chap, John A., for you have
done enough for your country." The hon. gentleman
opposite says that the farmers have been injured by
this policy. Well, I think, the farmers should be the best
judges of that themselves. I have the honor to represent
a constituency containing over 4,000 voters, and over 3,500
of them are agriculturists, and I am sure they are of the
average class of farmers, wealthy and intelligent. What is
the verdict these farmers gave on the 1.\ ational Policy in
June last, as compared with 1878 ? Why, the returns show
that 256 more farmers in South Leeds voted for the National
Policy in 1882 than in 1878. If any one bas a right to
jndge as to the effects of this policy it is surely the farmers
who are the most directly interested in it. Now, let us
turn to the manufacturers, whom we are told are not
benefited by the National Policy. I have the honor to
live in the town of Gananoque which is sometimes called
the Birmingham of Canada. I will just read for the benefit
of my hon. friends who do not think the National Policy
Las benefited the manufacturers, one or two specimens of
circulars issued by manufacturing houses in that place.
The first one is issued by Mr. George Gillies, and is as
follows :-

" GANANOQUE, 188
" Your favor of inst., ordering carriage hardware, bas

been reeuived. I cannot 11l your order at once, nor specify any time
in which I can, but will ship our goods et as early a date as possible.
On account of press of work Iwill be unable to fill the following for
Ibis spring's trade.

Yours respectfully,
IlUORGE GILLIE."

I think the hon. Finance Minister would be safe in offering a
reward of a thousand dollars, or more, for a circular like
that published during the regime of the late Administration.
Uere is another specimen:

Mr. Tayo.

"GANANQUE AXLU Wons.
"GANANoQUE, Feb. 1882.

"DEAR Sia,-Your favor of the inst. came duly to band,
with order for axles, which will bave our best attention. We are very
much behind with our orderq, sud we think it only fair to yon Ito state
that we cancot name a date at which we can forward the goods. We
may say that up to ist Dec. last there was no indication that an unusual
quantity of our goods wc ild be required this season, and, as a conse-
quence, we did not turn out the quantity we. might have done. And,
notwithstanding we have now all our machinery running, it will be
some time before we can fil orders promptly. If you can wait we will
do our best to get your order out in shortest possible time.

"Yours Truly,
"BYrSs Baos & Co."

I do not think any further evidence is required to prove
that the manufacturers are being benefited, and that the
laboring men are being benefited by the present policy. I
resided in Gananoque during the hard times, from 1873 to
1878. There our mechanies were on half time, and I never
saw a circular of that kind addressed to customers. In
consequence of the present prosperity, the factories are all
running overtime, more hands are employed, and they are
receiving higher wages. I can only say, in conclusion, that
so far as I know, the manufacturing and the agricultural
portion of the community in my riding, and I think I know
them as well as any one, th'e great majority are in favor of
this poliey. The majority that South;Leeds gave me at the
last Election, 277, proves conclusively that the National
Policy is approved of in that constituency, and what is the
opinion there is a fair index of public opinion all over the
country.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. Speaker: Seeing no desire on the part
of bon. gentlemen opposite toaddress the flouse, Iconclude,
as they are few in number, they are going to let the verdict
go by default. After the many speeches whieh has been
made in the course of this debate, little remains for me to
say. In claiming the indulgent consideration of the House
for what I, as a young member do say, I only offer the
favorite apology, and follow the track marked out by those
who have preceded me. Even were I able to presont to the
louse in an intelligent form arguments in support ef the
policy of the Government, and statements to controvert those
made by hon. gentlemen opposite, such arguments would not
be necessary. The attack, if I may call it such, on the Gov-
ernment and its policy made from the other side of the
House, bas excited in my mind, a feeling that really they
have nothing to attack. What do we find their attitude
to be ? They make reckless charges against the Govern-
ment of extravagance. Have they brought forward any
proot in support of those charges. No; on the contrary,
even some of the hon. members opposite had to admit that
those made by their companions in arms were entirely
groundless. It occurs to me, from hearirg the speeches of
hon. gentlemen opposite, that they are rather narrow and
rather sectional in their ideas, that they are more disposed to
touch small matters than to deal with matters of importance
to the country. I arm not disposed to belittle the idea that
attention should be bestowed on small as well as on lar-e
matters; but the fact that hon. gentlemen opposite introduce
small matters in this debate proves to me they have noth-
ing large to attack. What do we find? We find the hon.
member for Queen's (Mr. King) applying himself, I think,
in a very unwarrantable manner, to an attack on the hon.
member for King's (Mr. Foster). I am proud, as coming from
New Brunswick, that this House possesses a member who has
so ably expressed the views ofthe Province, and not only the
views of the Province but the views of the country; and I
think it would have been only chivalrous and courteous on
the part of the hon. member for Queen's, who is an
older member of the flouse than is the hon. member for
King's, to have complimented him on the extraordinarily
ablo manner in which he placed his views before the
HRouse. We find that the hon. member for Quyeen's
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carrying out the sectional, small, and narrow ideas of his
companions in arms, when ho referred to the fact that
the hon. member for King's did not allude tothe Province of
New Brunswick. Was it particularly necessary that ho
should make a special reference to that Province? I think
it was not. So, as in the case of the hon. member for Queen's,
we flnd the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),
stating in this House that the matter to which we are ad-
dressing ourselves is one of very little conseiuence indeed.
If the financial condition of the country is of very little
importance, I ask the House why it was that the hon.
member and those politically associated with him devoted so
much time to the question. If I remember rightly, that
hon. gentleman said the question of opening up the North-
West and that of th.e Ontario Boundary were of more
gpneral importance than the financial question or the Tariff.
Hon. gentlemen opposite have made an attack on the Gov-
ernment respecting the increased expenditure in connection
with the Civil Service. Have they attempted to point out
that the increase was not necessary? The increased ex-
penditure on account of the Civil Service was consequent
on the development of the country, the opening up of the
North-West, and the fact that the affairs of the country are
administered in a more efficient manner. They have also
alluded to the question of the cost of gas. I know no party
that comprises botter judges of the value of gas; it is an
article of which tbey seem to possess a large quantity,
and certainly they seem able to measure its value.
They have also referred to the travelling expenses of the
members of the Government-another small matter while
not unimportant in itself, it is so, comparatively speaking,
when compared with the issues now before the louse and
country. If the members of the Ministry had to expend
some money in travelling expenses, I assume that, in doing
so, they were discharging duties which they uwed to the
country, which received good value for the expense in-
curred. Allusion was also made to the fact that the Minister
of Inland Revenue devoted some of his time to Ontario
lately. Well, is that a charge which can be brought
against the hon. Minister ofInland Revenue atone ? Can I not
point to seats which were empty on the other side of the
flouse, for days and weeks, in order that the members which
should occupy them might engage in the Ontario Election,
and was itnot necessary, if you will, that the Minister of
Inland Revenue, or any other member of the Cabinet, should
devote his time to meeting the charges which these hon.i
gentlemen opposite were making from every stump and
hustings in Ontario against the Government? I say it
was. The policy of the Dominion Government was discussed,
and it was decidedly necessary that the hon. Minister
of Inlan- Revenue, or any other Minister who could
take enough time from his Department, should d-tc
himself to controverting and contradicting the ase±-
tions falsely made. They charge extravagance in con-
nection with the general expenditure, and they single1
out two or three items, particularly the item on
immigration. Well, Sir, I can only say that to my
mind, the money spent on immigration has been wisely andb
well spent. The Administration of the day is quite alive to
the necessity of bringing in people to fill up the country, to
settle on the lands in the North-West, and to contri bute to f
the wealth and prosperity of the Dominion; but while f
I am an advocate of such expenditure, I may be excusedî
when I say I do not think that the Government shouldc
devote their whole attention in this respect to thep
North-West. There are other parts of the Dominion a
to which immigration could be directed; and I put f
it to the Government, would it not ho well that theyI
should devote some attention with the view of aiding the i
other Provinces in securing a share or portion of the f,
stream of immigration which is flowiug from the other fi
side to this side of the water. We have, in the i

Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scetio, and I speak
more particularly in reference to New Brunswick, some
of the finest farming lands in the Dominion of Canada;
and I think it would ho a wise expenditure for the Govern-
ment to appropriate a certain amount of money, in
order to supplement anything which may be done
by the different Provinces to promote immigration.
Attacks were also made on the expenditure on Public
Works; but have we not something to show for
Public Works. las this expenditure been lately made in
such a way as to financially embarrass the country, as was the
case from 1874 to 1878, when the then Government produced
deficits very year ? No, Sir. It bas been carried
on out pf the surplus revenue. We have railways and
canais to show for this expenditure. We have assisted
railways in several Provinces, out of the surplus reve-
nue; and, thoreftore, I say, as it was so well put
by the hon. member for King's, that we have assets
to show-and liabilities if you will-in connection
with these items. We have also harbor improvements,
piers and breakwaters; and can it be truly said, that the
present head of this Department shows any inefficiency, or
any desire to be extravagant ? No. I will accord to the
hon. gentleman at the head of this Dopartment, the tribute
that he manages its affairs in the most economical manner
possible-in fact, to somo of his supporters, ho ap-
pears to be rather too conomical. Can such jobs ho
charged on him as were referred to by the lion. gentleman
who spoke last, that is such as the Fort Frances Looks, &o.?
No such chargo cun be made. Now then, Mr.Speaker,we will
procecd Io another natter referred to by hon. gentlemen
oIposite; it relates to the Taiil. Theso hon. gentlemen seek
to convey this iden and this impression to the country
that the effect of the Tariff bas not been whatwas predicted
for it by its promotors and supporters, that is that it would
reduce imports fiom the United States; but that it has, on
the con trary,inci cased them. lion. gentlemen opposite allege
that it has inoreased our imports from the United States. I
take issue wi th them, and say, that if you deduct from these
imports, raw cotton, locomotives, and other things, which
may be called raw material, being necessary to the
developmert of this country, you will find that tho effoct
of the Tariff ias been to inci-ease our trade with Great
Britain, as against an increfase of trade with the United
States. Suppose that this Tariff had not been in existence,
and that tli National Policy had not beenà framed, I ask
you and the House, what thon would have been the resuit?
Would the position of imports from the United States versus
Great Britain, be as it is to-day? Sir, 1 claim, that
the imports from the United States would have been largely
in excess of those from Great Britain. Atiother charge,
whieh has been made by hon. gentleman opposite, was, that
the framing offthis Tariff, or, the inauguration ofthis policy,
was taken in the United States as an evidence of our
hostility to them. I say that this cannot be the
case, because in fi-aming and carrying out this policy
we were simply following tie examuplo which was
set us by that great country; and J ask you, Mr.
Speaker, is it not just as much in the interest of the United
States to be friendly with us s it is in our interest to be
friendly with them. The Trado Returns place our imports
from them at $48,000,000, while their imports from us were
$40,000,000. In going over th-so matters I only do so in a
cursory manner. I an not prepared to hurt against hon.
gentlemen opposite the mass of figures which they hurl
against us. The House, I think, has been deluged with
figures, and I am sure that it is tired of thom, and therefore
I propose not to indulge in any cluborate figuratire argu-
ment at all events; but I may be pardoned if' I refer to a
ew by-and-bye. I was astonished to hear the hon. member
or North Norfolk say that the saiings bank deposits were
no indication of the prosperity of the coutry-that, at al
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events, they are no proof as to its prosperity. Well, really,
this is an argument which I never heard advanced before,
and I am sure that it is an argument which wilL not carry
weight and conviction to the hon. gentlemen who sit on
thiA side of the House; if it convinces hon.gentlemen oppo-
site, they are indeed very easily convinced. That hon. gentle-
man endeavored to prove the correctness of his contention
by instituting a comparison between the deposits
of the Lower and Upper Provinces; and argued that because
thcy Were greater in the former in proportion to population
th'ey could not be used as an argument to show the pros-
perity of the country. Now, I will tell the hon. gentleman
and the House, what, in my opinion, his reasoning is
worth, and why the deposits in the savings banks of the
Lo*er Provinces are much greater in proportion than are
the doposits made in these bark's in Ontario and Quebec.
The hon. ,entleman himself answered his argument.
The hon. boutleman told the Itouse that money is taken.
from one investment and placed in another; and so it'
is *ith the earnings of the people. In the Lower Provinces
we have not reached that point in manufactures that has
been reached by the people of Ontario and Quebec, and which
we hope to arrive at by-and-bye. The savings of the people
of Ontario are invested in manufactures and bank stocks,
while in the Lower Provinces, owing to these manufactures
not having reached so forward a stage of advancement, the
money of the people is more largely deposited in the
savings banks. Why is it that the deposits in the banks
have increased? It is simply because the workingmen
of the country have been getting increased wages, and
have therefore been able to save money to put in the banks.
Reference has been made to the chartered banks by hon.
gentlemen opposite, and they quoted the prices of bank
stocks in 1874, and compared them with those of 1878. It
would have been much fairer to this House and the country,
if that hon. gentleman had compared the prices of
these stocks in 1874 with those of the present time ;
I will give the House the quotations of two or three
of the leading banks for those years, which will show
that the chartered banks, at all events, are enjoying a
great measure of prosperity, that prosperity being
the outcome of th employment given for their capital.
In 1874, the stock of the Bank of Montreal was quoted at
130 ; to-day it is quoted at 200. In 1878, Bank of Toronto
stock stood at 138; to-day it is 184. In 1874, Federal stock
was quoted at 98; to-day it is 161. Roference was also
made to the prices of our bonds in the Old Country,
and an hon. gentleman stated that the reason our
bonds were at their present high prices. was
because the money market of England is open to
the world. True, they are open to the world, but
were they not open to the other colonies as well as to our-
selves ? Why is it that our bonds are worth so machi more
to-day that they were some years ago ? It issimply bocause
we are not under the necessity of going into the market to
borrow monoy-simply because we have a surplus
and are able to pay our interest at maturity. I ask
if our credit would have stood as high as it stands
to-day if we had deficits staring us in the face year
after year, as hon. gentlemen had. I come next to the
question of importa versus exporta. Hon. gentlemen oppo-i
site have sought to make it appear that the utterances of
members of the Government to-day and those of some years
ago are entirely inconsistent. I maintain that such is not the
case, and that the hon. Finance Minister bas always said thati
it was the aim of the Government to make our exporte asi
nearly as possible equalize our imports. If the country is(
going to the doga, as hon. gentlemen say, with increasing1
exporta, let us contrast the condition of affaira in this
country during the last four years with that which existed
between 1874 and 1878, and show if the importa werej
nut as Much in exces of the expôrfs in the former periodi

Mr. BuN8.

as they have been for the last four years, and very
much greater. I will give the round numbors, so as not to
tire the House. In 1874 the exporta were $89,000,009, as
against $128,000,000 imports-or an excess of 43 per cent.
In 1875 the exports were 877,000,000; and the imports
$123,000,000, or au excess of 57 per cent. In 1876 the
exporta were $80,000,000; and the imports $93,000,000, an
excess of 15 per cent. In 1877 the exports were $75,000,000;
and the imports $99,000,000, or an excess of 32 per cent.
In 1878 the exports were $79,000,0000, as against
$93,000,000, an excess of 16 per cent.; or, taking the whole
five years, an averageo excess of imports over exports of 32
per cent. Let us now take the period between 1819 and
1882. In 1879 the exports were $71,000,000; and the im-
ports 881,000,000, or an excess of only 13 per cent. ln
1880 the exports were $87,000,000, and the imports
$86,000,000, a balance of trade on the right side, for, I be-
lieve, the first time in the history of our country. In 1881
the exports were $98,000,000, and the irnpor-ts $105,000,000,
4 excess of 17 per cent. In 1882, the exports were
$102,000,000, and the imports $119,000,000, an excess of 17
per cent ; or, taking the latter period, an average excess of
imports over exports of only 9 per cent. ns against 32 per
cent. in the former period. It bas often been sail, and I
suppose truly,that figures cannot lie; but hon. gentlemen on
the other side will not allow them to lie, they sat thein up
again and again but only to be demolished, I do not think
that it will be asserted that the Tariff prevented any
increase of exports, and, on the other hand, I think it can bo
truly asserted and is susceptible of proof, that it bas
decreased the imports. If during the last four years, which
is considered an cra of prosperity, we had not this Tariff in
force, if we had not had manufactures going on ail ur
the country, I ask, would not our importa have been very mt ch
greater ? What bas become of all the goods manufactured
in the country from 1878 to 1882? Have they been lost?
No, they have gone into consumption, and our imports have
been lessened thereby. Reference was made by an hon.
gentleman on the other side to the question of wheat, and
I think he sought to make it appear that the farmers of
Canada had not, under this Tariff, the control of their own
markets, and he instanced the fact that, because
5,838,156 bushels wore entered for home consumption in a
year, in which there was no duty levied, we could not
very well arrive at what was consumed in the country.
Well, if that bon. gentleman would turn up the exporta, he
would find a solution of the problem. In 1876 we imported
5,838,156 bushels and we exported, not the produce of
Canada, 3,177,979 bushels, showing that of what we imporýt-
ed into the country, 2,660,159 bushels went into consump-
tion; and to that extent the farmers were deprived of a
market for their wheat. In 1882 our total imports of wheat
were 2,931,220 buashels, and the exporta, not the produce of
Canada, were 2,580,498 bushels, showing that only 345,909
bushels went into consumption. Thon, again, with refer-
once to the balance of trade, it does not follow, and I think it
bas been admitted, that because our importa exceed our
exports, the country is in a bad state. In order to see that
an apparent excess of importa does not indicate that the
country is in debt to that extent, we must take into con-
sideration, as stated by the hon. Finance iMinister, the dis-
bursements on our ships. A large amount of money is
advanced by the shipper to the ship owner, to defray loading
expenses, port charges, wages, &c., and is drawn for against
freight payable at port of discharge. That money does not
enter into our exporta at all. The amount is a very consi-
derable one, much greater, I take it, than the amount stated
by the hon.Finance Minister. I think he placed the amount
at 5 per cent. on 8350,000,000, producing $17,500,000.
The amount would more likely be $25,000,000. There are
also the earnings of our ships, te which reference has been
made. Canada, as has been said, is the fourth ship-owning
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country of the world; its ships are trading in foreign
countries, soetimes the owners never see their ships, but
drafts representing their earnings are constantly coming in,
and adding to the wealth of the country; and go te help te
meet any balance of trade that may be against it. The
profits on our shipments, are no unimportant item, at 5 per
cent., an ordinary business profit, they would amount to
several millions of dollars. A still further item which
has not been mentioned is the earnings of our seamen
abroad, and which are constantly comingback te the country,
they may also be applied te reduce the balance against us.
There are also the earnings of a large number of our
people who are working in the woods and the factories of
the neighboring Republic. Taking all these items inito
consideration, although the balance of trade for last year is
shown by the Returns to lave been $17,500,000 against us,
it really has no existence, but had its amount very much
less, proportionately, than the smallest balance that was
against us under the regime of hon. gentlemen opposite,
because the volume of trade is so much larger. We are also
charged with lhaving placed ourselves in an attitude to pro-
clude us from obtaining Reciprocity from the United States.
That contention is absurd. I believe it is part of our Tariff law
that whenever the United States Government show a desire to
reciprocate by placing any article on the Free List, the
Governor in Council is authorized on our side te place the
same article on the Free List. Thereforewe have nothing te
fear from the position we have taken. Is it not much better
that we should be in the position of having something to give?
If we had notbing to give would the United States open their
doors to us? We would be met with the statement: "Oh, if
we open our markets to you, you have nothing te give us in re-
turn." lion. gentlemen opposite have made labored efforts te
show this House that the price of farm produce las not been
benefited by the operation of this Tariff. Well, the same
argument that I have applied to other matters will apply
to this-that if we had not imposed duties on grains coming
from foreign countries, our farmers would not have been
able te realize the price they did. Te my mind, no class in
this Dominion derive as much advantage, to-day, from the
operation of the Tariff as the farming class. I would ask
the bon. members from Prince Edward Island, if they could
have obtained, during the past year, the same priee for
their oats as they did, if our markets were fiee to the
United States? They would not have had the markets
of New Brunswick or Nova Scotia. Therefore, I say the
Tariff was a very great boon to them in this respect. The
ion. member for Queen's las read te the House a statement
to show that the farmers of New Brunswick have not had
the control of their own market under the Tariff; and how
las he attempted to show that? Simply by reading the
epxorts of farm produce from the Province of New Bruns-
wick. Does that go te prove that the market of New
Brunswick was not completely under the control of the
farmers ? What they exported was simply the surplus that
they had after the market of their own Province was supplied.
When ho quotes the large export of certain articles from
New Brunswick, the figures ho las given do not, te my
mind, correctly represent the surplus of the farmers of New
Brunswick, because a large portion of the farm produce and
the produce of the dairy-butter, cheese, oats and other
articles of that kind-which are consumed on the north
shore of New Brunswick are brought in from Quebec, On-
tario and Prince Edward Island, therefore the farmers of
New Brunswick had not the amount of produce te export
which the figures ofthe hon. gentleman would seem te indi-
cate. Then there is the ship: ing industry. That matter
las been so very ably dealt with by the hon. member for
Westmoreland, that very little is left me te say on it. As
was stated by my hon friend, sailing ships are driven
from the seas by steamers, and I am pleased te learn the
Government intend to encourage the building of composite.

ships which will be able to compote with iron ships and
in a mensure with steamers. Whilo we are not building a
very large amount of tonnage, we are building a large num-
ber of vessels to run between the Dominion and the West
Indies and South America, and which find enployment
in carrying away our lumber and our fish, and in bringing
return cargoes of raw sugar for our refineries, which are
giving so much employment to our people, and which are
doing so much to build up, not only our shipping industry,
but the trade of the country generally. Our friends on the
other side seem to demur very strongly to the verdict of the
people. They will not accept it, but 1 think it is time thoy
opened their eyes to the fact that the peoplo in 1878 and
18S2 very emphatically endorsed tho policy of the present
Government, and that they should turn their efforts
in a different direction froin that they are now
pursuing. It is claimed by hon. gentlemen opposite that
the Government sectured its majority by what is commonly
called tho gerrymandering process. I am not going to talk
of the effoct of this in Ontario, but i know that no gerry-
mandering was done in New Brunswick or Nova Seotia, and
I do not think any was done in Quebec. Yet what do we
find ? From Quebec to Cape Breton, with the exception of
one county, every constituency along the sea-board has sent
a supporter of the Government. In every one of those con-
stituencies the National Policy was the issue pure and simple,
and I know that in the county which I have the honor to
represent, and which is one of the greatest,if not the greatest
fishing county in the Dominion, and is also a good farming
and lumbering county, the issue of the National Policy was
placed as squarely as I could ple it before the people, and
they adopted that policy and sont mue bore to support it.
And I do not think it can be said that the gentleman who
opposed me was, by any rmeans, a mean exponent of the
views of hon. gentlemen opposite. I had iitended at one
time to cast at the bon. member for North No-folk that
famous '76 speech of bis, but that bas been donc much more
ably and effectively by my hon. friend from King's. I
will simply refer to one statement of the hon. gentleman
for North Norfolk, viz.: that he would not object to a
20 per cent. Tariff. I think we can show from the utter-
anees of that hon. gentleman himself, that the average
amount of duties paid on goods importd Jinto this coun-
try ouly amounted to 19- per cent., so that we are
under the 20 per cent. Tarif be said ho would like to see im-
posed. The bon. member for Queen's bas said that we have
not yet seen in the Province of New Brunswick any of the
tall chimnies promised us by the promoters of the National
Policy. I take issue with him there. While the state-
ment may be true as regards the county of King's, it must
be remembered tbat that is purely an agricultural constitu-
ency. In that county, so far as I tan recollect, there was only
one industry of any consequence-a boot and shoe factory
-and through causes which if is unnecessary to state that
factory has been closed. What çan be said of that can be
said of many others of a similar kind ; but if the bon. gen-
tleman will turn lis attention to the metropolis of New
Brunswick-St. John-will ho not find tall chimnies there?
To-day, in St. John, a very large cotton mill is being built;
aiso a cotton mill in the town of Moncton, in adi.tion to
the factories already established in those places, and all
due to the National Poliey. ln addition to the cotton mill
now being erected in St. cohn, the capacity of the old cotton
mill has been very materially increased. Therefore, I say,
not to speak of the bolt and nut works, and the amount of
work doue by the foundries tbere in connection with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, and all the other requiremints of
the country, we will find that St. John is becorming a large
manufacturing centre. I tliinik the bon. gentleman is not
discharging his duty to the Province of New Brunswick, or
to this House, when he keeps out of sight the fact that St.
John is certainly increasing the number of its manufactur-

1883. 4R.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL .,
ing industries. In Nova Scotia, a new cotton mill is in which affects the Province of Manitoba. I shall not attempi
progress at Windsor, also one at Halifax, and a large te go over the whole question now before the House with any
sugar refinery; and to-day, in glancirig over the paper, alaborate arguments as to the merits of the National
I saw an advertisement calling for tenders for the erection Policy ; but in the interests of my constituency, in the
of a new sugar refinery in Dartmouth. The output of interest of Manitoba and the North-West, I wish te refer to
coal, I may add, has also very largely increased in Nova that portion of the Tariff, or to the changes which the hon.
Scotia through the operation of the National Policy. Now, Finance Minister proposes to make in the Tarif, which
Sir, the general effects which have followed the National I consider will be very injurions to the settlers of the North-
Policy are these: our people are better employed, they get West. It is a well-known fact to those who have taken the
better wages, they are kept at home. Instead of going to trouble to study the question, and who have resided in
the United States, they find employment at their own doors. Manitoba or the North-West for any length of time, that,
The farmers are getting botter prices for their products than notwithstanding all the arguments to the contrary, the
they would get if this policy were not in existence. The settlers out there pay the duty on agricultural implements.
manufacturer has the home market for himself. It is not I do not think there is any question at all in the minds of
necessary for us to go abroad to borrow money. Notwith- the people of that country on that point, no matter what
standing the statements from the other side, I assert that stripe of polities they may belong te. I am perfectly satis.
the goods our manufacturers produce under the operation fied that if a vote was takcn to-morrow, thut not only tho
of this Tariff, are given to the consumer just as cheaply as Reform b: t the Conservative electors of the whole Province
they could have been given under a 20 per cent. Tariff-a of Manitoba would declare by a nine-tenths majority against
similar class of goods imported from the other side of the an increased duty on agricultural implements. We
water. We get as cheap goods, and we get botter goods. are perfectly well aware that it has been the policy of the
I assert, as a matter of fact, that the article of tweeds, Governrmont to foster the manufacturirig industries of the
referred to by hon. gentlemen opposite, are produced eastern portion of the Dominion, and notwithstanding that
cheaper and better under the operation of this Tariff than it is a burden upon our people we are willing to pay a fair
they could have been imported under a 20 per cent. Tariff. share of that excessive duty in order to give the policy a fair
It has had the effect to shut out a lot of inferior products of trial. But when the hon. Finance Minister started out with
the mills in Manchester and other English cities. Take the assertion in his opening remarks that he had $1,250,000
the ordinary kind of tweeds, 'costing 2s. a yard, largely to give away, or in other words, lessen the burdens of the
made up of shoddy. Under a 20 per cent. Tariff people, because he had a large surplus, I hoped that we were
those goods cost, laid down, about 63 ets. a yard-; to receive a small share, at all events, of that $1,250,000;
I assert, without fear of contradiction, that you can buy a but, Sir, I was surprised to find before he got through
Canadian tweed for 55 or 60 ets. ayard, amuch botter article, th:at instead of attempting to lessen the burdens of the
and giving much better satisfaction, than English tweed. people of the North-Wa t lie was going to increase them by
Again, the policy of the Government bas given us choap adding to the duties upon agricultural implements. Here
tea ; it has given us free tea. Not only that, but it bas con. is what he said :
ferred on the people of the Maritime Provinces, and more "If yon take up the list of the American houses in Winnipeg, you will
particularly on the county I represent, an inestimable boon find that they offer their agricultural implements at precisely the same
in the fishery bounty of $150,000. I ask you if wo prices as our manufacturers, and a fair inference is that they allow them
were under the regime of the hon. gentlemen oppo- a larger margin than our own people allow them. The result is that

stecould they afford to giv unless some steps are taken, the Americans will drive our people out of
site, with deficit after deficit,ygv that market, and they will not reduce the prica of the implement to the
that bounty to the fishermen ? No, Sir. My bon. friends consumer, because our people show that their prices are as cheap as
opposite will say that the money was due to the people of those of the United States; and we ask Parliament to say, inasmuch as
the Maritime Provinces, under the award of the Washing. the people of Canada who mrnufacture these implements can produce

them as cheaply and sell them at from 10 to 15 per cent. less than 1878,
ton Treaty, but if we had deficit after deficit, that and are prepared to supply them as cheap as the Americans, that they
$150,000 would have to be taken to meet the ordinary will not be driven ont of the country, and theiefore we ask for th s

requirements of the Government. I was glad to hear that increase of the Tariff."
the attention of the Government bas been drawn to the I must assume that the hon.Finance Minister was not in pos-
necessity of botter trade relations with the people of session of the facts when he made that statement. He says,
other countries. It is very desirable that our trade should in the first place, that in 1878 agricultural implements were
be increased in the direction of the West Indies and Brazil, from 10 to 15 per cent. higher than they are at the present
and also with the continental countries otSpain, Fra cca, Italy time. Is the bon. gentleman aware that in 1878 we had no
and elsewbere, in order that we may become less dependent railway to Winnipeg, and consequently agricultural imple-
on the United States for a market. To my mind, the West monts had to be carted there overland, or taken in flat
Indies and South America are the natural markets for the boats, and ne wonder they wore higher thon than they are
Maritime Provinces I hope every effort will be made by at the present tie-it is unfair to make a comparison
the Government to develop trade in that direction. In con- with that tue, and 1 hope hon, gentlemen do net think the
nection with this matter I may mention that there is a feel- people cf Manitoba are se dull as te believe that argument.
ing in the Maritime Provinces that molasses shouid be placed Thon the bon. gentleman says that roprosentatiens were
on the Free List. It enters largely into everything that we made te him, by a deputation cf agricultural implement
produce, yet it may be necessary te retain the duty now manufacturers, ibat the American agents are giving more
levied on it in order that we may better be enabled to secure liberal terms than tho Canadian makors are able te effer,
Reciprocity for our fish and our lumber with countries pro- and, if they are not protected by 10 or 15 per cent.
ducing it. I regard that point in the same way that I regard more duty the Canadian makers wil ho driven eut cf the
our position with the United. States. 1 do not desiro to de- market. I bave net had the opportunity or tho time to
tain the House any longer. I can only say in conclusion, make enquiries frein my constituents or communicate with
that having been sent bore to support the policy of the nîl the implemont dealers in the North-West, but I have
Government, and having heard nothing from the other side received information frein those who are botter informed on
to cause me to cbanze my views or prove recreant to tho the questionthan eitler the hon.FinanceMinister or myself
trust reposed in me, I shall continue to support that policy that quite the contraryis the case. We ail know thatin tfle
and give al the assistance I can towards carrying it out. States cf Dakota and Minnesota we bave strong competiters

Mr. SU THERLAND (Selkirk). I desire to direct the for the immigration going into the North-West. If we ar
attention cf the flouse briefiy te that portion of the Tarif net able t offer as god inducements te settlers on our side

Mr. Buassç.

480



COMMONS DEBATES.
of the line as those States eau offer, we must expect to lose
a large portion of the immigrants. In a strip of land 100
miles wide in Dakota, immediately south of Manitoba, it is a
well-known fact that three-fourths of the settlers are
Canadians. There is no use in denying the fact. I am
not here to make speeches that can be used by
American agents against immigration to Manitoba, but
the truth must be told, and if the hon. Minister of Finance
will not take the trouble to ascertain the facts I am
forced to the conclusion that I must tell the whole truth in
order that our case may be fairly and honestly presented.
There must be good reasons for all those Canadians settling
on the American side of the line; there is no use in saying
there is not. What are they? They are told, and it is a
stock argument with American agents, that the outfit for
the first year to start farming can be purchased
by the settler much cheaper in the United States than in
Canada. I regret to say there is too much truth in that
statement; I regret also to say that the statement will be
intensified by the increased duty which the hon. Minister
proposes to impose on agricultural implements. I think he
is putting a stronger argument in the moaths of the Ameri-
eau agents than 1, or any other hon. member cau do, that
they will have botter arguments with which to canvass
Canadians passing through that country than heretofore; and
as the Canadian Pacifie IRailway will not be finished for
another two or three years, the loss of immigrants to the
Canadian North-West passing through the United States will
be very much greater than is represented in this House. If
Manitdba and the North-West were likely to produce manu-
facturing establishments, if we had the raw materials there
for manufacturing agricultural implements, there might be
some excuse for protecting this product; but, it is a well-
known fact that, with the exception of the lumber interest,
there is no manufacturing interest in that country,
nor is there likely to be any for a long time. It is
a fact, that we cannot bring in raw material, pig
iron and other articles required, and pay the freight on
it, and compote with manufactured goods from abroad;
and not until we have a railway built to Hudson's
Bay, can we expect to compote with our neighbors
across the line. 1 hQpe that at no very distant day we will
open this country and obtain the raw material for ianu-
facturing, such as the coal and iron, and build up a Montreal
at the mouth of Nelson River before very many years have
passed away. I am not replying to any of the arguments
on the general question of the Tariff, but I am confining
myself entirely to the Province from which I come, and
I voico the opinion of the people when I say that the hon.
Finance Minister never made a greater mistake in bis life
than when he proposed to inerease the duty on agricultural
implements. I do not ask that the duty should be abolished
altogether, inasmuch as the country bas pronouneed largely
in favor of the National Policy; it must romain as it is, I
suppose, during this Parliament. I am not going to
oppose the present duty, bocause I am not here, as I
have stated, to discuss the question of existing duties
in detail, but if those who have voted for it, and believe
it is right, are satisfied, I must be. Returning to the inter-
view between the hon. Minister of Finance and the agricul-
tural implement makers, and the arguments used, I think
it strange the hon. gentleman did not think it worth bis
while to consult the people of Manitoba through their
representatives, but allowed the manufacturers to come
here and bulldose the Government into enacting a higher
Tariff and placing more taxes on settlers in Manitoba without
consulting them in one way or the other. I am not aware
that the hon. gentleman mentioned this matter beforehand
to any of the members for Manitoba, and I think the time
has come when more attention should be paid to the wants
and requirements of the people of that country by the
Government of the day than has been doue heretofore.

s1

It is all very well for hon. Ministers to sit in their cushioned
chairs and govern the people of the North-West with-
out possessing practical experience of the country, or
seeking information respecting it. What are representa-
tives sent here for, if not to be consulted, especially respect-
ing the requirements of their own Province? But the hon.
Finance -Minister appears to think more of a fow manufac-
tures than of the bone and sinew of Manitoba. With-
out consulting their representatives in any way whatever,
ho comes down to this House and proposes to increase the
duty on agricultural implementb going into that country.
As I said betore, I hoped that if we were not to get any
portion of the $1,250,000 which ho proposes to distribute by
reducing the taxation of tho country, at least we should not
be taxed any more than we were, and if ho bad left us
alone I would have been botter satisfied; but he bas not only
lowered the duties on some goods, but ho has put other
goods on the Free List, and bas not only protected manufac-
turers, in some cases with higher duties, but he proposes to
give away a portion of this money in the shapo of bounties to
manufacturing industries. Well, Sir, I might perhaps approve
of the policy of giving bounties to certain industries in this
country. I believe that this after ail may be the propor way to
pretect some manufacturing interests, and I think that if the
b on. gentleman had taken into consideration the industries
of the North-West and had considered for a moment before
ho made the statement that ho would inerease the duty on
agricultural implements, and before ho gave the people of
the North-West what I suppose ho considered a quid pro quo
in the shape of the entry on the Freo List of agates, rubies,
pearls, sapphires, emeralds and opals, we might have hadja
different proposal. Why, Sir, we asked them for bread
and they gave us a stone. We asked thein not to increase
the burden on agricultural implements, the staple articles
required in our country to produce our bread, and, Sir,
they give us precious stones without duty. Well, Sir,
on behalf of the agricultural interest of the Province
of Manitoba, and the laborers and farmers of that country,
I return to the hon. Minister of' Finance my sincere
thanks for this great favor; but if the hon. Minister of
Finance has determined that the duty on agricultural imple-
monts shall be increased-although I believe ho will find it
nocessary to reconsider this question before the matter is
settled-if ho is bound that ho shall impose this extra duty,
then I ask him teoextend the same liberal policy towards
the agriculturists of Manitoba and the North-West that ho
has extended, or proposes to extend, to the iron interests of
the Eastern Provinces. If ho proposes to adopt that sys-
tom, and to inaugurate that policy, why should he not give to
the farmers of the North-Westi10 ets. per bushel bounty
on wheat and 5 ets. a bushel on coarso grains during the
next three or four years, in compensation for this extra
duty on implements; and I shall thon be prepared to lot
the thing go.

Mr. LANDRY. Hear, hear.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I hear an hon. gentleman call out

"hear, hear,;" but I can show him by a very simple calcula-
tion- and will do so at a later stage, if necessary-that the
increase in the duty from 25 to 35 per cent. on implements
would not be more than balanced in three or four years by
10 ets. bounty on each bushel of wheat, and 5 ets. a bushel
on our coarse grains. It may appear to be a very
remarkable statement to make; but it is the fact. If
this thing is to be perpetuated for a certain number
of years, of course this wili be necessary. It is said
that we get free homes and free land in the North-West;
but in the outfit of implements only, which it is noces-
sary for the immigrant going into that country to pur-
chase-because he cannot take agricultural implements
from here to the North-West, these being unsuitable for
that country-he pays over $1 an acre for his 160 acres,
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the very first year that he settles in that courtry, in the
way of duty. There are many good reasons why this
increase of duty should not be imposed, and I think I shall
be able to show that, at all evente, the universal opinion of
the people of that country, is, that this duty should not be
increased. As I said before, I have not had the time to
place myself in communication with all the dealers in the
North-West; but I have received sufficient assurances, at
all events, to know that they are all, or nearly all, opposed
to this increase in the Tariff. Of course, the implement
dealers who deal exclusively in Canadian goods, may use the
same argument which, Ipresume, was used with the hon. Fin.
ance Minister, in order to induce him to increase this duty.
I have a letter wbich I received by this day's mail, giving
the views of one of the largest dealers in these goods in the,
North-West, and, I may add, by the way, that ho is a
prominent Conservative; of course, if I read letters from any
others than supporters of the Government, they would not
be believed. One of the largest dealers and the oldest house
established in this relation in the country, state on this
subject their views, as follows:-

" We were alwa lain favor of dealing in oods of Canadian manufac-
ture. We started usiness here in 1877, wit the determination of con-
fining our attention chiefly to manufactures of our own country. We
found in 1878 and 1879 that our Canadian goode were reasonably fair ;,
but from that time there was a depreciation in quality to such an extent
that as a matter of self protection, in order to keep our trade as against
other dealers, we were drawn to purchase in the United States.

"Regarding prices, take the following examples:-
'STEAX TsREsm s.-The price list herewith (marked A) of the Can-

adian manufacturers, Stevens, Turner & Burns, of London, Ont., shows
the price ln Winnipeg to be $1,515.

"The price list herewith (marked B) of the J. J. Case Threshing
Machine Company of Racine, Wisconsin, shows their price in Winnipeg
for the same article to be $2,000, or a difference in favor of the Stevens,
Turner & Burns, of $485, or about 38J per cent. less than the American
article. Case's price for the same article at Racine is even more than
the Canadian machine in Winnipeg-namely, $1,585.

" We sell the American made machine at $2,000 in preference to the
Canadian at $1,515, not because we desire to do so, as our own interests
are in the direction of Canadian manufactures but because the Cana-
dian article is so far behind the other, that the Mantoba farmer prefers
to pay the large difference in amount and take the American article.

IAMERIcAN PLOUGH-PRIRIE QuEEN.-Price list shows the cash price
here of the twelve-inch breaking plough, manufactured by John Deere &
Co., Moive, Illinois, to be $25.

"Price list shows the cash price here of the same plough manufactured
by the Thomeon & Williams Manufacturing Co., Stratford, Ont , to be
$20.

" We sell 20 of the American to one of the Canadian, in spite of the
difference in price. If they were to put on a hundred per cent. duty
farmers would take the American. They cannot keep the American
out, so as to secure the' market to the Canadian. The Canadian
manufacturer does not secure the trade of the country by the higher
duties. The farmer here will continue to purchase the American
article, and the increased price imposed upon him in the way of duty
will not benefit the Canadian, but will be so much more tribute he bas
to pay to the Government without any effect in increasing home
industries. But by-and-bye, the weight will be so burdensome to him,
combined with other things that he bas to contend with in this country,
that he will remove to the United States, where he can get what he
requires and what he cannot do without at about first cost.

'SLF-BrsDas.-Respecting these: We have always dealt in Canada
for self-binders until now we are driven to get them in the States. And
for the reason chiefly that the Canadian manufacturera are quite
unable to supply the country with the number it requires. Messrs.
Elliott & Son, of London, Ont., manufacture these binders. We
have been aeting as their agents for three or four years past. But
we found that they were unable to meet the demand, and we had to
make arragements with the U'nited States firms, or lose the trade.
Last September, in arranging for the trade cf 1883, we found that we
should require at least 400 binders and 400 mowers. We applied for them
to Elliott & Son, but they advised us that they could not possibly supply
us with more than 250 of each kind. We were consequently obliged to
give up Elliott & Son, London, and go to McCormick, Chicago, not-
withstanding that the Chicago price is $10 more. Oui own interest
is entirely in the direction of the Canadian article, and for the very good
reason that our commission on the Canadian article is nearly double
what is allowed us on the American. The Canadian binder sella here
for $340, the American for $350. (See price list D.) There is this
further te be said in this matter, that the Canadian article is inferior to
the American.

"Again regarding the inadequacy of the Canadians to meet the
demand. We applied last December te Messrs. Stevens, Turner &
Burns, of London, Ont., for from fifty to seventy-five outfits in the
shape of steam and power threshing machine, in the proportion, say ci
about half of each kind. Their rep]y was that they would supply us

Mr. SUTHUAND (Selkirk).

with saine outfits, but they could not bind themselves te any given
aumber.

" Canadian manufacturera themselves, or their agents in Winnipeg,
were compelled last year to purchase United States bnders and ploughs,
being unable to supply the demand from their own establishments. It
is out of the question te contend that they can supply us with what we
want in these articles. Last year we were unable te get from them
more than one-half of what we wanted. We lost heavily in consequence.
We were always on nettles, because we could not get what we required.
We were then dealing in Canada for all goods excepting ploughs and
seeders. In the matter of ploughs alone, we are quite sure that over
five thousand farmers in the North-West would have to do this year
without ploughs if they were net snpplied from the United States. We

.can Vive the names of the manufacturera in Canada who, by themselves
or their agents, bought from parties u the United Stateabte aupply the
domand in this markeot, which- they vers theinsolvos unable te meet.

"Our business last year amounted to $459,000. This year we have
bought goods te represent a business of from $600,000 to $700,000.'

This is the statement of one of the leading firms of Mani-
toba on the question of increased duty, and he is a Con-
servative.

Mr. FARROW. Wbat is his name ?
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the hon. Finance Minister will

give me the name of the agents who said they were paid more
by the Americans than by the Canadians I have no objection
to give the name of my informer.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. Finance Minister did not ask
you bis name.

Mr. CHARLTON. One of his lieutenants did.
Mr. BOWELL. One of his lieutenants did not.
Mr. SUTIIERLAND. I think little more would be re-

quired to show the utter absurdity of putting any more
dufy on agricultural implements. 1 believe that if the hon.
Finance Minister had taken proper measures to make him-
self familiar with the subject, ho never would have proposed
any such increased duty. However, there is no use talking,
so long as the Govei nment w il insist on having their own
way in these matters, without consulting the interests of the
Province of Manitoba; and just so long wil tlhey be unpopular
in that Province. I am bound to say that at the present
time, for reasons whikh I could explain with reference to the
land policy and other matters, the Government is un-
popular in the Province of Manitoba. I do not know that
the Government is altogether to blame for this. We have
been unfortunate in not having our case presented on the
floor of this louse, but I do not know that the Government
have taken the trouble to ascertain the causes of our griev-
ances. They were not properly ventilated here, and 1 sup
pose the Government assumed that we were satisfied. We
have been very forbearing, and we are willing, if we must, to
put up with a duty of 25 per cent.;but we think the time bas
come when there is such a thing as paying too much for a
good thing, and [believe that the proposal made by the hon.
Finance Minister will be one of the most unpopular acts of
the Government. This is not only the opinion ofthe agricul-
tural implement men but of every man who knows anything
about the question ; and it is the universal opinion of the
press of Manitoba and the North-West. I will quote an
article from the leading Conservative organ of the city of
Winnipeg-the Winnipeg Times. At the very time when the
hon. Finance Minister was delivering his Budget Speech the
well.known editor of the Winnipeg Times-one of the ablest
writers in Canada- was writing the following:-

" The attempt ncw being made by Ontario manufacturera te induce
the Finance Minister te increase the duties on certain articles that they
may secure a more complete monopoly of the North-West market, will,
it is te ho heped, be fruastrated. The North-West settler bas many diffi.
culties te face at the outset, and every dollar added te his burdens is a
material drawback te the future of this region. People down East are
apt te forget that the North-West has formidable competitors in Dakota
and Minnesota, te go no further south or west. The settler, Canadian
and Britisb, naturally prefers bis own flag and oeil te the foreigner's;
but when bis pooket is unduly pinched the pressure seriously affects bis
patriotism. The most cogent argument used by the agents of Anibrican
railroad companies juat aow is that on their aide of theU line the four
great necessaries of a settler'a life-lumber, fuel, agricuItural imple-
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mentesand provisions-are eheprr than on this. There is no denying
it; all that can be said in reply is that when the all-Canadian route is
completed from the Landing eastward, prices will come down here.

"Two or three years must elapse,however,before that event can occur;
meanwhile irreparable injury may be done to the North-West by in-
creasing the duties and sending current prices still higher. There is, or
was, a legend in the Eastern Provinces that the consumer does not pay
the duty. That was an excellent joke, but it is not regarded in that
light up here, where the consumer in every purchase he makes finds the
duty addingjuet so much to the cost of the article. Some day, when
our coal fields and iron mines are developed, and when the railroad
brings us into direct communication with the great lumber region iying
between Lake Superior and Ottawa, we shall no doubt set up in manu-
facturing for ourselves. But until that day dawns, the Government,
instead of adding to the profits of the Ontario manufacturers by in-
creasing duties, should endeavor, as far as may be possble, to lighten
the burdens of the North-West settler, oi whose prosperity alone the
future of this country rests. The pioneer, after all, is more te the
North-West than the Ontario manufacturer."

When the writer was penning these words he had littie idea
that the hon. Finance Minister was thon making the astound.
ing statement to the House that he proposed to increase the
duties on agriculturai implements ; and after the news was
telegraphed to Winnipeg, in the same paper appeared the
following :-

'' There is one feature of the speech, and perhaps only one, which will
not meet with approval in the North-West. The duty on agricultural
implements has been raised to 35 per cent. all round. The duty before
was 20 and 25 per cent. Sir Leonard justifies the alteration on the ground
that it is necessary to preserve the North-West market for Eastern man-
ufacturere. But as the development of the North-West and its future
progress rest not with the Eastern implement maker, but wholly with
the North-West pioneer, it does seem to us that the latter ought also to
have re ceived somesort of consideration. The high priceotf agrieultural
implements in Manitoba is one of the stock arguments, one of the unas-
ailable arguments put before the emigrant as he passes through the
States on his way hither; and certainly the proposed increase will not
lesson its cogency. It is to be hoped that before the debate on the Bud-
get is closed, and the Tariff changes passed, the Finance Minister will
see his way to encouraging the North-West settler as well as the Ontario
capitalist.'

In the issue of the same paper that arrived to-day another
article appears. This question is, no doubt, occupying a
great deal of the attention of the people, when we find three
leading articles-in succession in the Conservative paper. In
fact, I am informed that indignation meetings are being
held there, and that a deputation will be down here shortly
to oppose this duty. The latest article is as follows

"The Finance Minister purposes increasing the duty on agricultural
implements from 29 and 25 per cent. te 35 per cent. ai] round, on the
ground that American manufacturera are paying large commissions toj
Winnipeg agents in order to induce them to sell American rather than
Canadian articles; s anbecauee it is necessary to preserve the North-
West market te Canadien makers.

" As to the commissions, The Times has had an opportunity, one1
which Sir Leonard bas clearly not been afforded, of examining the con-
tracte existing between American uand Canadiau niakers and their Win-
nipeg agents last year. Instead of the American makers offering larger
commissions than their Canadian competitors, the latter offer commis-
sions rnnuing from 13à per cent. on mowere to 16J per cent. on binders
in excess of the commissions offered by American firme like that of Mc-
Oormick. The Winnipeg agents, therefore, have the strongest possible
inducement to give Canadian machines the preference. Unfortunately,
the settler prefers the American machine. If the two machines were
put on an equal footing as regards price, 100 American would be sold
for one Canadian. The trouble with the Oanadian manufacturer js that
the present Tarif has somewhat spoiled him. In 1879 and 1880, bis
machines were almost as good as the best made by McCormick; but
since then ho bas taken to 'scamping' the work, trusting to the duty
to protect him against superior American implements. lu the North-
West, time is the essence of seeding time and harvest. A badly con-
structed machine entails grievous loss on the settler when every minute1
is pr ciou, and last harvest complainte against Canadian-made imple-
ment rofarilkinds came from evry quarter.dMoreover, the Eastern
mianufacturera are quite tuabie te eupply tbe demand for thie year. lu
short, leading Winnipeg dealers have been literally compelled, in spiteC
of the larger commissions paid them by the Eastern makers, te go te
Chicago and Racine for their supplies for the coming season. The duty
of 2) aInd 25 per cent. would have afiorded the Canadian maker the
amplest protection had his goods been :aleable. Thus a steam thresh- t
ing-machine of twelve horse-power costs $1,585 on the cars at Racine,
the headquarter of the J J. Case Company, and $2,000 when landed at
Winmpeg after payment of freight rates and the 25 per cent. duty. A
machine of the same power and built on the same principle can be laidï
down tu Winnipeg by the Ontario maker for $1,515-the Ontario makerf
thus having an advantage of nearly $500 on each machine. But the t
farmer prefers to buy the Racine machine because of its superior work-
manship and material, and because he can rely upon it doing ils work

and doing it well. Increasing the duty 10 per cent. is simply addingjust so much te the farmer'e burdens or else forcing him to buy an in-
ferior article from a manufacturer to whom he is aIreatly giving a bonus
of 25 per cent. on the value of each machine. This may be good for the
Ontarior manufacturer, but it will net suit the North-West settler and
to him alone the Government must look for the development of thisregion."
I have one more short article from another Conservative
paper in the North-West, the Regina Leader, edited by the'
well-known Mr. Nicholas Flood Davin. It las net taken
hiin long to change his views after going to the North.West
any more than it has taken most others who have gone
there during the last year or two. That gentleman says:•

"Sir Leonard Tilley will add to hie reputation as a financier if be
recognizes the fact that it i as ridiculous to apply the same tariffe to
Regina as to Toronto as it would be to wear the same overcoat In Regina
that one had been accustomed to wear in Toronto or even Ottawa."

Now, Sir, I think I have shown pretty conclusively that the
views of the people of Manitoba are largely against the in-
crease of duty on agricultural implements. When the hon.
Finance Minister boasts of a surplus, and proposes at the
same time to lessen the burdens of the people by giving
back some of the surplus, I think it is very unfair to the
people of that country that, instead of giving them the bene-
fit of any of the reduction in taxation, he should have in-
creased their taxes. The chief trouble about agricultural
implements is that Canadian manufacturers have not the
experience to enablo them to manufacture for a prairie
country, so as te compote against the manufacturers of the
Western States, who ave had thirty or forty years' expe-
rience. The American manufacturers are always ahead of the
Canadian manufacturers in their improvements. It is impossi-
ble for a Canadian manufacturer, at this time, to make a
plough that will compete with tho Deore plough at Racine,
Wisconsin. There is something about the casting which, it is
said, the Canadian manufacturer cannot get hold of, though
one firm, Frost & Wood, have come near it; and that being the
case, is it reasonable that we should have topay a high price
unnecessarily for that article which we must have. In heavy
or clay land the Canadian plough will net turn the furrows
and will not clean itself. There are to-day many of these
Canadian ploughs in the North-West that cannot be sold.
It is only the new settler, who knows nothing about it, that
will use it; but lie soon finds his mistake, when he sees the
advantages of the American plough used by his neighbor.
We are a go-ahead people in the North-West, and are bound
to have the best article, no matter what it costs. With
regard to the business in which I am eugaged, although it
is the greatest industry in the North-West, it has the
smallest protection-only 20 per cent. But we are perfectl
satisfied with that protection; and if the Government will
come down and wipe out all the protection on implements
and other things that affect the North-West, we shall be
perfectly satisfied that it should be taken off lumber as well,
We have to go to the United States for our maohinery,
because we cannot get what we want in Canada at any price
at all. We have to compete, in manufacturing our lumber,
with the mills in Minnesota; and the machinery they use
is far ahead of any manufactured in Canada. I, myself,
have to pay nearly double the price for machinery that I
weuld have to pay in Canada; but I am forced to keep
abreast of the times, and have, consequently, te use the same
machinery as my neighbor, although there is a duty of 25
or 39 per cent. upon it. It may appear very strange te
hon. gentlemen opposite that we cannot use Canadian ma-
chinery thore as well as they do here. The reason is that
the Americans are continually making improvements, and
making them so rapidly that the Canadian manufacturer
cannot keep pace with them; and we must have the best
mnachinery made. I will give one inLstance. One Of the
greatest revolutions made in Paw-mill machinery during
the last few years is the steam feed and rotary mills
We do not produce them at all, becaume there. le a
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patent right on them, and they will not probably be
manufactured here for some time to come. The same
argument that applies to milling machinery, applies
to other machinery, and I only particularize this class
because I happen to do business in that fine. If the
hon. Finance Minister is bound to go ahead with lis
proposition to increase the duty on agricultural imple-
ments, he will place the Province of Manitoba in the
position of a wet nurse to the manufactures of this coun-
try; and I think she is mueh too young for the business.
The policy which ho bas laid down in his speech, of
giving a bounty for a certain number of years, if intro-
duced-I think three years--to iron manufactured in
Canada, should be extended by giving a bounty of 10 cts.
per bushel on wheat and 5 ets. on coarse grains. This would
be a very small amount, but there is nothing he could
do that would more aid immigration to the North-West
than a policy of that kind.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. ilear, hear.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The hon. gentleman says "hear,

hear." I hope ho will-adopt my proposal, and sbould he do
so I will give him a good "hear, heur," when he comes out
to the North-West. If he should not I do not know what
may happen. At all events we desire fair play. We think
it is only fair that this excessive taxation should be borne as
evenly as possible by all parts of the community; but if the
Government are bound to take the opinions of agricultural
implement men in Ontario in preference to those of the far-
mers of the North-West lhey may expect, as has been laid
down in the article I have read, that nothing but dissatisfac
tion will exist in that country. Ie, on the other hand, they
should consult the wishes of the people in the future more
than they have in the past, and before they take an import.
ant step of this kind make the necessary enquiries; if the
hon. Finance Minister would spend two or three weeks in
the North-West in the summer, ho would come back with a
vastly different opinion as to the duties on those imple.
ments. If the hon. gentleman will act on the views
I have expressed ; and harmonize his policy with
the wishes of the people of the North-West, thon, and not
till thon, may we expect to see that great and glorious
country settled with a happy and prosperous people.

Mr. HAWKINS. I am quite aware that great latitudeis
allowed in the discussion of the Tariff, and that every
manner of possible and impossible states of affairs is brought
to bear in the discussion of this question, but I shall take a
different course, and endeavor to confine mysolf to the dis-
cussion of the question proper-the Tariff itself. In re-
sponse to my hon. friend from Selkirk, I may say that I
feel quite satisfied there are many persons in Manitoba who
would be very willing that the older Provinces should taxk
themselves to build the Canadian Pacific railway to Mani-i
toba and the North-West, to open up the country and givei
value to its lands--

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. And make them millionaires.
Mr. HA WKINS. And as the hon. Finance Minister hasa

said, create millionaires in that country with almost railway
speed. In this part of the country we feel that while wet
are investing millions of the taxes collected from the(
older Piovinces of the Dominion in developing the North-t
West with a rapidity almost unknown, not only in our owns
history but in that of the United States as well, we aree
perfectly justified in telling our bon. friend that we cannotr
consent to any such one-sided arrangement as that which
Le advocates. What seems to be the burden of complaintv
on the part of the Piovince he represents, is, that it is i
believed to be desi.able by the hon. Financ Minister that i
bufficient protection shall be afforded to the manufac-o
turers of implements in the older Provinwes of the Dominionh
to enable them successfully to compete with the American n

Mr. SuiazaLAND (Selkirk).

manufacturers, who have the advantage over them of being
many hundreds of miles nearer the North-West. When we
can show that many millions of the revenue collected
chiefly from the older Provinces are being expended
yearly . in the rapid development of that country,
I feel that sufficient justification is given for the
proposial of the bon. Finance Minister to place agricultural
implements among those articles on which the duty is to be
increased. I have been accustomed to hear my hon. friend
from South Brant for many years past, and have frequently
had the pleasure of meeting my hon. friend from North
Norfolk, as well as my hon. friend from West Mid-
diesex. With the exception of the changes ircident to
a little groater or less expenditure in the different years,
I feel satisfied that every word of the speeches which each of
these hon. gentlemen have delivered on this question might
be found in the Ilansard reports of previous years. I believe
that in order to create perfect fac-similes of those speeches it
would only be necessary to transpose a few figures in
their previous utterances. As to my hon. friend from
South Brant (Mr. Paterson), I must compliment him on
the fact that he was chosen by his party to represent them
in the discussion of so important a question as that
of the Tariff. I must further compliment him upon
having delivered, from his point of view, a very able
argument. But at the same time I could not help
thinking, nor can I help believing, now, that the hon. gen-
tleman's efforts were largely directed to the contradiction
of previous speeches, wherein ho himself had been one of
the ablest advocates of a protective policy, had been one of
the most eloquent advocates of building up and creating
Canadian industries. So long ago as the Election of 1874,
the three members from Montreal were returned as direct
Protectionists, also the two members for Hamilton, and also
the hon. member for Toronto Centre. Undoubtedly, at that
time my hon. friend from South Brant felt perfectly justi-
fied in making strongly Protective speeches, and, if tima
permitted, we might go over many of them and find
Protection doctrines. We would find that lie said, when
the Government of that day gave additional Protection to
the manufacture of cigars, that "that measure of Pro-
tection would transfer the labor of 1,000 mon from Ger-
many to Canada." Furtiher, ho said that "the erection
and creaticn of these industries in different portions of
Canada, would have the effect of making the steam whistle
of manufacturing establishments the best emigration
agents the country could possibly have." Now, when
these great industries have been brought into existence in
all parts of the country, when the four cotton mills of 1878
now number some twenty-four, and when, in the city of
Brantford, which ho represents in this House, he may see a
great industry that was never thought of, which never
would have been thought of but for the National Policy,
in the shape of a cotton mill with 300 looms running
every day in the year, ho stultifies himself and advocates a
Revenue Tariff. Iam sorry that my hon. friend is not yet
satisfied. He might further see, in the same city,
another establishment for the manufacture of winceys,
which will go into operation in a few days with, per-
haps, 150 operatives. If ho bad visited the town of
Cornwall the other day, in company with many mem-
bers of this House, ho would have had the pleasure of
sceing a factory in w bich there are upwards of 800 hands
employed to-day, wherein there weie scarcely 150 em-
ployed in 1878. Ho might have gone to the varions car
manufactories of the country-to Cobourg, where ho
would find some 300 operatives busily engaged in manufac-
turing passenger and other cars, wheroin,in 1878, thereowere
scarcely forty hands, and even these few very irregularly
employed. If ho had gone throughout the country ho wuld
have learned that the fiscal policy of the prosent Govern-
ment has had the effect of giving an enormous impetus to
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its various industries, and he would have realizel the few years ago, had annual dei:its varying from $2,000,000
correctness of the position which he took when the to 82,500,000 ? Is this the same country in which towns and
Reform party returned some seven or eight out-and-out cities were depressed, in whieh the agri'ultural industries
Protectionists to this flouse in the Election of 1814. If he were languishing, and in whieh thore was overy appearance
had wished to extend his peregrinations he might have visit- of a nece'asity for a total change of our plitical relations, ored the farmers of his own and other sections of the country. else the country could not possibly carry on its ifairs success-
In 1876, in his speech on the Tariff, question he said: "My fully. And yet we have hou. gentlenon in this louse, the
opponent was promising the farmers protection. I was hon. member for South Brant, the hon. member for Northobliged to do likewise and I promised them that on every Norfolk, and the hon. member for Woet Middlesex, rising
occasion my voice would be raised in their behalf demanding in their places and making the sanie speeches that would
thatthey should receivea measureofprotection." But owing have answered their purposes in 1878. W hy, those same
to the exigencies of party, owing to the necessity, as ho Revenue Tariff speeches were delivered on various hustings
confesses, of bowing to the will of the party, of stultifying in 1878. How were they received by the peoplo ? The
his convictions, we find him to-day an out-and-out advocate answer given to those speechos in those days was a majority
of a Revenue Tariff and languishing industries. Now, we for Sir John A, Mac lonald of nearly ninetv in the flouse,
know that in the days when these hon. gentlemen elected on 17th September, 1878. Not satisfied with that
were in power they had a Tariff of 151 per cent. verdict, not satisfied with the view that was expressed by
It was proposed by the then Finance Minister, Sir the people at the poils in that year, we find these
Richard Cartwright, that that Tariff should be increased to hon. gentlemen making another appeal. We find them,
20 per cent. They had every reason for making an in- during the whole of the four Sossions that intervened
crease upon their Tariff, they had deficits staring them sinco 1878, again and again, each Session, urging
in the face from year to year; they had the state of affairs the self-same idea, the necçssity of doing away with
which must inevitably lead the country te financial the Protective Tariff and returning to a Rovenue Tariff,
depression and eventual bankruptcy, which must inevita- the necessity in fact of rcturniug to annual deficits. But
bly, nay, did, depopulate our towns and cities. We find how were those contentions received by the country ? Let
the hon. gentleman offering here to-day in his argu- the verdicit of 20th June last say what was the answer
ment in behalf of a Revenue Tariff the strange idea reccived at the bands of the people. We have to-day sub-
that the showing of the Finance Minister of a sur- stantially the same majority supporting the Goverliment
plus the present year of nearly $8,000,000 is some- that was sent to support the (overrnment in 1878. Wo havo
thing for which we should not congratulate ourselves. the people of the country reaflirning thoir verdict, and re-
" Why," he said, " in our time we could come nearer to the affirming the fact that the crionions of tho NationaI lPolicy
necessities of the Government than you do, in esti mating the have ben such that it has met wiW ththeir univorzal appro-
expenditure we came within $1,000,000 of hitting the cor- val at the polls. The next fat we find in conetion witI
rect figures." It is true that $1,000,000 was the necessary the hon. Finance Minister's statement is the exponditure ou
figure for carrying on the affairs of the country, but Capital Account. Last year it was $7,300,000. The sur-
it was on the wrdng side of the ledger-in short, it plus over expenditure on Capita! Account was $760,000,
was a gaping deficit. In fact, he is like the boy who and taking into account the sinking fund, the not
boasted a mortgage on his father's bouse, in order to ex- increase of dobt was only $1,75(1,00,) in lie year 18,1-82,
tinguish his comrade's boast of a cupola on his home, he notwithstanding the exponditure on Capitd Account wis,
wanted to outdo the Finance Minister's splendid cupola in as I have stated, $7,.*00,000, not a dollar was raisod
the shape of a surplus of $8,000,000, and conscquently hy way of ban. We find that M'herous iu tho days
he pleaded that a million or two a year of deficits 'con- of the late hon. Finance Minister we were obligod te go to
stituted a happier state of affairs. Now, I think that was England Le iaise bans for the purpoHe cfmetinr the or-i-
a very strange argument. If the hon. Finance Minister was nary expendituro, foi the purpoiu cf meeting au expendi.
intending to show that he had a very large surplus each year, turc wbich, lu tho8e daya, on y avei aged f'om 822,000,0w)
it was certainly a novel idea to plead in favor of heavy te $23,000,000 anuually, we fiud in these days, and at ait
annual deficits as a counter argument. It was a very weak even ta, last yea', an expendittre cf upwarda of$27,000,Ooo,
argument to advance the counterfact that in their day they and yet the hon. Finance Minister la able, eut cf'the
had $1,000,000 deflcit, but that million was nearer to the increased carninga and aavings of the people, te meut ail
figure of the expenditure than the hon. Finance Mibister's requirements and adil have a surplus on hand. le ha
six, seven or eight millions of a surplus. Now, the question been able to fhow that from the arnount depu8îted in the
appears to me to be this: lias the Tariff introduced by Savings Banks$ t,000,000 bas beenappliod fortherelemption
the hon. the Finance Minister met the necessities of the cf debta muturing in England. And yct this is the poiicy
trade of the country? It seems to me that the evidences and the atate cf affaira which arouses opposition fi-cru the
are in every portion of the country that we are enjoying other aide cf the buse. t would Keetr that hou. gout10-
universal prosperity. The deposits in our savings banks, we men opposite deire-for the bon. member 1br Sou Lh Bt; rit
were told by the hon. Finance Minister increased last year declared that la the cycles cf years, commercial distrüss
$5,800,000. Thesedeposits are in the names of those same would again prevail and overrun the cotiy-to bnvo the
workmen who, in 1876 and 1877, came to the House of Parlia- houer cf having predioted that stato cf»allai-s, they wii
ment demanding from the then Premier that he shou'd cither have the satîtaction cf being able to Fay that the lon. Fin-
furnish them with work or furnish them with bread. Are ane Minister should have acceptod thoir p-opheey, forthoy
we to be told that these men, who could scarcely find means predioted what las ocu-red. In ether words the bou.
of subsistence and could scarcely obtain food and clothing gentleman hopes at that stili ditant timo to bu ale
for their families in those days, are the same men who have te say-l told you sol Wo have oui lion. fr'id from
to-day in the books of these Savings Banks upwrds cf North Norfolk (M. Charlton) devoliug bit efforts t, -
$13,000,0>0 over and above what they had in those days. ing that he neyer made auy 11roe<tion spccel, and if ho
We have been told by the hon. Finance Minister that thedid ibat ho ahouid not bave nîaue thein, altfu"îighiy appe r
Consolidated Revenue for 1881-82 was $31,3S3,00, and lu fansard, and aie liousehofd wuiWi, ho UrguO.s
that the expenditure for the same year was $7,667,000, moat ably, annualiy, tu nrcve thtt lie nover made
leaving a surplus of $6,316,000. In addition to that there thom. The aphoris that wo'ds have dir
was a land surplus of $1,744,000, making in all a total sur- is true in bis case-be eauine moto recuit is uttor-
plus of 88,060,000. i8 this the same Canada~ wbich, only a ancs in favor of Protection than r wea recalg tige. It
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seems to me that it would be better to be consistent, that it
would be better to give bis reasons why he has been con-
verted from those Protectionist ideas, to those of compara-
tive Free Trade, to tho-e of a Revenue Tariff, as we find him
to-day. It is no great crime that h should have been mis-
taken, and bave made speeches which, if he had adhered to
them, would have placed him in the position of being the fore-
runner and the precursor of that stat e of national prosperity
and happiness, brought about through tho beneficent oper-
ation of the National Policy. It would seem as if our hon.
friends on the Opposition benches, are very much afraid
they will be considered what the great Gambetta was called
by his opponents, thiey constantly reproached himn with
being, in some sense, an Opportunist. His answer was, that
ho would like to sce any gentleman advocate the necessity
for Inopportunism. If he had gone in search of that class of
politicians, he would doubtless have fixed on the hon. mem-
ber for North Norfolk, as the best specimen of an inoppor-
tunist, which this or any other country could afford, because
he seems not only unwilling to learn by experience, and to
see the evidences of prosperity on every hand throughout
the country, but he goes the length even of endeavoring to
utterly obliterate and wipe out from memory, and out
of the record of Ilansard, the fact that ho has made
speeches which would be a credit to him to-day if ho stood
in the same position as he did when ho made those speeches
Well, Mr. Speaker, I think enough bas been said on the sub-
ject of the Tariff, especially at the late hour it now is; and
knowing the desire of the House, that this discussion should
be brought to a termination to night, I feel it would be
improper on my part to trespass at any too great length
upon the attention of this Hlouse; but I do feel, that the
country must realize the fact, that the splendid showing of
its affairs which was given out by the hon.
Finance Minister on last Friday, bas been totally and com.-
pletely unanswei ed; and that it has ben left as a standing
monument of the good management, of the correctness of
the position, and of the results of the National Policy, as the
means of building up and developing the great industries,
and the various interests of this Canada of ours. It is, Sir,
true, that the hon. member for South Brant endeavored to
pick flaws here and there in that glowing statement. It is
true that he endeavored to show, that the importation of
goods was somewhat increased from the United States as
compared with England. It is true, that ho endeavored to
show a falling off in our English imports; but if the speech
of the hon. the First Minister is carefully read, it will be
found that ho las completely and most effectually answered
that assertion, and that ho has shown that we import to-day
something like 4 per cent. more of English goods, while we
import some 26 per cent. less of American goods under the
operation of the National Policy; and we bave the fact
further, that the saviLgs of the country are now being
heaped up, and are being deposited in the savings banks,
and in the various banks and banking institutions of the
country. I have here a statement showing the amount of
deposits in the banks of the country, wherein it is shown
that while in 1878, the deposits in our banking institutions
outside of the savings banks, was only $)6,406,516,
they are to-day, or at least were on the ard of Decomber
last, $9 6,879,540, being an increase of $30,473,000 during the
four and a-half years that the present Government bas been
in power. Now, I think, that such a statement as this,
that such a showing of the financial position of the country
as is evidenced in these figures, given by the Finance
Minister, and which have not been controverted and which
our friends of the Opposition have not even attemptod to
controvert, must be nost convincing with the country, and
must carry the conviction to the people of this country, that
the admiuistration and the management, under the present
Government, bas been snob as must commend itsolf to this
House. Why, Mr. Speaker, if we could have believed the prog.

Mr. HAWKiNs.

nostications of our friends opposite and the statement of the
leader of the Opposition, as to the state of affairs, whieh
would have prevailed in Manitoba, of which I spoke at the ont-
set of my remarks, what a different state of things we would
see to-day. I remember myself hearing the leader of the
Opposition state, that the proposition, the idea of building
the Pacifie Railway out of the proceeds of the sales of the lands
of the North-West, was a perfectly preposterous propo"ition ;
and, that the idea of these lands being worth $1 an acre,
was something which the Government would utterly fail to
realize; and yet the same gentleman, a few years later,
or rather a fow months later, is found on the
floor of this House, when the Syndicate bargain was being
made, and the contract was about to be ratified, stating that
these lands were then worth $4.34 an acre. Now, if they had
received this additional value, if they had increased in value
to such a wonderful extent, what gave them this enhanced
value ? What has given that country the wonderful develop-
ment which we have witnessed in the last three or four
years. In the first place it was the placing upon the
preasury benches, gentlemen who were capable of grasp-
ing the situation, gentlemen who were capable of restoring
the financial affairs of the country from, and of lifting the
country out of, that'state of depression in which five years
of Reform Administration had plunged a hitherto prosperous
people; and after they had grappled with this question,
and after the bon. Finance Minister had gone to England,
and arranged for the placing of our credit upon a first-class
basis, bringing our debentures almost to par, which had
been sold by the late hon. Finance Minister for 93 ets. on
the dollar bearing 4ý and 5 per cent. interest, we find him
coming home and devoting his energies, together with
his colleagues, to the successful prosecution of the build-
ing of the Pacifie Railway. Contrast for a moment, the
state of affairs in respect to that wonderful enterprize,
when the bon. member for Lambton laid down the reins
of power, and see what a wonderful change has gone over
the face of the country in the North-West. When the
Mackenzie Government laid down the reins of power,
there had been an expenditure of upwards of $11,000,000
on the Pacific Railway, and what had the country in re-
turn for this expenditure? What was there to show that
this work was likely to be prosecuted, was likely to be
brought to a successful termination within any reasonable
number of years?

Mr. McCALiLUM. We had the FortFrances Locks.
Mr. HIAWKINS. Why, Mr. Speaker, we had the Fort

Frances Locks, as my hon. friend from Monck says; we had
the Neebing Hotel; we had portions of the magnificent
water stretches-

Mr. CHARLTON. Give us something new.
Mr. HAWKINS. We had that magnificent mixed system

of railway, which was to result in developing that country
eventually; that is to say, if the time ever came, when the
predictions of the present hon. leader of the Opposition
should be contradicted-that is, that we might as well
attempt to build a railway to the North Polo, as to attempt
to build a railway over the inhospitable wastes of Northern
Ontario. Now, we have seen the attempt made, and we sue
that attempt under successful prosecution ; we sce the
railway, left by the late Government almost at a stand still,
to-day constructed, counting westward from Thunder Bay,
a distance of upwards of 1,100 miles ; we see thousands of
immigrants pouring into that great North-western country;
and we see thousands of farmers going in there from other
parts of the Dominion and taking their families to make
their homes in that great North-West; and -the only
complaint we have, the only whimper of complaint
we h ave heard from that quarter, bas be3n on bthalf
of the member for Selkirk, who says that the proposi-
tion to place an increased duty on the introduction of
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agricultural implements into that country, is a hardship onl
the people of Manitoba, and of the North-West generally ;1
-but, Mr. Speaker, I say to any one who might be inclined
to give weight to that objection, let them read the speech
of the hon. the Finance Minister, and also the speeches
which were made in answer, let them read the attempt
made to answer that speech, and see how completely it has
failed, and they thon cannot help being convinced that after
alli, the Government of the day has been the very best
Government that could have been constructed in the interests
of the country ; and that when that Government let the
contract for the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
at a cost of only $25,000,000, and 25,000,000 acres of land,
they did the very wisest thing that they could have done in
the interest of the country. Take another statement of the
hon. leader of the Opposition. Here, in his place in the
House, when the Syndicate bargain was being pa'ssed upon
by the fHouse, he stated that ho believed that the Govern-
ment would be called upon to pay that $25,000,000 so rapidly
that it would embarrass the finances of the country; and
that the work was likely to be prosecuted at sorapid a rate,
the country would be seriously embarrassed in endeavoring
to meet these and other necessary obligations. Well,
I hope and trust, that whatever his opinion may be of
the administrstion of the hon. the Finance Minister, he bas
been disabused upon that head; and that the fact that the
hon. Finance Minister is able to show for the present year
a surplus of nearly $8,000,000 is a sufficient answer to his
fears of two years ago, and that he will now be convinced
that, whatever else may have been wrong in the text of
this bargain, certainly the Finance Minister did not
over-estimate the capability and capacity of this coun-
try to meet this and all our other obligations. I feel
hat I have trespassed on the time of the flouse quitet
sufficiently, and that it would be improper for me to occupy
the attention of hon. members at any greater length; and I
can only say, in resuming my seat, that I, for one, having
watched the development of the country's industries, having
watchied the rapid and wonderful progress that has been
made in the North-West, having seen the prosperity that
has come to pass over all the industries of the country-the
large increase of population and ail the other evidences and
signs of prosperity-I certainly cannot and do not foel,
although there has been probably an annual increase in the
permanent expenditure, that it is something which should
not be. I feel that in this great and growing country,
whose population has increased nearly 1,000,000 in the last
ton years, we must expect, as the Finance Minister very
properly said, not only a very great increase in our revenue,
but a great increase in our expenditure as well; but
so long as our expenditure does not exceed the revenue, so
long as we can show, instead of the state of affairs which
existed when the friends of the Opposition were in power-
annual deficits amounting in five years to nearly $11,000,000
-I say whon we can show instead of this a surplus amount-
ing in four years to upwards of $13,000,000, I believe the
country is on the right road; and the feeling of the House
and of the country will be, that the prosent Government
will be sustained and maintained in power for many years
tO come, unless the Opposition see the error of their ways-
unless the Opposition are willing to open their eyes and see
on every hand the signs of prosperity, the signs of industry
and national progress and greatness, which are to be seon
on every hand in ail portions of this great Dominion of ours,
as the direct result of the adoption of the National Policy.

Mr. GILLMOR. If the Debate is to be closed to-night, I
desire to make a few remarks, but if it is to be continued
now I must trouble the louse with some observations to-
night. I have been somewhat surprised at the character of
the discussion which has been proceeded with up to this
time. It seems that thehon. gentlemen on the Government

side of the House are endeavoring to prove that the present
prosperity of the country is the result of the National
Policy, while prominent gentlemen on this side have en-
deavored to prove that it is not the result of that policy.
It appears to me that it does not require very much discern-
ment to understand the question so far as the prosperity of
the country is concerned. It appears to me absurd to sup-
pose, whether the country is prosporous or not, that the
question of taxation bas anything to do with its prosperity
or adversity. To me it seems absurd to argue that to take
the people's money by a Protective Policy you can induce
prosperity. Yet that is the drift of the discussion we have
heard in this House. It is really amusing, from my point of
view, to see intelligent men on one side of the House
trying to prove that a country is made prosperous bc-
cause, forsooth, four years ago the Protective Tariff was
introduced which largely increased the burdens of the
people. Now, with regard to the accumulation of wealth.
There are certain natural laws which have been ordained
and designed by the Creator and by which alone the people
of any country can accumulate wealth. Those laws are well
understood. Men get rich by working and saving, by buying
aid selling, by building ships, by conducting commerce, by
transporting the produce of the world from one quarter to
the other. This we can all understand, but we see nothing
in the laws of Nature that toaches us that taxation can ever
possibly increase wealth. Taxation is an evil. Taxation we
must submit to as members of society, but to hear mon
argue by the hour that taxation is going to increase the
wealth of men or of the nation is, to my mind, simply
absurd. On the introduction of the financial statement lion.
members of Parliament alwaya have an opportunity of
expressing their opinions with regard to the policy and the
practico of the Government, and with regard to the condi-
tion of the country generally. The general prosperity of
the country has made the duty of tho hon. Financial Minis-
ter comparatively an easy and pleasant one-I am willing
to admit that-and that duty ho has performed in the usual
and plausible manner in which he makes his financial state-
ments. I would not have spoken, perhaps, on this occasion
at all, were it not for the reference which the hon. gentleman
has made to tho condition of New Brunswick, implying that
there were no complaints to be made fron that Province,
and therefore be took it for granted that its inhabitants
were quite satisfied with the introduction of the National
Policy. But when he referred to some hon. members of the
late louse, who are not here to-day, it carriod me back
some thirty years, when I first entered politics, and when
the hon. gentleman who now fills the honorable and re-
sponsible position of Finance Minister was in the Local
Parliament at the same time with myself. I remember
very well the circumstances when we first met in the Par-
liament of New Brunswick. The first thing that he and I
did, as members of the Liberal party, was, in June, 1854,
to aid in upsetting the Government of that day, which
was a Conservative Government, and thon came our duty to
form a Government out of the Liberal party of the day.
I remember very well, thirty years ago, talking with
my hon. friend in front of the Parliament Buildings,
when we were about to form a Liberal Government,
and saying to him that Le must take the position of
Provincial Secretary. It was thought that ho was the
best qualified of uny member of our party for that
position. Well, our party beld power, and he and I
worked on the same side for eleven years. My hon. friend
occasionally thanked me for the humble support that Igave
to that Government; it was a support given conscientiously
and with the best of my ability. We differod on the ques-
tion of Confederation, and from that time to this, for some
sixteen years, we have been travelling in different paths,
and I fear that we are so far apart now on the question of
this National Policy that we shal never, probably, get
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together again on this side of the grave. I regret to some
extent, and 1 regret also that I have never experienced the
luxury of thanking my hon. friend for the slightest favor
during the sixteen years that we have been walking in
opposite directions. He thanked me for the support
I gave him while we were members of the same party;
but I have never had the opportunity of returning the
compliment. Now, with regard to New Brunswick, 1
rather infer from the mannor in which my hon. friend
referred to the election there, that ho flatters himself that
bis influence made a groat change in that Province. If he
wishes to impart that idea I do not agree with him, bccause
I think the facts of the case do not justify it. For
instance, in Queen's county, bis own native county, where
his influence might be supposed to be great enough to carry
the county, and where ho brought out the strongest man
ho could obtain, the Opposition candidate, my hon. friend
behind me, wlho is opposed to the National Policy,
succeeded in getting his election by a very respectable
majority. The lion. gentleman says there are no com-
plaints; but my hon. friend is bore to protest against his
policy, so far s Queen's county is concerned. Then in
Sunbury, tbough the strongest man the opposite party could
induce to run was put in the field, my hon. friend from
Sun bury is bore to complain against the National Policy.
If we take the county of York, where my hon. friend spent
the bcst of his days, where he lived in his prime, where he
spent cleven years in public life, where ho was Governor
for five years, and where one would have thought his
influence and that of his policy would have been effective,
if anywhere, we find that, though the strongest man obtain-
able, a man who was Attorney-General for -many years, was
run in support of that policy, my hon. friend who represents
York in this House, led that man by about 1,100 votes,
and ho is bore to enter bis protest against the National
Policy. In the county ofAlbert, also, where the hon. Finance
Minister personally advocated the cause of bis nominee, a
gentleman opposed to the National Palicy was elected by
a majority of votes, although ho does not occupy the
seat in this flouse, for reasons which I am not able to
explain; but if justice had been done, ho would have
been hore, o enter his protest against that policy. Then
wo come to St. John, the great and important constituency
which my bon. friend has represented from bis first entrance
into public life thirty years ago. There ho brought
out two of the strongest men that the party could find,
but bis two comrades fell by bis side, and ho was
returned by a small majority, but the two others came
here to complain against the National Policy. Two days
afterwards a Local Eloction was held on distinct Dominion
issues, and the result was that five out of six members were
elected holding views contrary te those of my hon. friend.
Then thore is the county of Charlotte, which I have the honor
te represent. Mly hon. friend, I know, bas influence in that
county. I know the influence of his oratory, and I know a
more potent influence which the hon. gentleman knows
how to use as well as bis arguments. Well, they brought
against me a man who was for fourteen years in Provincial
politics, who was in the Government during the most of that
period, and who was Speaker of the House during the last
term. That gentleman had the advantage of the influence
of my hon. friend, and the influence of the cotton mill that
had just been built under the fostering care of the National
Policy. I had to meet that influence, and I did not know
whether I would succeed or not. It. was thought by some
that I would ha e to trim on the question of the National
Policy, on account of that cotton mill. But those who know
mo as wpl as the on. Finance Minister does, know that I
do not tri im on any question. My convictions are my guide.
I declared my principles in my card, so that there was no mis-
take about them, and I will read to the Rouse two or three

Mr. GMLKmeos,

paragraphs bearing upon the question of the Tariff and taxa-
tion:

"To professional politicians who deal in millijns, wrung from the
people by grinding taxation, anything like economy in the public ser-
vice is considered meanness. To such the duty on flour and ,meal is a
small matter, but there is a vast difference between feeding from the
Government crib, and from a crib supplied by a man's hard and honest
toiL The man with his last dollar, and expecting the neit only when
he has earned it by the sweat of his brow, ought not by law to be
prevented from expending it in the cheapest market. Taxation is best
understood by those who toil year after year, seldom enjoying any of the
luxuries of life, and often deprived of the necessaries of life, and.at the
close of each year find no surplus in their till. The Government and
their supporters boast of the four millions of surplus in the Treasury. it
would be more just, and would add a great deal more to the comfort ot
the people, to have allowed that amount, and much more that has been
recklessly squandered, to have remained in the people's pockets."

With regard to Protection, I said :
" I am in favor of Protection, but of a very different kind, and for a

very different class from those protected by the National Policy. I am
for protecting the great mass of the people wbo toil upon the land and
on the sea, all those who by their labor produce the wealth of this
country-the millions who buy and consume the goods. I am for pro-
tecting that large class in its natural and properright, to exchange their
money or their productions in whatever market they can exchange them
to the best advantage. I am fur protecting this class by rescuing them
from the hands of the men who are plundering them without any remorse.
I trust you will not support a system which cost. England many a
struggle to get rid of, and which is now a burning question in the
United States, and is only continued there, in my opinion, through the
influence of monopolists, rings and corrupt politiciane."

I think that my sentiments were plainly enough expressed
for the mon to whom I appealed for sq>port. I rejoice
as much in the orection of a cotton mill as any one else. I
recognize the advantage of large expenditures of money in
industries that give employment to the people, but I want the
cotton mills and every manufacturing industry to stand upon
an equal footing with all other industries in this country;
and I ameopposed, and will continue to be opposed, to any
policy which will tax one industry to build up another.
Notwithstanding my Ion. friend came to that contest and
addressed public meetings-and I need not tell this House
of the ability ho displays when addressing an audience; no
one could deny that, for ho las many of the elements which
make a very acceptable speaker, and can make the worse
appear the botter reason, as well as any man I ever listened
to-the result was that I came to this House with a larger
majority than ever before. I stand here, representing a
county with a population of 26,000 and more-a population
as intelligent, to say the least, as any constituency in the
Dominion, and I only wish I had more ability to enforce
their views and to advocate the policy they approve of; and
I am here to protest against the principle of Protection. Thon,
with regard to the other parts of the Province, we go over
to the north up to Victoria, and, of course, I do not suppose
my hon. friend claims credit for bringing in the repre-
sentative of this county. If we go over to Restigouche, I
believe the candidate of my hon. friend there lost
his election. In Northumberland there was no con-
test, and the hon. gentleman who was elected would
take it as au insult if we were told that the influence of the
hon. Finance Minister had anything to do with his election.
Neither had his influence anything to do with the election of
the hon. member for Gloucester, and I think it had very
little to do with that of the hon. member for Westmoreland,
or with any other election in the Province of New Bruns-
wick. Notwithstanding ail I have said, my hon. friend las
succeeded and bas a majority of two to one in this flouse i i
favor of his policy, but I do not endorse the sentiment I have
beard so often expressed Lere, that because the National
Policy has been adopted by two to one in this country we
ehould be silent on this question. If a majority bas endorsed
the National Policy a very respectable minority has been
returned to oppose it, and if the minority were much less
than it is, it wouild be still their duty, if they are convinced
that the National Policy is a bad one, to endeavor to have
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it reversed by speaking against it in and out of Parlia-
ment. If I stood here alone I would enter my protest
against protection, and, according to my abilities, urge my
arguments in favor of a system which I think to be more
just and more beneficial to this country. I do not intend to
criticise the speeches of hon. members, but I think they do
not enlighten us on the great question at issue. This pro-
tective system is upon its trial. We know something of
the history of that policy, we know something of the his-
tory of monopolies and of Protective Tariffs in the past,
and I think it is the bounden duty of every man who is
opposed to that policy to oppose it and urge his rasons
against it on all suitabie occasions in order that it may not
become -permanently fixed upon this country. Of course,
we are well aware that we are in the minority here of only
one to two, and I regret it. I regret in the first place that the
hon. gentleman who occupy the Treasury benches, who
ought to have the interests of the country at hear, with all
their intelligence, their experience, their knowledge of
political econony, with their knowledge of the workings of
Tariffs throughout the world-1 am astonished that, in this
enlightened age of the world, they have introduced a policy
which bas been discarded by that country, which, of all
others, they should have taken as their example. 1 am
still more astonished that the intelligent people of this
Dominion, a people who ought to know that taxation
could not remove any of the evils from which they suffer
-I say I am astonished that they have adopted that
policy. But is that any reason why those who believe it
to be wrong should not try and correct the mistake ? I believe
it is a great mistake. Theie are a great many influences
which tend to fix that policy upon the people. They ought
to know that if governments are corrupt, they have in this
policy a means of pandering to the different interests of the
country and of keeping themselves in power indefinitely.
The longer those evils exist the harder it will be to remove
them. I have very strong views upon this question. I look
upon it as very little better than slavery. There were
arguments that could be used in favor of that. The mono-
polists of that day, the slave holders and slave drivers, found
arguments tojustify their system, and until the Americanwar
they succeeded in holding 5,000,000 of slaves in bondage.
They found arguments in Scripture, and froin political
economy, to justify that horrible system, but who would
raise their voice now in favor of African slavery ? Who
would undertake to prove from Scripture, or by
logic, that it was justifiable ? But there was just as
much to be said logically, rationally, and norally, in
favor -of slavery as there is in favor of a protective
system. That is my honest conviction, and thatis the way I
look at the question. While I am opposed to tbis policy
I do not deny that the Government in every civilized
country must levy taxes for the support of the institutions
and Government of the country, but I deny the right and
justice of levying a single cent of tax from the peopie unless
it is levied for public uses alone. It is because this policy
violates that principle that I am opposed to it, and I shall
urge that reason upon all suitable occasions. I shall
continue to insist that though the Government may tax the
people for public purposes, they have no right to tax them
for the purpose of stimulating one industry at the expense
of another, to take one man's moncy and give it to another
by force of law. Some hon. gentleman found fault with
the expression used here that it was legalized robbery. Sir,
it is legalized robbery, and nothing else. There is no argu-
ment that can justify such legislation. Government may
levy taxes for public purposes which are for the benefit of
every <ne. It may raise money to support our public
institutions, our asylums for the poor and destitute, peuiten-
tiaries, courts of justice, and other institutions of a like
public character. I would go further and say that when
any public work is required in the benefit of which all can
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participate, Government May levy taxes for that purpose.
But building up certain private institutions, certain
industries, at the public expense, is to violate the
first principles of public justice. That is something
which no Government ought to undertake. The peo-
ple themselves are the best judges with regard Io what
building up industires. We have knowledge of three
modes of taxation. The first, and I think the best, is
that mode which does not aleet the price of any inter-
changeable commodity. That might be called Free Trade.
Call it what you like-that is the best mode of taxation
whiéh interferes least with the great law of exchange, with
the rights of every man to buy and sell and do with bis
own what ho likes. 11e is the best judgo of what will
increase his wealth, and when his wealth is increased the
country has become that much more wealthy. Every-
body should be at liberty to make the most money they can
in an honest way, but when a Government steps in and by
law undertakes to tell i man where he shail buy and where
lie shall sell, they undertake;' to do that which no Govern-
ment ever ought to undertake. They undertake a duty
that they cannot perform half as well as the individual can
porform it for himself. Thore is no danger of a man
buying and selling where lie does not make gain. When
men can increase their wealth and comforts by exchange,
I say the systen is wrong, and the law is wrong,
that ,prevents their doing so. I say thoy know bet-
ter than this Government or any Governmont how
te do their own business, where to buy and sol[, and
how to enrich themselves; and when by that system.
they become rich, it is by a system which cannot be im-
proved upon. There is another system of taxation which
is inforior to this, but it is the next best, and that is a
Revenue Tariff, which, so far as I understand thoir views,
is advocated by the Reform party-I do not speak for the
Reform party, but for myself and the electors who send me
here. -I am in favor, under existing circumstances, of a
Revenue Tariff. I would make it contain as little of the
harmful principle of Protection as possible, because, under
a Protoctive Tariff, yeu can do a groat deal of injustice te
one class and a great deal of favor to another. But there ià
another systern which las been adopted by the hon. Finance
Minister and bis associates, which is the worst systoem of
taxation ever known in the world. It has been a system of
taxation which las done more to keep the world back in
progress, which has done more injustice, which las caused
more wars, and which bas inflicted more oost on the people
than almost anything wo- 1!,ve ever been burdened with. I
object to a protective Tariiï because it involves a double tam-
ation. If all the money that the Government leviez under
this Tariff came into the Treasury, it would not be se bad if
the surplus, instead of being $8,000,000, was $28,000,000.
Of course the money would come out of the people, but it
would go back somo way or other, except what was squan-
dered, to the public use again. Yon would thereby be able
te increase the public works and improve the country.
But the objection I have to the protective system
is that all the money does not go into the Treasury.
The Governmetit imposes taxation to benefit struggling
industries, but those industries deny that they receive it.
The truth is they do obtain it, but it is difficult to show
how. But there happens to be a mode by which we can obtain
a pretty good idea as te how much the peoplo pay under the
National Policy. I have made a little calculation; I do not
say it is correct, but it is the besti could make; British Co-
lumbia is a Province of the Dominion which does net consume
Canadian manufactures to any great extent, and from it we
can come to an approximate estimate of what the whole
Dominion pays under this policy. British Columbia has a
population of 4,350 Chinese, 25,661 Indians, all other
nationalities 19,448, making a total population of 49,459.
It paid into the revenue $679,207, or $13.75 per head, i»
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cluding Chinese and Indians. If the whole Dominion were
in the saie position as British Columbia, and did not con-
sume any domestic products, we could tell exactly what
revenue the Tariff would bring in. I presume it will not
be contended that Canadians do not consume as much
dutiable goods as either Indiins or Chinese. Of course, the
other nationalities will consume about the same amount as
Canadians in any part of the Dominion. If the position
was as I have stated we should pay $13.75 per head ail over
Canada. Prince Edward Island, with a population of
108,000, would pay $1,497,250; Nova Seotia, with a popu-
lation of 440,572, would pay $6,057,786; New Brunswick,
with a population of 321,233, would pay $4,416,953; Quebec,
with a population of 1,359,027, would pay $18,686,420;
Ontario, with a population of 1,923,228, would pay
$26,343,385; Manitoba, with a population of 65,000, would
pay $906,876; the Territories, with a population of 56,446,
would pay $776,132; making in all $59,364,288. By this
it appears that there are $37,664,261 taken from the people
that have not gone into the revenue at all.

Some hon. MEMBERS. lear, hear.
Mr. GILLMOR. My hon. friends opposite say "hear,

hear' I do not know myself whether my calculation is
strictly correct, or not; but it is my opinion that it is correct;
it is at least as near as I can come at it. The only way In
which that argument can be met, is, by saying that the
prices of goods are no dearer with, than without, this
Tariff. I do not know of any other way. Now that the
manufacturers put on to their wares the duty on similar
goods imporfed, there is no doubt in my mind at ail. The
Tarif has not kept out imports, because these have been
greater since the introduction of this policy than before; and
those imports, duty paid, go on the shelves of our merchants,
side by side with the similar classes of goods manufactured
in Canada. No one will say: the imported goods are not
increased in price by this Tariff; we buy them, and not only
pay the duties, but the cost of importing, commissions, &c.;
and the additional profit of the wholesale and retail dealers,
is all added, and paid, at last, by the consumer, I contend
that the manufacturers in this country increase the prices of
their wares by the amount of the duties. If they do net do
that, what good on earth is the Tariff to them ? If they are
not benefited by the increases in the Tariff, and if the con-
sumers do not pay this in the prices of the goods, of what
use is the Tariff ? And I contend that the people of this
Dominion have paid $21,700,000 into the Dominion
Trca.sury, and 037,664,000 to the struggling industries of
the country, to the manufacturers, the poor manufacturers.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh! Oh!
Mr. GILLMOR. Oh, yes. It is not your policy, and not

your interest, that the people should be enlightened on this
point. You succeed by making them feel that it does not
increase their taxes at all. Oh, no, their taxes are not
increased; and the manufacturers are not benefited
by any inerease in the price of their wares-they are
not helped to start manufactures and to get more
money. Do you suppose that the cotton mills would have
been started, if it were not for the advantage given by
putting a tax on their cotton ; and do you not know that the
consumers buy the cotton and pay this increase. I do not
know whether my hon. friends opposite will think it worth
while to reply to this at all or; not; but I think that it is
worth making the statement, because I bel'ieve-and I tinkh
that if it is true, the people ought to know it,-I believe
there is not much exaggeration in what I have said-and
there is none from my stand-point or in my calculations--but
lot them go for what they are worth. I believe that the
people of the Dominionhave paid $37,664,261, during this
fiscal year, and not one cent ofit has reached the revenue;
but, the people have paid it. Where are the manufacturers ?
They ouglt to be getting rich very fast, and so they are.

Mr. GILLKOR.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). How are they selling agricul-
tural implements 10 per cent cheaper sthan they did ten
years ago?

Mr. GILLMOIR. I do not know anything about that.
You heard the speech of my hon. friend from Manitoba,
and what your own organ there stated. They tell you that
the consumers pay the duty; and it is absurd to say any-
thing else. Any statement to the contrary is hardly
worthy of consideration. Men say they do not pay any.
tbing more; but, if so, what benefit do you get from the
duties ?

1Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I say positively-and I am a
manufacturer of reapers and mowers-that these machines
are sold 10 per cent. cheaper than was the case five years
ago; and I defy any respectable contradiction of that state-
ment.

Mr. GILLMOR. That proves just nothing at all. I can
remember, when cotton was 40 and 50 ets. a yard, and when
molasses was $1 a gallon-and you had then no Protective
Policy. No matter what an article is sold for, an addition
is made to the price to the extent of the Tariff anyway.
There is no doubt about it. The law cannot help them.
The Government do not intend to give it to them, but they
make a law that the people should pay it; and the only way
that the people can get relief from this, is through the tender
mercies of the people who make the implements and manu-
facture the goocis. The duties must either benefit the manu-
facturers, or the latter must fight against themselves in
competition; but I do not think that there is much discord
amongst them. They are firmly united within their own
ranks; and they will never complain, as long as this policy
is kept on. They may complain, when they quarrel among
themselves, when one industry wants a littie more than an-
other. The best evidence that can be givon that
the manufacturers of domestic goods have put the tax
on their goods, is because they have not kept the
others out; and the same goods would not be imported if
they did not add the Tariff. In agricultural implements
this is doue. The duty of 25 per cent. does not keep them
out, and why ? Because you can import the same articles
from the United States with the taxes on, on the same terms.
Hero is my friend from Manitoba, who from patriotic mo-
tives, would like to patronize Canadian manufactures. But for
patriotic motives I would simply like to do the opposite, and I
will tell you the difference. If I cannot get Canadian goods
cheaper, and I have to pay the duty, I will-buy the imported
article and let that part of the price go into the Treasury.
If I buy the other it costs me just as much and the Treasury
gets nothing, while I make a contribution to the Canadian
manufacturer, and so I say for patriotic motives men ought
to buy imported goods, and let the increase go into the
Treasury, and let the Government have more money to ad-
vance the interests and to maintain the institutions of the
country. Of course it may be said that you cannot prove
this-that the manufacturers are enriched by this enormous
sum of money that is levied on the people. Well, I do not
suppose that they are, all of them, but some of them have
become richer. I saw an article in a paper a few weeks ago,
with reference to the splendid Hudon Mill, which is now
lighted by the electric light. I will just read it:

I The Hudon Cotton Mill bas a most interesting history ïrom a Enan-
ial point of view. For example, a gentleman purchased $2,000 worth

of stock in it. In a few years he was presented with one hundred per
cent. on bis original investment, besides, meantime, having drawn an-
nually ten per cent. interest upon bis capital. This latter was his,besides the watered stock of one share for each of bis original stock, or
one hundred per cent. as stated. But quite recently the company has
again watered the stock, giving two shares upon each of the briginal
stock, or two hundred per cent, sa that the $2,OOo has swellel into
$8,000 in a very few years. Besides this, the shareholders are nowdraw-
ing eight per cent. per annum, paid quarterly, upon.the stock that has
been watered, or thirty-two per cent. upou the original capital. This
is a splendid picture for the financie;."
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Now, there is no doubt that our richest men in the Dominion
of Canada are our manufacturers. I do not mean to say
that they will all succeed, but this shows the folly of the
system. Many manufacturers do not succeed, and why ?
They may start an industry which is entirely opposed to
the existing condition of things, and it may not pay. I
would be glad to see them succeed, but if you are doter-
mined to manufacture everything that the Canadians want,

- without regard to the natural condition of things, without
regard to the climate or the natural products of the country,
or all the other conditions which enter into the question,
they may get all the money which the Governmont will
give them, and yet with all their money and their ability
they may still go down. It was intended by Nature, by the
God of Nature, that men should promote the interests of
society by a system of interchange. The saying of the hon.
leader of the Government, that Canada should be kept for
the Canadians, bas grown to be a proverb, believed in by
these hon. gentlemen, perhaps, more than the Proverbs of
Solomon ; but if we are to opnstrue it in its full meaning it
is folly to stop at 40 or 50 per cent. We should prohibit
outside trade altogether, and thus grow rich by trading.
among ourselves. That is undoubtedly the idea which
flows through the whole argument of these hon. gentlemen.
An additional tax is to be put upon agricultural imple-,
monts, and this will not only affect the Province of Mani-
toba, but every farmer throughout the Dominion will have
to pay his 10 per cent. just as much as the people of Mani-
toba. But why not prohibit the American implements
from coming in at all. That is what you want, and why
do not you do it? Why! because it would show the
absurdity of this principle, and hon. gentlemen would them-
selves be ashamed of it. But they wish to effect the same thing
by a policy of deception. Although I think that men and
nations should act upon their own convictions of what is
right, yet, in matters of this kind, and in other matters,
wise men should look to the experience of the past. I think
if there is any nation on the face of the earth that has made
progress in the right direction, so far as exchange is con-
cerned, so far as Tariffs are concerned, it is the Mother
Country; and I think she is the best example that the
world has at the present time. I think Great Britain in her
trade policy is an example that the world might point to
with pride and might follow with great advantage. She had
a protective system-sho had ber National Policy from gener-
ation to generation. But I am thankful, and tho world should
be thankful,that while the battle of Free Trade was going on,
there were statesmen, men of great minds who, seeing the dis-
cord and annoyance which resulted from a system of
protection and monopolies, seeing the loss and confusion
which resnlted from it, proved by thoir discoveries and
experience that there was a broal principle underlying
this question, and they made political economy a science
as fixed and as true as any other science-fixed as the
science of astronomy. I know that many arguments
are advanced against the science of political economy-
the science Of free exchange. But these arguments are
fallacions. I know that clever men, like the hon. Finance
Minister, and many others on his side, can represent this
subject in many ways, and that some cannot answer them
at the moment, but at the same time I have just as firm a
beliet in the fixed, eternal, and immutable principles of the
science of Free Trade and political economy as I bave in the
science of astronomy. I do not profess to understand
the science of political economy in all its bearings;
I do not profess to answer all I hear on the subject;
I could not do so with reference to the science of astronomy
either, but I believe as firmly in the one as I do in the
other. I believe that the great Creator of the world in-
tended that that science should be understood by mon for
the benefit of the race, and I think England bas made a
discovery by which we should profit, and has given us an

example which we should follow, Hon. gentlemen opposite
tell us she never adopted a Free Trade policy until she had
grown rich and powerful, and could manufacture cheaply;
but that argument carries its own answer. Do you suppose
that the manufacturers and statesmen ofGreat Britain would
change a system which was making them rich more rapidly
than the one they were about to adopt ? Did they change
it for the good of other countries ? No; but for the benefit
of the British people-for the bonefit of the poor of that
country; and it was for the British nation, and the whole
world, that they fought out that battle. They fought that
battle for many long years, and that nation paiddearly
enough for its long years of folly and mistaken policy. And
wo are entering upon it to-day; we have gone back in civili-
zation fifty years by the introduction this of policy. I never
could conceive how the minds of gentlemen, who have had
experience in the science of Government-both in the Local
Legislatures, and now for sixteen years in the* Dominion
Parliament-could, four years ago, introduce a policy that
has been proved to be fallacious and deceptive from the
foundation. This policy has been in operation for more
than twenty years in the United States, and we know, by
the deep tones ofrumbling that we can hear, that its end is
near in that country. I know it is a hard thing to remove
this system of Protectien. Monopolists are rich, and the
Governments are no botter than men, and want to
keep their party in power; and so theso parties combine,
and make a power that it is hard for the people to resist.
The people are not consulted in those cases. The monopo-
lists are consulted in the United States, and they are con-
sulted bore. Who compose the delegations that come to
Ottawa ? Do the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces
come here ? Have they any interest in this question of
taxation ? Why are not the farmers asked their opinion on
the subject ? Why are the lumbermen not consulted,. and
why do you not find delegations coming bore from the
shipbuilding and every other interest, to influence the men
who rule this country? The nanufacturers have ruled it
already too long, and I am afraid they will rule it for some
time longer. I an not surprised at this, because the people
for ages have been ruled by just such influences. These mon
have the influence and the moiney ; if they havo the money
they can got the press. They aliso deeived their audiences
by their fallacies, which are as absurd as those against
which Galileo spoke and sutlered. One of these fallacies is,
that Protection, which is given ostensibly for the purpose of
helping to start new industries, does not cost anything-
that the goods will be just as cheap as if the duty had not
been put on. Another fallacy told them, is, that Govern-
ment are going to koop the money at home and thus make
the people become rich. I wonder how iich England
would be if she had kept ber money at home. I want
Canadians to make money by going abroad and mak-
ing it out of other nations; and it is a beautiful law
of political economy that both parties can be made rich-
or by the bargain; and if they do not become rich, the
Government need not interfere, for they will stop the trade
themselves. If the principle is good, why do you not stop
inter-provincial trade, and let the people of New Brunswick
have a chance of getting rich among themselves ? A worthy
example for us to follow is the example we see in the
prosperity and the progress and the greatness of the British
nation, of which we form a part. I do not intend to quote
from the Trade and Navigation Returns, but I will just give
yon a few figures from British statisties. in 1840 there
was deposited in the savings banks of Great Britain,
$75,000,000; in 1878 there was deposited, $400,000,000.
That is an evidence of the progress of the country under
Free Trade. Under the improved condition of things
brought about by Free Trade, crime docreased, because
I maintain that a Protective Tariff promotes immor
ality. It léads tO smuggling, ..and enables one clais
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to prey on another class, under the sanction of law
In 1840, the number of convicted criminals in England was
31,000, out of a population of 26,000,000; in 1878, iL was
only 17,000, out of a population of 33,000,000. In 1840f
200,000 paupers were supported by the public and private
charities; in 1878 the number was less than 100,000. In
1840, the poor of that country only indulged in the buying
of tea to the extent of 1½ lbs. per head; in 1878 the con-
sumption was 4j lbs. per head. In 1810, the poor of Eng.
land consumed 15J lbs. of sugar per hoad; in 1878 they
used 48J lbs. The consumption of coffee was the same in
both years. In 1840 the consumption of rice by the poor
was 1lb. per head, and in 1878, 7j lbs. per head. Raisins and
other dried fruit, 1-,lbs. per head in 1840, and 4j lbs. in 1878.
In 1840 the tobacco used was 1 lb. por head, it was 7j lbs.
in 1878. In 1840, the foreign trade of England was a littie.
in excess of $800,000,000 ; in 1878 it was $4,000,000,000.
In 1840, the revenues of England were $260,000,000 ;in
1878 the Customs duties amounted to $100,000,000, and the
whole revenue to $450,000,000. Nearly ail of this was paid,
by the rich. Under this wise policy of Free Trade, this
great and benevolent policy, that has been worked out by
great minds, the poor man could get all the necessaries of
life without paying a cent of taxation, no matter from what
part of the world tbey came.

Mr. FARROW. What about the income tax?
Mr. GILLMOR. I do not know how much was raised

from that.
Mr. FARROW. Still, it is a tax.
Mr. GILLMOR. What about it ? Do you pretend to

say that a man who has $100,000 per year income ought not
to pay something, and that the man having $1 per day
should pay more than his share ?

Mr. HESSON. Is it not a tax all the same?
Mr. GILLMOR. It does not fall upon the working man-

In the United States no man. with less than $1,000 per year
was taxed on his income at al], and in Great Britain a limit
was also made. The rich mon in England, whether Liberals
or Tories, are not now clamoring for Protection, though
there was a little movement some time ago for "fair trade."
Its advoeates did not dare to state their case in plain terms,
but there is no danger of Great Britain ever going back to
a system ot Protection, with all the evils that follow in its
train. I am not afraid of expressing my opinions. I know
the time is far in the future when we shall have entire free
trade all over the world, and one great reason is that the
the monopolists of all countries want to keep it back. 'What
botter system of raising revenue could there be than a tax
on a man's income. Each man ought to pay according to
his means. Heaven knows our party is small enough, and
I want to make it larger, and the way to make it larger is
to appeal to the reason of men, and to be truc to our princi-
pies and convictions. If they arc logically right and moral,
they are sure to triumph in the end, as all other true reform-
ers have triumphed. 1-do not expect to live to sec this
great question decided, but you will live to sec this fabric of
Protection knocked to pieces on the other side of the lino.
Bon. gentlemen opposite may laugh at this, but, so did men
in former days mock at the attempts to put down slavery,
and so were the attempts to repeal the Corn Laws
seouted in England. I remember when a boy, in Eng.
land, I saw the anti-Corn Law movement at work,
carried on by the people, directed by the best
minde of England, and though the great mass of trad-
ers and manufactarers were against them, they pursued
their course honestly and industriously, and with the ble.s-
ing of God at length succeeded. We will succeed in the
same way, and Canadians will be ashamed, in a few years,
that we ever had a policy so iniquitous, dishonest, impure
and corrupt as this is. I have belief in the great mind and1

Mr, GILxLon.

. great heart of the people of this Dominion, and will trust
s them before any Government or party. I know the major-
s ity in this House is against us. How they got there I do
, not know. I know that millers have fat hogs, but I do

not know whose corn they cat. I have a short extract
from a speech made by Sir Robert Peel, which I will read
to the flouse. I seldom call men Tories-although the
appellation is quite proper. I call them Conservatives, as
I do not wish to be offensive. Sir Robert Peel was a states-
man and a Christian, although he was a Conservative, and
occupied the proud position of being Premier of England,
yet his convictions were so strong on this question that
for its sake he gave up power and loft bis party. I will
read an extract from his speech, and I would be glad to
read some such authority from the hon. Finance Minister,
my early friend of thirty years ago, if he could speak so
conscientiously-and I do not think he would do any great
violation to his conscience if he would cone over to the
right side. He was there once, and I think he was a
happier man than ever he as been sinco. Here is what
Sir Robert Peel said:

"I shall leave a name execrated, I know, by every monopoliatwho
will maintain protection for bis own individual benefit; but it may be
tha.t I shall leave a name sometimes remembered;with expressions of
good-will in the abodes of those to whose lot it is to labour and to
earn their daily bread by the sweat of their brow, when they shallre-
cruit their exhausted strength with abundant untaxed food, sweeter
because it is no longer leavened by a sense of injustice."

Are those not noble sentiments ? And who should the Gov-
ornment not look after but the groat majority and the poor ?
They need not trouble themselves about the rich, they eau
look after themseolves. Thoy pretend this policy is a new
relation between the capitalist and the labourer; but the
truth is that it is all on one side. This policy does not at
all protect the labourer. He is left still at the mercy of the
employer. He gets no more than the employer chooses to
give him. If thse eilh monopolists whose profits are so
great wished to show their benevolence to the poor
who wanted bread they could have done so, but they have
done nothing of the sort. They let them go hungry, they
let them go cold, and the Government is going to help them
mightily by taxation. You are making it harder for them to
get a bIanket during the cold winter, making it harder for
them to get bread to support their families, but you protect
the monopolist, you protect the men who have got money,
and you keep al1 other goods out so that ho shall get a high
price for his. But how do you protect the workingman ?
Do you keep any workingmen out so that they shall not
compete with ouì vorkingmen ? No, you would
not do a thing so absurd as that, but to be con-
sistent you ought to incorporate it in the Tariff.
My hon. friend, the Finance Minister, knows a gentleman in
New Brunswick wbo used this expression :"'' When justice
ceases to be even-handed it ceases to be justice." There is
no justice bere, there is no protection to the workingmon
except the tender mercies of their employers. They give
them more wages now because they are obliged to, because
so much labour bas gone out of the country. In New
Brunswick, I am saying only what tbhehon. Finance Minis-
ter knows and evcrybody else knows, that the population
bas been going to the Western States until it is difficult to
get men to carry on the ordinary operations of the country.
I do not say that the National Policy drove them out, no
more than I would say that a Revenue Tariff would drive
them out. But they go, as labour always will go, and it
ought to be free and uurestricted. Let the working man go
where ho eau get the most. Hon. gentlemen opposite
charged the Government who preceded them with sending
people away. Now, 1 tell them truly that more people have
left the Maritime Provinces since they came into power than
they did in any four or eight years preceding. Now, Ido
not charge that upon the National Policy-that would be
unreasonable-but I do say that the National Policy has

492



COMMONS DEBATES.
entirely failed to do what the hon. gentlemen who inaugu-
rated it said it would do. They said it would keep people in
the country, but in the Maritime Provinces it has not had
that effect, and the hon. Finance Minister knows it as well
as he knows that he is sitting there. The Government
promised universal happiness everywhere, there was to be
no more suffering and no more sorrow in this wide Domin-
ion. The absurdity of their pretension is beneath notice,
they can do only one thing, they can rob one class of men
and stimulate certain industries, but tbey cannot make the
mass of the people richer. The Government sometimes em-
ploys labour. Last spring, before I went away, I noticed that
workmen were in great demand around these buildings. I
saw a good many of them digging out cement in the cracks
of those buildings which was juet about as good as that they
put in. A gang of mon would go round and dig out the
cement to fill it in with other cement, and the Government
were paying these $2 and 82.50 a day. When they got
through with that job the Government found work for the
men pulling up dandelions. All that was before the elec-
tions. After they were over they did not employ so many
men. I looked at the Citizen this morning and I saw an
extract from a Budget Speech in England, delivered a few
days ago, which, with your permission, [ will read.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Dispense.

Mr. GILLMOR Personally, I have great respect for
my hon. friends on the other side. I think they are for the
most part very good men, but they remind me of a little
story of a man who wanted to get a note discounted. He went
to every director of the bank to ask accommodation, and
each of them told him he would discount his note. When,
however, they met at the Board, they decided, notwith'
standing their promises, not to discount his note. Hearing
this he opened the door of the room, and said: "Gentlemen,
individually you are a very respectable class of men, but
collectively you are a set of infernal scoundrels." I observe
by the papers to-day that Free Trade England has a surplus.
A cable despatch runs as follows:-

" London, March 6.-In the House of Commons to-day Hon. Mr.
Childers submitted the Budget for the year ending March, 1883. The
revenue was £89,04,000, and exceeded the estimate by £406,900. There
was a decrease in the consumption of spirits, the reduction from that
source being £500,000. The total expenditures were £88,900,000. The
expense of the war in Egypt, including the amount for the Indian con-
tingent, was £3,836,000. He had no arrears to report on account of the
war expenditure, as increased by the present Government. The expen-
ditures of the coming year he estimated at £85,789,000, and the revenue
et £88,480,000. The National Debt was reduced for the past yes.r
£,100,000. He expected to make a furthernreduction this year of
£8,000,000. During the next twenty years he expected to see the debt
reduced by £172,000,000. Mr. Childers proposed that the duties on the
goods made from silver be charged on goods actually sold, and eventu-
ally they should be abolished altogether,but not this year. He proposed
the tax on railway earnings, where the fares were very umall, sho ! 1 'h.
abolished ; the standard moisture of tobacco and snuff, on whici an
exemption was allowed, be raised one per cent.- that provision be made
looking towards a reduction of the rate for telegrams sent anywhere
inland to sixpence, and that three halfpence of the income tax be re-
moved. These reductions, if made, would reduce the surplus to £240,000.
The report was received with much favor."

I subnit that if we want an example of the benefits to be
derived from a Free Trade policy, carried out to its fullest
extent, we find it in the Mother Country. lier progress in
wealth, comfort, and everything that tends to make the
people happy, bas increased to a marvellous extent under
that system. She has grown rich, not by keeping England
for the Englishb; not by excluding foreign products. She
discovered long ago, and we will discover it, that if we
want to grow rich we must extend our commerce and pro-
duce articles as eheap as anybody else, and sell them abroad.
The laws of Nature and of God show that the free inter-
change ofe commodities was intended by the Creator for the
happinessand benefit of Bis children, and therefore we have
the ocean before us and shipe to carry the products from one
clime to another. We would do well to produce what the

laws of nature tell us we should produce, and we should
bring other products from other countries. We would get
the product of five days' labor for one of our own, if we
worked according to nature's laws, but instead of doing
that we are undertaking to do % bat the God of nature never
intended we should do. H1e did not malke ail climes, soils
and conditions of aIl countries the same. He knew that
mon would exchange products, and that their comfort, hap-
piness and wealth would bo increased by free interchange.
Your protective system tries to thwart the laws of God
and the best interests of man. lon. gentlemen opposite
may have even a larger majority than they have now at the
next election. Will that be any comfort to them ? If they
think they are right, no doubt it wil,, and I suppose
they do think so; but if my argument bas had the effect of
causing them to think they may possibly be mistaken, thon
my object is served. Hon. gentlemen are doing what is
unnatural and unjust, and I would have no hope for the
future of Canada, with our intelligence, morality and reli-
gion, if I thought there was no hope of a good time coming,
when the present policy will b reversed. You may build
railways and develop the country, but you are doing more
injury by this policy than by any extravagance in which
you might indulge. That is my honest opinion, and the
experience of the past bas proved it, and the experience of
the future will prove it likewise. With these views ad-
vanced in myhumble way, Ithink the liouse will understand
what my convictions are on the trade question. Everyone
knows I am not a man to trim for the sake of getting here,
to violate my convictions and despise myself for the sake of
getting into Parliament. I value the respect of my fellow-
men, and I am anxious to retain it; but I value my own
self-respect, my regard for truth, more than I regard the
opinions of ail the world besides. I will not trim on
this question. Of course, I cannot have my own way. I
do not expect to have a Tariff to suit me; but I
hope to live to see the time when a Tariff will be framed
upon sound principles, when a Tariff will be framed so that
every dollar taken from the poor man's pocket, and f rom the
rich man's too, will go into the Treasury for the public
good, and for uses in which every one can share. it is a
satisfaction to me to sec mon becoming rich, according to
proper laws, laws just and fair, and approved by morals and
approved by God himself. 1f men become rich by industrious
toil or intellectual attainments it is perfectly fair. One
lawyer may obtain a thousand dollars for pleading a caso,
while another wili only obtain ahundred, but it is free and
open competition in the market, and this sort of free exchango
will regulate itsolfeverywhere. Wheu a man gets irich by his
unaided industry, .whother from manufacturing, mining,
or anything else, I am glad to see it, but I have no regard
for the m·n who has become rich from 1lie sweatof the poor,
and by taxing the great mass of the people. You may speak
of your Redpaths snd your millionaires, and point to their
palaces; these look very well; but this is very little satisfac-
tion ta the poor shivering wretch, who hungry and cold,
is sitting on the door stops of these palaces. It is botter
for him to have what he bas earned; but you do not give it-
to him; you take it from him, and give part of it to the
revenue, and the largest part ofit to the manufacturers. I
was very much pleased with the mannor of the speech
of the hon. member from Westmoreland. It was a
good speech from his stand-point. Ie told us that the ship-
building interest was waning in the Maritime Provinces,
and the cause of it; I think this is the case. I am quite
satisfied that this industry is waning, and the National
Policy is helping it to wane a little faster than was the case
before. As ho says, the introduction of iron ships and steam-
ers will eventually injure and reduce in value wooden
ships. He told us that the lumbering interest was
waning, and the cause of it, to which I am not disposed to
take exception. I think that this interest must eventually
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wane. I know it will, because the sources of supply are
being eut off. He told us that other industries required ta,
ho started to supply their places, and to that proposition I
can make no objection, but I want these to be started just in
the same way as were the ship-building and lumbering
interests. After these have started on their merits and
succeeded, and become old and poor, you will tax them, and
give them another push down hill, in order to start some
new industries in their place. Let the latter start in the
same way as they did, or let the country do without them.
No industry is any good to the country which~ las to be
kept up by taxes. Unider a protective tariff a man
will start any sort of absurdity. I will run any business if
you choose to guaranteo that every body will buy enough
and contribute enough to make me prosperous. My hon.
friend wants to do the same thing, and to tax the lumber-
men, the shp-buildors, the fishermen and the farmers, in
order to buikd a cotton mill at Moncton, and a sugar re-
finery; and to enable manufactures to succeed and pgy him,
a rich man, a large capitalist, and a large stockholder in all
these institutions. I do not think that my hon. friend is
selfish, but his proposition bas that air. These are things
in which ho is interested. I wonder if the law ought te:
provide for the fair division of the profits. If I invest;
as the Government compels me to do, I want my part
of the profits. I ought to have a return for my money,
but that does not follow; that is not part of the National
Policy. Its object is to take money from the many and
give to the few. I want to see every man in Canada have a
fair field and no favor.- Let him start in the race
of life untrammelled, and let the smartest man get ahoad
if he can, but do not shackle a part of the community, and
let the others rob it, and get ahead in the race, let there be
free and open competition. I have a great deal more which,
perhaps, I might say, but, on mature consideration I
have concladed not to say it. I thank you, Mr. Speaker,
and the hon. gentlemen who have listened so kindly to me,
and it may be that I will not trouble you. any more this
Session.

Mr. VAIL. Before the resolutions are adopted I desire
to make a fow remarks on the subject of the Tariff, from a
Nova Scotia stand-point, and give the House a few of the
reasons why, in my humble opinion, the Protective Policy
of 1879,which-with a few alterations, the Government pro-
pose to continue another year at least -is injurious to the
interests of the Maritime Provinces. I regret that I am
obliged to speak at this late hour of the night, but as Ihave
not had an opportunity till now to say anything on this
trade question, and only propose to occupy a few minutes, I
am sure the House will give me a patient hearing. Now,
it will be remembered that before Nova Scotia entered into
Confederation with the other Provinces, we bad a 10 per
cent. Tariff. In 1866, which was the last full year the
accounts were made up for, the goods entered for home
consumption amounted to $13,025,433, on which we paid,
under our then Tariff, $1,226,398 duty. Now, let us compare
this with the importations into Nova Scotia last year, and
the amnount collected. I notice by the Trade Returns thati
the Province of Nova Scotia only imported, last year, fromi
foreign ports, $6,169,546 of goods, for home consumption, on
which we paid $1,758,000 duty, so that while the importa-
tions were less in value by about $7,000,000 than in 1866,
we actually paid over 8500,000 more into the Dominion
Treasury than we paid on the $13,000,000 in 1863. Now,
some hon. gentelmen opposite seem desirous of making the1
public believe that an incroase in the duties does not neces-
sarily increase the taxation of the country, and I should be
disposed to agree with them if it could be shown that thei
cousumption was less than formerly; but as that is not the
case, and the differenco betwoen the value of the goods im-1
ported in 1866 and 1882 has been made up by the consump-i
tion of domestic goods, for which the peorple pay a higheri

Mr. GILLmos.

price in coneequence of the higher daties, it is quite clear
to my mind that the taixation is largely increasel; and that
what my hon. friend from Charlotte bas said is quite true,
viz.: that it is simply abeurd to say there has been no in-
crease of taxation. It is unreasonable to suppose that the
Government could, by a turn of the screw, take $6,000,000
out of the pockets of the people without making them just
that much poorer. It is all very fine to say that the country
is no poorer because it goes into the Treasury and belongs
to the people; but allowing that to be true, I think it will
be a long time before it finds itsway back into their pockets.
As you all know, Nova Scotia ia almost an island; her ports
are open to the commerce of the world the year -round; our
products are ships, lumber, wood, bark, gypsum, farm pro-
duce, fish, coal and gold, for all of which, except the
latter, we must find a market in foreign countries. Conse-
quently, we require the freest possible opportunityto ex-
change our products for those of other countries, and
any Tariff which restricts this is injurious to our people.
Nova Scotia is the Province above all others, if I except
Prince Edward Island, that would be benefited bya low Tariff
such as we had before 1879, and we were led to believe
before Confederation that a 15 or 20 per cent. Tariff would
be the most that we should be called upon to pay after we
bocame a part of the Dominion. I know that we were told
by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, in 1865, that it was
idle to suppose that this was correct, or that Confederation
wilh the other Provinces did not mean increased taxation
beyond what the Province could well bear, but it Vppears
he has since changed his mind, and now endorses the pre-
sent high Protective Tariff, which ho said a few years ago
would be exceedingly injurious to the trade of the Maritime
Provinces. It will be in the recollection of some hon. mem-
bers of this louse that the Finance Ministerhimself told the
people of his Province in 1866, that $15,000,000 would be
ample to pay all the necessary expenses of the Confederated
Provinces. This Sir, would seem rather a remarkable miscal-
culation in the face of the fact that before the end of eight
years, ho required about $23,000,000 and now asks the
House to give him almost double the sum he named in 1866,
as the ontside sum that would be roquired; and to meet this
enormous increasing expenditure, hlie has been obligedJ to
raise the Tariff not only to 35 or 30, but in many cases to
40, and on coarso goods to as high as 60 per cent. Well,
now, Mr. Speaker, I would not object so much t this in-
crease, if the taxation was fairly and justly levied, but as it
stands at present it bears more heavily on one portion of
the Dominion than it does on another, and I contend that
the Maitime Provinces are now paying too large a pro-
portion of the taxation for the devolopment of the North-
West as compared with the older and more wealthy Pro-
vinces; and it would almost seem, as the changes which are
being made from year to year are all in the direction of
placing heavier burdens upon the people who live beside
the sea, to force them to consume the manufactured goods
of the Upper Provinces, that the Government is just a
little too much influenced by the manufacturers of Ontario,
and a portion of Quebec, and too ready to carry out their
suggestions at the expense of the smaller Provinces. Some
hon. gentleman on the other side, said a few days ago, that
the people of Nova Scotia were prosperous and happy. I
acknowledge that they are reasonably prosperous, and I
may add happy; but it is in spite of the Tariff, and they
would have been in a much more prosperous condition if
the 17à per cent. Tariff could have been continued. Our
pople are not confined to one or two industries.

e do not depend altogether on agriculture, or on fishing,
or on lumber, or on coal; we do not depend on building
ships ; we do not depend exclusively on any of these indus-
tries, so that the people of Nova Scotia may go on prosper-
ing from year to year notwithstanding.this, I may say.
iniquitous Tariff. I am told that the Government of which
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I was a member for a few years, was a Government of defi-
cit8, and that the present Government is a Government of
annual surpluses. Let me take the four years of the Mac-
kenzie Administration, and what is the result ? In 1874-5
the expenditure was $23,714,071 ; in 1875-6, $24,488.372; in
1876-7,$23,519,214; in 1877-8,$23,503,580-in all $94,923,902.
Let us take the receipts for those same years. In 1874-5,
they were .$24,648,715; in 1875-6, $22,587,587; in 1876-7,
$22,059,274; in 1877-8, $22,375,011, making the receipts of
those four years in all $91,679,000. and making the deficits
for the same poriod 83,353,315. Now, let us turn to the
other side of the picture. In 1878-9, the first year after the
Government obtained power, the exponditura was $24,..
455,381; in 1879-80 $24,850,634, making the expenditure
for those two years $49,306,015. The receipts in 1878-79
were $22,517,382; in 1879-80 they were $23,307,406, or a
deficit in the two years of $3,481,227, as against $3,253,315
during the four years of the Mackenzie Administration.
Where is the surplus there? It is quite true there has been
a surplus since. It is said on the other side of the flouse
that it is au evidence of great statesmanship on the part of
the hon. Finance Minister to be able te take four or five
millions out of the pocket of the people of this country, but
for my part I take a very different view of it. A Finance
Minister should be able to estimate just about the amount
of money he requires to meet the expenditure of the year,
and not take a dollar beyond that sum. I say, Sir, it is not
statesmanship, and it is unwise and unfair, in the present
condition of this country,to take five orsix millions out of the
pockets of the people to pay for building railways that are
thousands of miles away from the seaboard, from which the
people of the Maritime Provinces can never derive much
benefit. True statesmanship, on the part of the hon. Finance
Ministe- just now, would be to take no more money from
the people's pockets than he requires for ordinary expendi-
ture ; and lot future generations, who are to benefit by the
development of the North-West, pay the interest on the cost
of that development. I repeat the Maritime Provinces
ought not to be called upon to develop the North-West for
the benefit of future generations. I have taken some trouble
to look into the taxation of the Province of Nova Scotia as
compared with 1865 and 1866, and, I am satisfied, if the
hon. Finance Minister would take the trouble to enquire
into this matter as closely as I have, ho will find
that instead of the people of Nova Scotia paying, as they
did in 1866, $1,226,000 in duty, they are paying to-day
directly and indirectly, no less than $5,000,000. If
you take the duties paid by us and the population of
Nova Scotia in 1866, and take the population of the present
day, and apply the Dominion Tariff, yon will find that the
people of Nova Scotia are paying over $3,000,000 directly,
and I am quite satisfied that the increased price they pay
on manufactured goods would be more than enough to
bring the amount up to at least $5,000,000. I do net make
these statements without having taken some trouble to
look into the matter. When I was a member of the late
Government, I told my colleagues that Nova Scotia even
under the Tariff then prevailing, was unjustly taxed, and
the taxation on the goods consumed by the poorer class had
increased almost ten-fold since then.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh i
Mr. VAIL. Five-fold at any rate. It seoms to me, Sir,

that between the Government on the one hand and the
manufacturers of the Upper Provinces on the other, the
people of Nova Scotia are between the upper and the nether
millstone, and will be compelled to leave the country, unless
they eau bring some influence to bear on the Government
to consider their peculiar position and grant relief in some
way. The hon. Minister of Marine must surely know that
the boue and sinew of the country is fast leaving
Nova Scotia; if not, I can convince him by reading

from bis own organ, the Halifax .Morning Berald; but
before doing so I would just say that when can-
vassing Digby last June, I found a great many vacant
farms, and on making enquiry as to where these
people had gone I was invariably told they had gone to the
Western States. Why, Sir, in 1878 they had a Liberal-
Conservative Club in Digby, but before the clection in 1882
I was told that everyone of them had gone to the Western
States exeept one, and ho had been anpointed Census enum-
erator, otherwiso I suppose ho would have gone with the
others. ie has since been appointed as overseer of the
work on the Digby Pier at 83 per day, and as ho only has
some four or five men to look afLer, his duties aie not
very arduous, and ho will remain tilt this work is com-
pleted, if no longer. Now, I am not one of those who, it
may be said, .is desirous of making it appear that our
country is being depopulated. I want to see the people kept
in the country, and I think considering that the present
Government not only promised to keep the people in the
country, but bring thoso back who had gone away, I am
sure we bave just cause to complain that they have not
done so. In my opinion the only way we can keep our
people in the country is to make the taxes as low as
possible, and make it a cheap country to live in.
A short time ago a movement was made in Nova
Seotia to form an immigration society, to induce
farmers from the other side of the water to come over and
settle en the vacant farms in the western part of Nova
Sceotia, and this is what the Halifax ilerald said at the time,
in reference to the Annapolis Valley, which may ho con-
sidered the garden of Nova S tia, and the finest agricul-
tural district in Canada. Ralifix Herald, 1883:

" We stated in yesterday's article that on the authnrity of Mr. Pit.
man there are one hundredfarms for sale in Annapolis County. We
believe the statement to be rather under than over the mark, and have
no hesitation in saying that the desire to sell is even more prevalent in
many cf the other couînties than that of Annapolis. In very county of
the Province there are numerous proprietors of farms who are anxious
to sell at a very moderate price. The prices asked for gond farma are
astonishingly moderate, just because there i no immigration to the
Province, and there is consequently no demand for them."

Now, I consider that the value of real estato is the true index
of the prosperity of the country, and when real estate is
as low as it is at the p-osent timo in tho Province of Nova
Scotia, and farmers are anxious to sol out, it is a pretty
sure indication that the country is not in the prosperous
state we would like to see it. As I said before, I
would have made no objection to a reasonable amount
of increase in the taxation, provided it was required
for ordinary expenditure, but I again repeat that I
object to continning the tax on breadstuffs, to pay
the principal of the money roquired to build the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway. I know that the protective policy
as, to a certain extent, an experiment, as it was im-
possible to tell how much would be roalized from Customs
duties for a year or two, hence the excuse for placing a duty
on wheat, flour and meal but now that th lion. Finance
Minister is boasting of a surplus, I am astonished
to find ho is disposed to continue this obnoxious
duty, which ho must know comes out of the pockets
of the poorest class of people in the Maritime Provinces.
Had ho enquired as to how these taxes were levied, and on
whom they weighed most heavily, I think ho could have
relieved the Maritime Provinces to a limitedextent without
doing any other Province an injustice. I am astonished
that some of his Lower Province supporters have not pro-
tested against the last changes. Our people areotoo far away
to send delegations hero, and their interests arc lu conse-
quence neglected. The people of Ontario are withiu easy
reach of Ottawa, and consequently always have the ear of
the Governmert. I should have supposed that the bon;
Minister of Railways, who knows the situation of our people
as well as any man in this House, would have insisted on
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justice being done to Nova Scotia, but it appears he las
neglected his duty in that respect. Now, a word in regard
to the savings banks deposits in Nova Scotia. One hon.
member on this side of the H1ouse-I think it was the mem-
ber for South BrantL.a-very properly stated that this was not
an evidence of increased prosperity. The returns showed
that the people ofthe Maritime Provinces deposited last year
about four times as much as the people of Ontario and
Quebec, and it was not reasonable to suppose that they had
saved four times as much as the people of the Upper Pro-
vinces. I quite agree with him. There is scarcely a
wealthy man out of business in Nova Scotia that is
not a depositor in the savings banks to the full
extent the law will allow, and many of thiem have
used the names of the several members of their families
in order to exceed the amount which an individual is
restricted te. As an illustration of this I may mention a
case .in which a widow not long ago claimed $10,000
deposited in ber name, and the heirs were obliged to go into
the courts, and prove that the money belonged to the estate,
and was only invested in er name to get over the restric-
tion. Again, only the other day, I wrote a lady whose9
income is not*less than five or six thousand dollars a year,
to know what I should do with a smali sum in my bands
at ber credit, and she instructed me to place it in the
savings bank; consequently, the House will see that the
amount in the savings bank does not represont the savings
of the laboring class. Before I take my seat I wish to refer
to one little matter in re ference to my own county. I do
not know why it is that Digby County receives so much
attention from the Government. In 1878, 1ran a by-election;
at that time the bon. Minister oflRailways, thon in Opposi-
tion, came down with a gentleman from Quebec, by the
name of Thibeault, the latter was sent into the French dis-
trict, and by great exertions I was defeated. T wo years ago
the hon. Minister of Finance, in bis tour through Nova
Scotia, beld a meeting at Digby. He had bis right-hand
man, Mr. White, of Cardwell, with him. Nobody interfered
with them, and bey had their meetings to themselves. The
hon. Finance Minister put the National Policy before the
people in the brightest colors, and Mr. White made
bis speech which was listened to with great attention. The
rosult was my mioority of 1878 was tui-ned into a consider-
able majority in 1882. They held another meeting at
Weymouth, wbich was aliso not interfered with, and the
result was that the majority there of fifty.cight against me
in 1878 was reduced to three in 1880. It was only noces-
sary for me to read an extract from a speech made at the
Board of Trade in Montreal, by Mr. White, where ho told
the people of the Dominion that 15 per cent. was quite
enough to encourage manufacturing in this country, and
that anything beyond that was unreasonable and excessive,
to counteract the effect of bis arguments; I say it was
only nocessary for me to read that speech to anybody who
heard Mr. White, or the Finance Minister, to dissipate the
effect of their meeting. Now, not satisfied with this they
sent down another Lower Canadian in 1882 to instruct
the people of Clare in their duty, but they told this hon.
gentleman that they knew quite as much about what was
to their advantage in the election as he did, and they advised
him to take up bis valise and turn bis face homeward ; and
he was wise enough to do so, and was not able to hold a
meeting in the county. I hope, therefore, when another
election comes round the Government will leave the Digby
people to attend to their own business, and elect whomsoever
they please to reprosent them in thiis House. I regret
to have occupied so mach time of the House at this late hour,
but I felt it; was incumbent upon me as a member in Op.
position from Nova Scotia to say a few words before this
resolution was adopted.

Mr. Ml L1E LAN.1 shall not detain the House with a '
speech, but I want to give one fact in answer to the hon. i

Mr. IM.

gentleman who has complained that the Province of Nova
Scotia is the poor house of the Dominion.

Mr. VAIL. I did not say anything of the kind. Mr.
Speaker, I must protest against that.

Mr. McLELAN. Very well, I will take back the word
poor-house ; but the hon. gentleman has stated that it is the
poorest part of the Dominion of Canada-

Mr. VAIL. Not at all. I did not say anything of the
kind.

Mr. McLELAN. And that she was suffering under the
operations of the National Policy. I want to tell the hon.
gentleman that, although he made this statement in the
first part of bis speech, ho answered it in the latter part.
He says it is the Upper Provinces entirely that are manu-
facturing for the Lower Provinces, and cspecially for the
Province of Nova Scotia. If the hon. gentleman will com-
pare the Cunsus returns of 1871 and 1881, lie will see that
the Province of Nova Scotia bas increased the most in the
production of lier industries. The bon..gentleman knows
that trade never was so good in the Province of Nova Scotia
as it is to-day. He bas referred to the Digby pier. I had the
returns from the Digby pier prepared in answer to a question
which he lias on the paper to-day. In 1880, the amount
received for wharfage upon the Digby pier was $354; in
1882 it has risen to $542. I now come to a larger matter.
I bave here a table showing the comparative state of
industries mn the varions Provinces in 1871 and 1881 respec-
tively:-
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per cent. in their products, while in the Province of
Ontario her industries have only increased 37 per cent.
The hon. gentleman knows that in the city of Halifax we
are refining sugar and sending it away to the North-West.
We have there now one of the greatest manufacturing indus-
tries in the Dominion of Canada, the iron industry, which bas
been developed by this Tariff, and bids fair to become the
greatest industry in the Dominion. The hon. gentleman
says he has given a groat deal of attention to gathering
information as 'to the condition of bis Province. Why,
Mr. Speaker, a delegation was here two days ago from
the city of Halifax who said that the shipping and
trade at that port had doubled since 1874. I believe
that the increase in the prosperity of Nova Scotia would
have been very much larger had the National Policy
been adopted earlier, and had not the hon. gentleman had
the honor of being at one time a member ofthe Government
that ruled this Dominion from 1874 to 1878. The hon.
gentleman says that Nova Scotia is between the upper and
the nether mill-stone. Well, we did feel from 1874 to 1878
that we were in that position-that we were suffering from
the grit of the upper and the nether mill-stone. Prosperity
bas followed since then, and if the hon. gentleman had
gathored fuller information ho would have seen that the
Province of Nova Scotia was nover more prosper-
ous than it is to-day.

Mr. KESSON. The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail) is
the occasion of my offering a word or two on the subject,
and in reply to what has been stated as to fair play not
being meted out to all the Provinces. I have no desire to
say a word on the Budget which has been so ably laid before
the House by the hon. Minister of Finance, but I think
that the statements made by the hon. member for Digby,
ought not to go unchallenged and euncontradicted. I
remember the bon. gentleman said that ail the Provinces
should have fair play, and that Nova Scotia was not receiv-
ing fair play, and that the taxation was oppresive in regard
to that Province. I have here a table preparcd from the
Trade and Navigation Returns-and it is the only correct
record on the subject-and I find from it, that the Province
of Nova Scotia entered the Confederation with a per capita
tax for Customs in 1868 of $3.06; in 1882, it had in-
creased to $3.99, bçing an increase of 93 cents since
Confederation. If there had not been an increase in the
other Provinces, I should have considere: the hon.
gentleman's remarks perfectly justifiable, and that be had
a right to complain in the liouse. But what ar.e the facts ?
I find that Ontario has, perhaps, of all the Provinces,
the greatest reason to complain. That Province came into
Confoderation in 1868 with a per capita Customsatax of $1.44 ;
in 1882 it bad incrcased to $3.8, or an increase of $1.38,
as against an increase of 93 ets. in Nov a Scotia. Wo
next come to the Provinc3 of Quebec, and I do not think
any hon. member from that Province bas complained that
fhir play was not dealt out to her. Quebec entered the
Confederation with a per capita Customs tai of $3.89; in
1882 it had increased to 86.74, being an incrca3e of $2.85 as
against an. increase of 93 ete. in Nova Scotia, wbich
Province the bon. member for Digby declares bas not been
fairly dealt with. We noxt come to New Brunswick,
represented by the Finance Minister. It entered Con-
federation with a Castoms tax of $3.22; it had increased
in 1882 to $4.54, being an increase of $1.32, or about
the same ratio as Ontario's increase. The little Pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island, perhaps, of all the Pro-
vinces makes the most favorable exhibit in this regard.
It entered Confederation in 1872, with a Customs tax et
$2.33; in 1882, it had decreased to $1.82, being a de-
crease of 51 ets. This is the only instance of a Province
having entered Confederation, and now showing a decrease
in the expenditure under that head. We come to British
Columbia, the younge3t of all the Provinece, and what do
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we find? It entered Confederation in 1872, with a Ous-
toms tax of $6.85 ; in 1882, it had increased to
$13.72, being an increase of $6.87. I see a represen-
tative from that Province in this place, but I do net hear
him utter a word of complaint. I think I have fairly met
this charge that the Province of Nova Scotia has been
unfairly dealt with, in the matter of taxation, and such
charges should not be made when they cannot be substanti-
ated by the public records placed in our hands. I had no
intention to occupy the time of the House, but while the
hon. member for Digby was speaking, my attention was
drawn to his charge, and I thought it fair that the House
should have the benefit of this answer te it.

Motion agreed to; and louse resolved itself into Come
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the Conmittee rise
and report and ask leave to sit again.

Committee reported.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agrced to; and (at 2.45 o'clock a.n.) the House

adjoruned.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 9Lh April, 1883.

The SPEAKiEi took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PR 'YERS.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. WII1TE (Cardwell) movel that the Second Report
of the Special Committee appointed to supervise the Report
of the Debates be adopte].

Motion agreed to.

CIIARITABLE, PILANTII ROPIC, AND PROVIDENT
ASSOCIATIONS.

Mr. COLBY moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 102)
to amend and extend the provisions of chap. 71 of the Consoli-
dated Statutes of Canada, respecting charitable, philan-
thropie and provident associations.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. COLBY. The Act which it is proposod to amend

and extend by this Bill is one respecting charitable,
philanthropic, and provident associations. The provisions
of the Act are that any number of porsons may unite them-
selves into a society for making provision, by means of con-
tributions, subscriptions, donations or otherwise, against
sickness unavoidable misfortune, or death, and for relieving
the widows, and orphans cbildren of members deceased. it
provides also for the establishment of branches, election of
officors, the promotion of the objcts of the association, the
taking security from officers, the holding of property,
the punishment of officers found embezzling, &c. That
Act is operative in its fullest sense, and, indeed, bas
been extended in the Province of Quebec. In Ontario
the substantial provisions of the Act have been incorpor-
ated in a similar Act, and effective machinery has been
provided by which these provisions might be made
operative. The object of this Bill is to provide for
machinery, in respect of which the original Act seems to be
somewhat defective, and extend its provisions to those
socicties whose operations are te be carried on in the var-
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ions Provinces of the Dominion. I have introduced another
clause which I think will commend itself to this House, and
meet a need in the country, as it is intended to meet the
case of societies or voluntary associations for the promotion
of immigration. There are, in various Provinces of the
Dominion, unincorporated societies who are endeavoring to
promote the immigration of particular classes of people
suited to the needs of particular localities. I may say, that
the object of the whole of the Act is to carry on the bene-
volent purpose intended by chap. 71 of the Consolidated
Statutes in an inexpensive and summary manner.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman bas stated that this
Statute is in force in Quebec. Is that by an Act of the
Local Legislature ?

Mr. COLBY. No; the Act remained in force in that
Province, and a portion has been extended by the Local
Legislature.

Mr. BLAKE. And in Ontario by virtue of a local
Statute which provides machinery. Will the bon. gentle-
man inform us wbether ho proposes substantially the same
machinery as that provided for in the Ontario Act?

Mr. COLBY. I may say that the Ontario Statute was
before me; and, to a considerable extent, I have adopted the
same machinery.

Mr. BLAKE. Perbaps the hon. gentleman will tell us
whether he deems it necessary that the provident and
charitable associations should be incorporated under Domin-
ion legislation at all.

Mr. COLBY. I think it is desirablo on the part of the
Legislature to promote every good objeet. 1 am sure my
hon. friend is himself benevolent enough to desire to see
benevolent operations extended over the whole Dominion,
and this Bill is for the purpose of meeting a want which
exists. We have no law at present by which any number
desiring to associate tbemselves together for these objects
can incorporate themselves in an irlexpensive manner. They
are obligcd to come bore for special legislation, as they can-
not, by the Joint Stock Cômpanies' Act, or any other Act,
r.each their object economically. If the hon. gentleman
disputes the desirablenoss of thebe purposos, then of course
t'e hon. gentleman cannot sce his way to support a propo-
sition of this kind; but I think my hon. friend will agree
with me that there are objcts which can be accom-
plished by isolated individual effort, nor can they be well
accomplished by the State in its capacity vs a State,
and all voluntary associations who desire to accomplish
their parposes of beneficence, and relieve suffering
humanity, should be encouraged as fzir as possib'e.
I am sure the hon. gentleman will agree with me that
those wbo are endeavoring to promote immigration to
this country of a particular class should be strengthened
in this laudable effort. When the Bill comes to the second
reading we will be in a better position to discuss the details
of the machinery and provisions I have menticned to which
I am sure the hon. gentleman will not object.

Mr. BLAKE. I agree with the hon. gentleman that in
point of fact the Bill is so colorlees that one can see through
it.

Mr. COLBY. That is not a defect in any law.
Bill read the first time.

ACADIA POWDEI COMPANY.

The House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Mr. Tupper, that Bill (No. 40) to grant certain
powers to the Acadia Powder Company (limited) be now
read the third time, and the motion of Mr. Amyot in amend-
ment thereto.

Mr. CoLBy.

Mr. HALL moved that the debate be adjourned. He
said: I hope this discussion will be postponed as it involves
a question of a good deal of importance te our Province
namely, the question of the jurisdiction of the Local and'
Dominion Parliaments respectively.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. member is aware
that this Bill bas been before the House several days, and
has been postponed froni time to time. It las been fully
discuseed, and there has been ample opportunities for every
hon. gentleman who had anything te say on the subject to
address the House. The hon. gentleman is also aware that
the passage of the amendment would involve the House re-
tracing its steps, as during the present Session two Bills
similar te this one have been passed without a word of ob-
jection by the hon. gentleman or any other hon. member.
The Phosphate Mining Bill was one of precisely the same
character and involved the same principle. Yet not an hon.
gentleman on either side of the House objected to its pass-
ing, and, so far as this House can make it law, it las be-
come law. The hon. gentleman knows that the passage
of this resolution would render illegal at least twenty
Bills passed by this House similar in character to
the present, but to which no objection was taken. The
hon. gentleman is aware that by passing that resolution,
the House would declare to be illegal companies which have
already been incorporated by this Legislature, and which
stood in precisely the same position as this company. I
am at a loss to know why hon. gentlemen take exception
to this Bill, which comes from the Province of Nova Scotia,
when Bills of precisely the same character from the Provin-
ces of Ontario and Quebec have been passed again and again
in this House without a single word of objection. It does
seem a little singular that this Bill, which is promoted on
behalf of a corporatIon in the Province of .Nova Scotia,
should reccive such exceptional treatment at the hands of
the House. I am at a lossto understand it ; and, although I
give the fullest weight to the questions raised, I think
that precedents which have been cited in support of this
Bill ought to have settled the question in the minds of hon.
gentlemen, and if those precedents are notsufficient, I think
the same objection should have boen raised to Bills from
other Provinces.

Mr. HALL. I am sorry that my motive in moving the
adjournment of the debate bas teen misunderstood. I
sympathise with everything that has been said by the hon.
Minister of Railways, and I am sure the bon. gentleman
who movel the adjourument of the debate the other day is
of the sane mind ; that is, we believe that this Parliament
has power te pass measures of this kind. But as this
measure has provoked considerable discussion, ourobject was
that it might, on this occasion, bo justly discussed and finally
settled.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite understand the
object of my hon. friend in moving the adjournment of
the debate. As the hon. Minister of Railways says, we have
already passed, without objecting, two Bills to which the
same constitutional objection will apply'; and, as the whole
question is involved in the Cariiers' Bill, perhaps the dis-
cussion eau be continued on that Bill just as well as on this.
This Bill will net then have been treated exceptionally.
I think we had better now allow this Bill to pass, and have
the discussion on the other.

Mr. SPEAKER IDoes the hon. gentleman withdraw the
amendment.

Mr. IALL. I do not persist in it if the Government
object. The Bills referred to, however, are not the same in
principle. If the Government do not object I will withdraw
the motion; if not, a day should be fixed, and the question
be discussed fully, and disposed of.
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Mr. OUIMET. From the reading of our Constitutional Act,

it is quite clear that corporations created by the Local Leg-
islatures may come bere to have their powers extended,
that is to say, to have powers granted to them which could
not be granted by the Local Legislatures, just as, for in-
stance, the Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien came here the
other day, not to become incorporated, but to ask for some
privileges in the matter of interest charges, but that the
Local Legislature had no jurisdiction in that matter. But
this case. is quits different. From the reading of this Bill I
understand that the corporation does not come here to get a
new charter, but only to get extended powers. -The first
clause provides that a certain business may be carried on
throughout Canada. No doubt wo have power to create
corporations whose operations may be extended to the
whole of Canada, or, as the Constitutional Act says, whose
object is general or federal. The first clause then might
be allowed. But the second clause, giving the company
power to increase its capital, is, I think, an infringement of
the rights of the Province which created this company. The
third clause, relating to the directors being continued in
office, is of the same character. This Bill does not make
this corporation a federal corporation. It is only a local
corporation which cornes bere for extended powors. I would
say, therefore, that this Legislature ought to grant only
those powers which the corporation could not obtain from
the Provincial Legislature. I think that we ought not to
grant to this corporation, which is not a federal corpora -
tion, powers which it mightobtain from the L i cal Legislature,
and thus deprive the Local Legislature of control over this
corporation, which is its creature. If the Bill is amended so
as to exclude the last two sections I will support it; if not, I
will vote in favor of the motion to reject the Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. The observation of the hon. gentleman is,
I think, perfectly just. It is a very grave question, what is
the precise line of demarcation in the powers of the Local
Legislature in reference to the incorporation of companies.
My own impression is that we have very largely created a
legislative carrent of opinion which may so far influence
judicial decisions as to give an interpretation to the Consti-
tution in favor of Federal powers greater than that which
a juster interpretation of it, if applied at an earlier date,
would have given. I have not been able myself-I have not
been able to apprehend why a trading company, intending
to have its seat of business and the carrying on of its opera-
tions, so far as manufacture and production is concerned,
within one Province, should go beyond local and come
within Federal jurisdiction, simply because it intended to
sell to citizens of other Provinces. I do not think that suf-
ficient reason for making it a federal corporation; but my
hon. friend from Laval has correctly pointed out-whether
it b. true that the company is about to extend its operations
in the way the second clause proposes or no-that clause
does, on its face, suggest something which a fairly -liberal
construction of our powers might place within them.It
does not say that the Acadia Powder Company want to sell
powder within the limits cf Nova Scotia, which, in my
opinion, would have been no sufficient reason for federal
action at all, but says the Acadia Powder Company
wants power to make powder in other places and dif-
erent Provinces, and that may be a reason for our
acting. The: e are two modes in which we can deal with
a manufacturing or trading company which wants more
than a Local Legislature can give. We can either extend to
the corporate entity which has been created by the Local
Legislature certain powers which we alone can give; or we
can create a federal corporation complete and entire, created
by ourselves and amenable to ourselves, totus, teres, atque
rotundus, giving it such powers as we se. fit to give. On
the generai principles of these two modes I strongly prefer
the second, because the seconi gives you a multiplicity of
conveniences. I would refer all those who are interested,

whether as shareholders, creditors or otherwise, in the con.
stitutional powers of the company to the one Statute,
or the amendments of that Statute in the records of the
Legislature which created it. The other exposes you
to complication, of which tihe observations of my hon.
friend as to these subsequent sections affords an in-
stance-complications as to the power of this Legislature
to intervene; and upon the whoo I think it is too plain
to require lengthy argument that a corporate body
engaged in trade should owe its birth, origin and powers to
some one legislative body to which it is responsible, and to
which it can apply for further powers. That does not affect
the constitutional powers of this Legislature to give an
additional power te a corporate entity already erected, not
capable of obtaining that additional power from any other
body than ourselves ; but I porfoectly concur in the observa-
tions of my hon. friend, that if we adopt the first and Icast
convenient course we ought to know the extent of the cor-
porate entity, the sum of power which it cannot
obtain from the Local Legislature, and which will enable
it to enlargo, if required, the sphore of its operations ;
and if we decide that we will give the required addi-
tional power, that does not alter in any respect tho
end of the corporation. That corporation continues to
be after this Act what it was made before-owing its
birth, its corporate existence, to the Local Legislature which
created it ; and I do not see how we can, with any degree
of propriety, intoifore in the other domestie details of that
corporation. Why should we enlarge the capital stock of
this company, or do the other things here mentioned ? It
is not proposed we should turn it into a federal corpor-
ation ; it remains a local corporation. We morely give
to this local corporation, created by a Local Legislature, and
wanting something what that Legislature bas not forbidden
it to have, but cannot give it, that which it lacks. Thero
we stop. We leave its whole domestic arrangements where
they were. Suppose this company wants something else
next Session. Cannot it get it from the Legislature of
Nova Scotia ? Are some of the domestie arrangements to
be altered by the Nova Scotia Legisiature and some to be
altered bere? What inextricable confusion would be created
if we adopted this principle. I beg to move that the Bill
be not read the third time, but be referred back te the Com-
mittee of the Whole for reconsideration.

Mr. RICHEY. The argument of my hon. fiiend from
Laval is, I apprehend, that local corporate bodies, incor-
porated by a Local Legislature, may net come to this Par-
liament to obtain an extension of their powers.

Mr. BLAKE. No, no; quite the contrary.
Mr. RICHEY. That was the first argument. But con-

ceding that they may come here to obtain an extension of
their powers, it is claimed that we have no right to go far-
ther than simplyto give tbem the authority te carry on that
business throughout the Dominion, and none whatever to
touch the capital, or to enact such a section as the second
one of this Bill. This is the way the matter strikes my
mind. Looking to the powers which are given to the Gen-
eral Parliament and those which are given te the Local
Legislatures, a doubt would rather seem tW arise as regards
the powers of a Local Legislature to deal with those corpo-
rations which may have their business extended throughout
the Dominion. The powers given to the Local Legislature
are for the incorporation of companies havng simply and
solely local objects. Ail others powers of incorporation, I
take it, are within the purview of those powers which are
given to the Parliament of Canada; and especially when
you come to those which concern in any respect trade and
commerce-for trade and commerce are particularly spe-
cified as among those objecta which are exclusively within
the power of the Dominion Parliament. I am aware that in
the United States of America, where, I may say, their Con.
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stitution differs somewhat from ours in this respect, the
question has arisen, but while the United States was formed
by a Union of separate sovereign States, as they were con-
sidered to be, and all those powers not by them conceded
to Congress, were necessarily, by the mere effect of the Con-
stitution iteelf, reserved to those separate States; we com-
bined, as we have been, under the authority of the Imperial
Parliament, are brought into an even closer federal
Union, and by the very terme of the Aet itself those powers
which are not conceded to the several Provinces are vested
in the Dominion Parliament, and we have full and absolute
rightUto deal with all subjects that are not specifically
mentiobed as belonging solely to the Local Legisla-
tures. From this point of view it appears to me there
can be no question whatever as to the right of
Parlament to deal with the incorporation of companies
which, in any way, relate to general trade. Now, is this
com any seeking to have its trade extended throughout
the Dominion ? By the very preamble of the Bill itself, we
find that to bethe case. lt las already been incorporated,
it is true, by an Act of the Local Legislature; but it is not
to be precluded by that fact from coming here and seeking
those powers with which this Parliament is competent to
clothe it. The point has been already very well placed
before the House in the remarks of my hon. friend who bas
just spoken, who bas clearly demonstrated the power of this
Parliament to deal with the question, and has clearly shown
that with the terme that are employed in the first section
of this Act, setting forth that it seeks not only power to
sell, but power to manufacture, or the power to extend its
business throughout the Dominion, it is brought within. the
purview of the Act. It is said that there are two ways in
which the matter may be dealt with : either by extending
the powers of the corporation, or by creating a new corpora-
tion. The Bill which is now before the House, is in effect
creating a new corporation, which may carry on its business
throughout the Dominion in the manufacture and sale of
gunpowder and other explosive substancos. Lt vests in the
company that power which this Parliament alone is capable
of conferring on it. Then, as to the capital. If we take
upon ourselves to croate a company which may extend its
business throughout the whole Dominion, basing that upon
the legislation of the Local Legislature, may we not increase
the capital ? If we are to extend the powers, must not we
extend their means for pursuing those powers ? I do not
think it necessary to carry this argument further, having
placed before the House, as si mply as I could, those answers
which suggested themselves to my mind in reply to the
objections which have been stated.

Mr. McCARTIIY. As this question bas now corne so
prominently before the louse, it is perhaps well that it
should be considered, and perhaps determined in such a way
as will settle the doubts which seem to exist in some minds
as to our power to deai with Bills of this kind. For my
part, I entertain not the slightest doubt that we can give in-
creased powers to an incorporation, although it may owe its
existence to one of the Provinces, just as we could give in-
creased powers to an American company, or an Englieh
company. But I think it must rest there. I agree with
my hon. friend who bas moved the amendment to the
amendment, that we ought not to go beyond that, because
it is not necessary for us to do so, and it will only end in
creating endlese confusion. Now, by the second clause of
thisBill we are asked to increase the capital stock of this
company. The Local Legislature of the Province of Nova
Scotia had power to incorporate this company with such
capital as that Legislature thought fit; in te same way it
bas power to increase that capital from time to time upon
such terme as the Legislature thinks proper. But it would
be diffleult to know bow the matter should be dealt with if
we were going to give them additional power, or were in.
terfering wth e organization of the company, which are

Mr. RiOIIEy.

matters wholly within the jurisdiction of that sovereignty
which is creating that corporate right. I shall, therefore,
have great pleasure in voting for the amendment to the
amendment. I am glad the line has béen drawn so clearly
and distinctly, because we could not have voted for the
original amendment.

Mr. WELDON. I might say, in addition to the argument
of the bon. member for North Simcoe, that the very diffi-
culty might arise which he bas suggested by the Act in
amendment to the Act incorporating this company. That
Act had power to increase their stock by a vote of the
majority of the shareholders. That is given to them by the
Act subsequently passed. By the Act as amended in the
Private Bills Committee, we adopted the Rule laid down by
the House with regard to the capital stock of companies.
Now, here is the difficulty. On the one hand, by the Act of
incorporation of the Legislature of Nova Scotia, they had
power to increase their capital by a majority vote, while,
under the Act as proposed to be amended in accordance with
the principles of legislation laid down in tl.is Bill, it would
require a two-thirds vote. What law is to govern ? It seems
to me the argument of the hon. member for West Durham,
and the hon. member for Simcoe, as to the powers of this
Legislature to trench upon domestic institutions, is one which
is legal and correct. It seems to me it is boyond the juris-
diction of this Parliament to interfere with the internal
arrangements which are exclusively within the jurisdiction
of the Local Legislature.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This matter bas already
been referred to in the Railway Committee, but we might
also allude to it bore. In the Railway Committee we laid
down the principle that if the purpose be a Dominion pur-
pose, and any individual can apply to Parliament, surely
any local or foregn corporation may apply to Parliament
for the purpose of getting powers which we are able to
confer upon it. But when a local corporation, for instance,
is incorporated by a Provincial Logislature itis the creaturo
of that Legislature, and it is only created as a corporation
under certain conditions and provisions ; and if those condi-
tions and provisions bal net been inserted in the Provincial
charter non constat, that the Provincial Legislature would
have created the corporation and brought the entity into
existence. And, therefore, a complication arises when the
local corporation, baving certain limited powers conferred
it by a Provincial Legislature, seeks extended powers.
While we can give extended powers we cannot alter the
constitution of the corporation granted by a Provincial
Legislature; nay, I gofurther and say, that if a corporation,
chartered under certain conditions and provisions by a Pro-
vincial Legislature, comes te the Dominion Legislature and
asks for increased powers, which the Provincial Legislature
says are contrary to their policy, and would thwart
their policy, under which, by which, and for which
they created it a corporation originally, then I think
it is quite within the jurisdiction of the Provincial
Legislature to· destroy that corporation and to take
steps to dissolve it. The company has committed a breach
of the ground and of the principle under which it receiv-
ed its charter. Those powers having beengranted, so long
as the entity exists, they can be exercised by that entity;
but any local corporation which comes iere for extend-
ed powers runs the risk of being destroyed altogether.
We will take any Provincial Act-we will not speak of
this Act-say the Provincial Insurance Companies' Act.
Suppose that company comes ere seeking for enlarged
powers. The Local Legislature may say: "It ise contrary
to our policy to have insurance companies taking risks
in more than our own Province; we want to have Pro-
vincial insurance companies for Provincial purposes,inder
Provincial charters, so that we may be able to look after the
administration of their funds, and we do not desire that they
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should invest money and take insurance risks all over the
Dominion, or in foreign countries." The Provincial Legislature
may say that, and if it does, and if we give the company
additional powers contrary to the policy of the Local Leg-
islature, that Legislature may say: "This is a breach of the
primary condition under whieh the company's charter was
granted, and as we brought the company into existence so
we now repeal the Act." If this were done incorporation
would cease to exist, and all the extended powers given by
the Dominion Parliament would of course expire with the
decease, and with the destruction of th e Provincial corpora-
tion. So that I quite agree with hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, in stating that the most convenient way to obviate the
inconvenience already pointed out, is, that when a corpora-
tion wishes to extend its powers, obtained from the Provin-
cial Legislature which originally created it, the company
should come to this Parliament and obtain a new charter
giving it a Dominion existence instead of a Provincial
existence, which existence can be dostroyed or hampered at
any time by our deahing with the company contrary to the
policy of the Provincial Legislature which created it.

Amendment to amendment (Mr. Blake) agreed to; and
the House again resolved itself into Committee.

Bill reported ; Committee to sit again.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were severally considered in Com-
mittee, reported, and read the third time, and passed:_

Bill (No. 58) to amend the several Acts incorporating
the Portage, Westbourne and North-Western Railway Com-
pany, and to change the name thereof to the Great
Northern Railway Company of Canada.-(LMr. White,
Cardwell.)

Bill (No. 53) fo declare the meaning and effect of certain
provisions of the Act to incorporate the London and On tario
Investment Company, (limited).-(Mr. Hay.)

Bill (No. 23) to continue an Act to incorporate sundry
persons by the name of the President, Directors and Com-
pany of the Farmers' Bank of Rustico.-(Mr. Davies.)

Bill (No. 52) to incorporate the Brant County Bank of
Canada.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

Bill (N6. 55) to incorporate the Royal Canadian Passen.
ger Steamship Company.-(Mr. Mitchell.)

LOYAL ORANGE ASSOCIATION OF .BRITISl
AMERICA.

The Order for the second reading of Bill (No. 87) to in-
corporate the Loyal Orange Association ofBiritish America,
being read.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I wieh to ask the indulgence
of the louse while I make a few explanations as regards
this Bill. This Bill was placed in myhands by a Committee.
One of the members of the Committee wishes me to have
this Bill stand for another week, while another member
wishes me to go on with it. A week ago the hon, leader of the
Government asked me to allow the Bill to stand. I have
noticed, since I have been a member of the House, that on
cvery occasion, no matter who leads the Government, when
a Bill is under consideration, the member who has it in
charge consults the wishes of the leader of the bouse with
regard to it. A week ago to-day, if I do not mistake, when
you called the Order, the hon. First Minister asked that the
Order should stand, and he did so with my permission. In
order that there may be no difficulty about this matter, I
ask the House to grant me a little more indulgence, and
that is, to allow the Order to keep its place on the paper for
one week, and by that time the Committee which has been
appointed by the worshipful Grand Lodge, will have come
to a conclusion as to the course which is to be pursued in
the matter. If they should decide that the Bill shall go on

thon no matter whom I hurt, or offend, or injure, in this
matter, I am going on with the Bill, and I want them to
understand that I will have no more of their badgering or
troubling about this Bill. I am not a member of this ouse
to be kicked about by any party, and I think I have been
very badly treated all througb; and if the House will have
the kindness to extend this courtosy to me I wilL returi
them my sincerest thanks, as I now do for their allowing
me to introduce the Bill in the first place. If I am to go on
with the Bill no one will control me in this matter, and I
hope I will have the privilege of having a vote which will
enable the Bill to become law. If the Ilouse will not in.
dulge me so far as to allow the Order to stand, I am ready
now-I am always ready. Hon. members always under.
stand my position. 1 ask that the Order may stand.

Mr. PICKARD. I would ask the hon. member for Bast
Hastings if the Bill which he has had before the House for
the past three or four weeks will be affected by the Bill
which was introduced to-day by the hon. member for Stan-
stead (Mr. Colby). Will the Orange body oome under that
general Bill ?

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). In reply to the hon. gentleman,
I beg to inform him that I am not in negotiation with any
party as regards the General Bill, and that I positively de.
clare that, individually, I want no General Bill. I want an
Act of incorporation for the Orange Society, and I am satis-
fied that nine-tenths of the society want the same thing. I
have nothing to do, directly or indirectly, nor will I have
anything to do directly or indirectly, with the Bill of the
hon. member for Stanstead, and if I thought that allowing
this matter to stand to-day would jeopardise the Bill I would
go on with it now. I believe that time will be allowed by
this House to get the Bill through the Committee and seut
to the Senate, so that it may become law.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, the hon. gentleman knows that
the time for reporting on Private Bills expires, I think, on
the 18th, and the postponement for which ho asks rendors
it impossible that the Biil can go through if it passes the
second reading.

Order allowed to stand.

WORKS AT COFFIN'S BAY, N.S.

Mr. FOR ßES enquired, Whother it is the intention of the
Government to complote the works at Coffin's Island,
Queen's County, Nova Scotia, during the coming season; if
so, will it be done by tender and contract, or by commission ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the vote of money placed
in the Estimates for this work is granted by Parliament, the
intention is to expend it in the same way as the last vote
was expended, viz. : by day's work under a superintendent.

TUE CARE OF IMMIGRANT CHILDR EN.

Mr. RICHEY enquired, Whether, in prospect of the pro-
motion by benevolent socioties, or individuals, in England
and elsewhere, of a large immigration to Canada of young
persons from orphanages and other institutions, with a view
to their being settled in various parts of the Dominion as
apprentices or servants, is it proposed by the Government
to organize any system of inspection by which the locality
and treatment of cbildren so brought into this country may
from time to time be ascertained ?

Mr. POPE. It is the intention of the Government to
organize a system of inspection, the locality being given us
by those who locate the children.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Is any, and if so, what length of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway is under construction north
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of Lake Superior and east of Carrent River ? Has the route
at this part been submitted for approval, and when ? If not,
under what circumstances is construction proceeding ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The paper I have already
laid upon the Table will answer in detail all these questions,
I think. 166 miles are under construction, of which 100
miles are from Callander to Sudbury Junction, and sixty-six
miles from Red Rock to Carrent River. The route was
submitted for approval from Callander to Sudbury Junction
on the 30th March, 1882. The approval of the Government
in Council was given to the lino from Callander to Sudbury
Junction on the 17th of April, 1882, and from Red Rock to
Carrent River on the 29th of March, 1883. I may, perhaps,
be permitted to say, in addition, that in that portion of the
lino from Red Rock to Carrent River, construction has been
going on for some time, and that the work is going on upon
a line locatel by the Government-in fact, it was the only
lino that could be obtained there.

LIFE SAVING STATIONS.

Mr. PLATI' enquired, What particular point or points
on the coast of Prince Edward County have been selected
for life-saving stations, and what person or persons have
been appointed as captains or keepers of such stations?

Mr. McLELAN. I have obtained all possible informa-
tion as to what points should be selected, the bulk of which
favors Wellington and Poplar Point. I have not selected
either of these points yet, but will do so by the time
navigation opens. There is a boat now ready to be placed
at one or other of these points.

PICTON AND TRENTON MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. PLATT enquired, Is it the intention of the Govern.
ment to provide for the carriage of mails between Picton
and Trenton by railway instead of horse carriage ? If so,
when will the change take place ?

Mr. CARLING. At present it is not the intention to
make any such change.

TIIE REDEMPTION OF BILL STAMPS.

Mr. McMULLEN enquired, Whether it is the intention
of the Government to ask the House for a vote of a sum
sufficient to enable them to redeem billstamps not
presented for redemption within the time limited by
Statute ?

Mr. COSTIGAN. It is not the intention of the Govern-
mont to ask for any such vote.

CAPE GEORGE (N.S.) BREAKWATER.

Mr. McISAAC enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to make provision, this Session, to rebuild
the breakwater at Cape George, N S. ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
give a definite answer to-day, because the matter is now
re< eiving my attention.

IMPORTATION OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS.

Mr. KIRK enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Govornment to accede to the request of the United States
National Distillers' Association to modify the existing
Castoms Laws and regulations so as to admit of the ·entry
of spirituous liquors into Canada from foreign countries
in packages of less quantity than the regulations now
admit ?

Mr. BOWELL. It is not the intention of the Government
to make any change in the regulations affecting the im-
portation of spirits into Canada.

Mr. BLAIK .

WITHDRAWAL OF TROOPS FIROM HALIFAX.
Mr. BLAKE, in moving for despatches, Orders in

Council and reports on the subject of the withdrawal of the
troops from Halifax, said: A tatement has been made in
the papers with regard to a rumor as te there being some
discussion and correspondence concerning the withdrawal
of the troops from Halifax. I do not know the facts, but if
there be any grounds for the statement it will be well te
know them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There have been no
despatches, Orders in Council, or reports concerning the
withdrawal of the troops from Halifax; but there has been
some correspondence-I forget whether it was confidential
or not-as to the reduction of the forces.

Mr. BLAKE. Well, papers with referenco to the redu-
tion of the forces.

Motion agreed to.
CUSTOMS DUTIES.

Mr. BLAK E, in moving for a statement of the values of
agricultural implements, &c., on which have been based
the proposed new specific duties, with the data such values
were fixed, said: I have found much difficulty to make
correspond with the information I have received, the
general statement of the hon. Minister of Finance as to the
effect of some of the duties, specifie and ad valorem, on some
articles. We should have the material on which that state-
ment is based, in order that we may apprehend what really
is the character of the change.

Sir LEON ARD TILLEY. The Customs Department
were directed to arrange the amounts, specific and ad
valorem, so as to cover the 25 per cent. duty. The data,
therefore, on which the result is based must be in the
Department.

Mr. BLAKE. Unless they guessed it.
Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL DEBATES.

Mr. CURRAN, in moving that a copy of the Kfansard,
containing the Debate on the introduction of the National
Policy in 1879, would be of great advantage to the hon.
members of this House, and that measures should be taken
to provide them with such copies, said : I do not think it
is necessary to make any observations on this motion. I
understand that these copies can be procured easily, as there
are a large iniumber in print. It must be evident to all that
a copy of this work would be exceedingly valuable, especi-
ally to the new members, as references are continually
being made te the speeches during that Session, and it is
necessary for them to have the book almost constantly on
hand.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). This would involve reprinting
the volume.

Mr. BLAKE. This is not in order.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The on.gentleman must

strike out the last part, that measures be taken to procure
copies, because it would involvo an expenditure of money.
There can be no objection to the statement that a copy of
the Hansard would be of great advantage. I have no doubt
it will be of great service to those hon. members who were
net in Parliament in 1879. I would ask the hon. gentleman
if he contemplates, in the motion, reprinting the flansard,
for it will.eost some money.

Mr. CURRAN. As I stated a moment beftra, I a m
informed the copies are actually in print.

Mr. BLAKE. The object is, of course, to get some more
Ransards that are in print. I am one of thoso unfortanate
members who were not here in 1879, and I had to go to the
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library to get the Jlansard of that year. But I have
survived the loss, and I am not disposed to vote money to
supply the hon. gentleman with a copy of that Hansard at
the public expense. There have been other important
debates upon the National Policy even since 1879, andmany
hon. members might desire to have those debates also. If
ail hon. members must know what hs taken place in the
Parliament of the country, during the periods when they
were out of it, I think the proper way would be to pasa an
Act compelling those members who formerly represented
the constituencies to give up their Bansards to the present
members, so that, like the Order of the Bath, or the Order
of St. Michael and St. George, the insignia may descend
from generation to generation. I think we must give up
the idea of supplying past Hansards to all new members
who come into the House.

Mr. MACKENZIE. If we are to reprint the Tariff speeches
of the Hansard, we ought to have the Tariff speeches of the
hon, leader of the Government in North Middlesex. I am
always greatly influenced by the hon. gentleman's speeches,
and I woald like to have them in the Bansard.

Mr. BOWELL. Including the speeches of the hon.
gentleman in Dundee, Scotland.

Mr. CURRAN. I shall exempt the hon. member for
West Durham from the statement that the great majority
of the public, as well as the members of this House, know
that the speeches that have been made on the National
Policy, ever since 1b79, contain nothing new-although I
except the speech of the hon. gentleman-but were mere
reiterations, in anew form, ofthe arguments used then; and
I think, in common with a great many others, that if we
could.only digest that greatdebate, on which the giant intel-
lects of the Dominion weie engaged-many of whom, perhaps,
unfortunately for the country, are no longer in a position to
discuss that question in this tiouse-we might greatly re-
fresh and enlighten our minds, and st>re our inteilects with
the great efforts that were thon made. We, new members
of this House, cannot be so well aware of the course of the
debate at that time as those hon. genilemen who were thon
members of this liouse.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). I have no doubt
whatever that the ho. gentleman would find a great
deal of interesting, though perbaps heavy, rending in
the Hansard of 1879; but I am surprihed he does not
go a little further back, and ask for the Iansard of
1877 and 1878, so that he might read the very inter-
esting speeches of the hon. gentleman for North Norfolk,
and the ion. gentleman for South Brant-speeches
so necessary to a knowledge of the history of the National
Policy ; but I think it is going a little too far to ask this
louse to provide the Ion. gentleman with the speeches of
a bygone Parliament. I think hon. gentlemen ought to
equip themselves with that literature before they enter
Parliament. It is an easy matter for my hon. friend, if ho
wishes to get possession of the .Hansard of 1879, to put his
hand in his pocket and pay for it, as I have done, and as
other hon. gentlemen have done.

Mr. SPEAKER. The last part of tlis resolution scms
to involve a charge, and is not in order.

Motion withdrawn.

WATER LOTS IN THE HARBORS OF LAKE HURON
AND SUPERIOR.

Mr. DAWSQN, in moving for correspondence between the
Government of the Dominion and the Government of
Ontario, in reference to the disposal by the latter of lots
covered by water, in the Harbors of Lakes Huron and
Superior, to private individuals, said: In making this
motion, I may say it is very much to be desired that the

Dominion Government, and the Ontario Government, should
come to some understanding about water lots on Lakes
Huron and Superior. The Government of Ontario claims
and exercises the right of selling land under the water.
Now, the sale of land pre-supposes the right of the indivi-
dual to utilize it, and if the Ontario Government sells the
land under water in a harbor, it might lead to very serious
complications in the use of that harbor for public purposes
afterwards. I know that this has been done on Lake
Superior. lu none place four thousand acres of land under
water has been sold in one block ut Thunder Cape Harbor
near Silver Island. I believe the intention of the Govern-
ment of Ontario in doing that, in the first instance, was
to protect the rights of miners. I think the object
was a good one at first, but now people who have
bought those lAnds nder water claim the right to
utilize them. At Prince Arthur's Landing, also, lots
have been sold under water. I may say that quite
recently a lot was sold under water in the harbor which
was actually in use, and necessary to the ground covered by a
wharf built by the Dominion Government. I imagined it
was by miistake, but still that mistake has not been remedied.
I do not think that the Government of Ontario would have
made that sale otherwise.than through mistake, or seek to
embarrass a great public undertaking such as making a
harbor; but the fact, nevertbeless, remains, that lands
under water have been sold at Prince Arthur's Landing at
Thunder Cape, and other places. The object of the sales
at first, was to protect the rights of miners, and very
properly so in several cases. I observe, by reference to a
return brought down, that correspondence took place
some years ago botweeu the Dominion Government and the
Ontario Government about a reserve ut Thunder Bay.
The DominiQn Government has been for fifteen years in
possession of that reserve. They cleared it down to the
water's edge, put up expensive buildings on it, and ran a
wharf out. I see by these returns that, in 1870, the Dominion
Government applied for a patent for that land, but the
patent appears not to have been granted through some
mistake-I do not know how it could have arisen-and last
fall the Government of Ontario sold a portion of that
resorve with a Dominion building upon it. I believe
it was done by mistake, but whether it was by mis-
take or otherwiso, thore remains the fact : that a patent
has been issued to other parties for ground which
the Dominion Government had beon in possession of for
fifteen years, and which it had cleared up, and on which it
had erected expensive buildings. In view of this state of
things, it is very desirablo that some understanding should
be arrivod at botwoon the Dominion and Ontario Govern-
ments in regard to cases of this kind, because thore is no
saying where it might end. The Dominion Governmont
might select a harbor, and speculators might go there and
say: "IlHere is an excellent chance for speculation." They
would buy land under the water in the harbor, and claim
the uight to put up wharves. I call attention to this
subject in order that somothing may be donc in regard to
it, and some understanding betwoon the two Governments
arrived at so as to prevent embarrassment in the future.

Mr. BLAKE. With respect to the first transaction
to which the hon. gentleman has called attention, it will bo
found, I think, speaking from recollection of events ten or
twelve years ago, that the grant was a proper one, and that
it was not proposed by the Government to give the grantees
any right to interfere in any way with navigation. That
is my recollection of this particular grant, with which I
had something to do.

Mr. DAWSON. That is the grant at Silver Islet, and it
was given with a very proper object at that time. I feel
quite confident it was intende.l not to interfero with navi-
gation.
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Mr. BLAKE. 1 think the grant was made on that

ground.
Mr. DAWSON. That is no doubt perfectly correct; but

the grants to which I more particularly referred were at
Prince Arthur's Landing, and are lands taken up by specu-
lators for the purpose of getting some claim which might be
valuable te them in the future.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is a very important
motter, and the whole subject came up some time ago before
the Supreme Court here in a case from Prince Edward
Island. The court in effect decided that all grants
by Provincial Governments of lands covered with water, in
any part of the Dominion, were illegal and invalid. The
decision goes considerably further than I thought it would
go. While it was quite clear to myself•that, of course,
navigable waters came within the control of the Dominion
Parliament, I always thought the land covered by the
water, subject to the right of navigation, belonged to the
different Provinces; but this decision seems te controvert
tiat, and it is strong and EPecific in its terms, and the
Government of Prince Edwar Island have applied to the
Dominion Government for payment for all harbor improve-
ments, on the ground that they all belong to the Dominion,
and not to the Province.

Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon. gentleman understand that
the decision applies to inland waters?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it will apply to
inland waters if it applies te harbors, as the principle is the1
same; however, I am net quite sure that it is so. Thej
decision is not that below low water mark the land belongs1
to the Dominion, but that the portion of land covered by
water in every harbor belongs to the Dominion.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not deal with fore shores generally?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Motion agreed to.

STEAM SERVICE BETWEEN CAMPBELLTON,
GASPÉ AND INTERMEDIATE PORTS.

Mr. FORTIN, in moving for correspondence relating to theE
steamer running in connection with the Intercolonial Rail-t
way botwecn Campbelltoh, Gaspé and intermediato ports,,
said: In moving this resolution, I desire to offer a few re-f
marks te the Hlouse. Before the Intercolonial Railway wentr
into operation,we bad, on the coast of Gaspé, for ten or fifteene
years, a service of steamboats which ran from Quebec to
Pictou, calling at several places in the counties of Gaspét
and Bonaventure and ports in New Brunswick. This servicet
was performed by two very good steamers, the Secret and
Miramichi, with efficient captains and crews. The people werer
satisfied with that service. When the Intercolonial Railwayr
went into operation, the Governrment thought proper te dis-a
continue the subsidy to the Gulf Ports Steamship Company,T
and consequently they ceased to run one of their steamers,a
and the remaining vessel does not run in Baie des Cahleur. s
The Government, in order to obtain the traffic of the coasth
of Gaspé and the coast of Bonaventure, engaged a steamer to
run in connection with the Intercolonial, from Campbelltons
as far as Gaspé, stopp ig at eight or ten places coming andb
going. The people did not find fault with that arrangement.I
The firstvessel engaged for thatservicewas called theSt. John; b
she was properly a steamboat, and consequently not built for f
the service. Before I proceed further, allow me to describe the s
route. The route may be divided into two sections : one of -
inland navigation from Campbellton to Paspebiac, on Bay
Chaleur, sixty miles distant; consequently any vessel may t
navigate there because in case of a north-east wind blowing d
she cau find shelter at several places. The other section ex. i
tends from Paspebiac to Gaspé, on the Gulf of St. Lawrence, i
distance 80 miles-that is sea navigation, and consequently n
requires a sea-going vessel, and when the wind blows from

Mr. DAwsoN.

the offing, unless it is a first-class vessel, she is not able to
perform this service. Well, the St. John performed the
service tolerably, but not in a proper manner. After
running for three years, the Government made another
arrangement, and we then obtained another steamer, the
St. Lawrence, which, in the opinion of a great many people,
was a better, and larger, and speedier vessel. For the St.
John a subsidy of $10,000 a year had been given; and for
this new steamer $12,400 a year. The St. Lawrence ran
three or four-and perhaps more-trip', and the people
seemed pleased with her; but all at once she was taken from
the route, and a smaller, and in every respect very inferior,
vessel was put on, and kept on the route all summer, greatly
to the disappointment of the people of Gaspé. Instead of
being, as we all expected, that after a few trips she would
be removed from the route, she continued ber trips until the
rough weather came, and was then placed in winter quarters
in one of the ports of New Brunswick, and apparently the
owners wished to run ber again this coming season. Under
these circumstances, I, as the representative of the county of
Gaspé, and having seen the vessel myself, kncwing that she
was not in proper condition, and was always, when the water
was a little rough, behind time, and that she missed several
trips from Paspebiac to Gaspé, thought it my duty to make
proper representations on the subject to the hon. Minister
of Railways and Canals, who bas control of the Intercolonial
Railway, in connection with which this vessel rune, on
what is called a side lino. I wrote a letter to the hon, gen-
tleman setting forth these grievances, and received in reply
a very kind and very frank letter, in which the hon. Minis-
ter of Railways informed me that it was the fact this steamer
was not a proper vessel, but that a good and proper vossel
would be placed this year on the route. It should be
remembered that the people of the 'coast of Gaspé and Baie
des Chaleurs are shut out from communication with the ount-
side world during the winter, and in the spring they bave
to procure their outfits for the fisheries, which must come
from elsewhere. It is from Quebec, Montreal or Toronto
that the provisions are obtainod, and it is consequently
nocessary that the steamer should begin her tiips as
early as possible in the spring. If a good vessel were on
the route these people would obtain their provisions at the
proper time; and again in the fall, when the results of the
fall fishing are prepared to be sold'and sent into the inte-
rior of Canada -to Quebec, Montreal and Toronto-the ves-
sel, not being adapted for rough seas, ceases lier trips just
about the beginning of November, at the very time wben
thousands of quintals and barrels of fish are ready
to be shipped to the places which I have mentioned.
Under these circumstances, I was greatly pleased to
receive a letter from the hon. Ministor of Railways, telling
me that an efficient vossel would be placed on this route;
and since its receipt, 1 had th pleasure of an interview
with the hon. gentleman, when ho informed me that such
a vessel had been bought in the States, which gave me great
satisfaction. I make this motion, i'n order to give to the
hon. gentleman an opportunity for stating to the House
what ho bas done, and what he intends to do in this relation,
so the people of Gaspé, who during the past five or six years
have suffered so many inconveniences from the causes which
I have detailed, may definitely learn that this service is to
be improved and rendered efficient. I consequently move,
for an Order of the Hlouse for correspondence relating to the
steamer running in connection with the Intercolonial Rail-
way between Campbellton, Gaspé and intermediate porte.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. there is no objection at all
te the correspondence upon this subject being brought
down. What the hon. member has said is quite true. This
s a very important route, and its business bas very largely
ncreased since the steamer was placed on it; and I hve
no doubt, that, ifthe service is properly performed, not only
will very great.facilities be given, but a very large and
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extensive and important district of the êounty, which iE
absolutely required for the successful prosecution of thei
business, will be advantaged, and a very considerabl
additional traffic will be brought to the Intercolonial Rail
way. A contract was made with the St. Lawrence Steam
Navigation Company for this service; but in consequence o
the los of one of their boats by fire, the service
was very much derange:; and I have no hesitation in
saying that the complaints made were well founded on the
part of the persons interested in this service, as to the very
inadequate manner in which it was performed. So much
was this the case, that the Government refused to pay over
the subsidy provided, and a very considerable deduction
was made owing to the failure to perform the service in a
thoroughly efficient manner. The company were then
notified that the contract would be entirely withdrawn,
unless they provided and properly equipped a thoroughly
good steamer, which was capable at all seasons of the year
to keep up constant and thorough communication. There
was not a suitable boat, I believe, to be found in this
country, and the company sent to New York, and
obtained a suitable steamer. Having reported this to the
Government, I asked the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to send down an inspector, who was qualified to
judge as to the capacity of the boat, before she was accepted.
This steamer, I believe, will be found to be admirably
adapted to the service, and I hope that in the future it will
be carried on to the entire satisfaction of that large and
important section of the country, which is so deeply
interested in this matter.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has stated that the
putting of the steamer on this route has largely increased
the traffic of the Intercolonial Railway ?

Sir CHARLES T UPPER. I said it did.
Mr. BLAKE. I observe, however, that this increased

traffic of the Intercolonial Railway is not charged with the
expense of maintaining this steamer, as far as I can learn
froni the Public Accounts. The hon. gentleman obtains an
increment of the traffic of the Intercolonial Railway, and
does not charge to the expense of running it the machiery
by which this increased traffic is obtained.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It has never been done. I
may say, for the information of the hon. gentleman, that
this service was established by the late Government.

Mr. BLAKE. I know it.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The same system that was

then, is still followed. It will be quite impossible, as the
hon. gentleman will see, to charge-in establishing a new
service of that kind-and a mail service as well-to the
Intercolonial Railway, aNl the lines of steamers that
may be established in connection with the mail and other
services in that relation. It has always been maintained as
an independent service.

]Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman will remember
that we gave a very smail subsidy to this steamer-4,000.

Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. And it was found to bo
quite inadequate for the purpose.

Mr. MACKENZIE. This Government raised it to
$10,000. We intended to carry the mail principally by
land, and occasionally by steam communication of that
sort, without incurring one-half the expense to which the
hon. gentleman bas gone, independent altogether of its
being a feeder of the Intercolonial Railway. The trade
from that quarter in any case went to the intercolonial,
and it was only in connection with the carrying of the mail
that we asked for a subsidy at the time when it first origi-
nated, and at that time the road was not quie finished, and
certainly not open, and nothing could be charged to the
running expenses in that department.

.4

s Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I understood the hon. gentie-
r man to say that the vessel-the Adnirl, I think she is
e called-was purchased, or to be purchased, by the contrac-

tors who have this service in charge.
Sir CÂHARLES TUPPER. By the St. Lawrence Steam

f Navigation Company.
Mr. CAUBRON (Huron). I understood that an inspec-

tor was sent to New York, and that he bas sent a report to
the Government. I would like to know if there is any
objection to this report being laid on the Table.

Sir CH&RLES TUPPER. No.
Mr. CAMERON (Huron). The fact is that I have had a

different account of the vessel from that which the hon.
gentleman has given. I will not say anything on the sub-
ject just now ; but I hope the report when it is brought down
will not confirm the information I have on the subject. I
would like to know if the vessel las been actually purchased
by the company, and whether she is intended to be engaged
in the service.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I presume she bas been par.
chased. The report that they were prepared to put ber on
this line for the performance of this service was mado to
the Government ; but before we accepted ber as a suitable
vessel the Government took measures to send down the
ablest officials they could obtain to have her properly in-
spected. It was only after she was reported to be
thoroughly adequate for the service, and a thoroughly good
steamer, that the Government consented to accept ber. The
report of Mr. Croker, the inspector sent down by the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries, and of the person whom ho
engaged to do that portion of the work of the inspection
which ho was not expected to perform, will be brought
down.

Motion agreed to.

THE POSTMASTERSHIP OF FLORENCEVILLE,
NEW BRUNSWICK.

Mr. IRVINE moved for all copies of all letters, reports
and other documents relating to any complaint or charge
preferred against Stephon G. Burpee, Postmaster at
Plorenceville, New Brunswick, since lst January, 1879.

Mr. CARLING. I bave no objeetions to bring down
papers, except of course any confidential reports or letters
that may be in the Departmont.

Mr. BLAKE. Is a man allowed, by the practice of the
Department, to make a confidential complaint.

Mr. CARLING. No.
Mr. BLAKE. Thon if there be any complaints they

should not be so treated.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman

referred to the report.
Mr. BLAKE. I was not speaking of a confidential

report; but this bon, gentleman spoke of confidential letters
or reports.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Exactly; but a report
might be a letter, or a letter might be a report. The hon.
gentleman knows that no letters or reports written by the
officer in charge should be brought down, and that it is
contrary to al[ practice to have them brought down. Any
complaint, however, that may ho made might be brought
down.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; but my hon. friend's language was s0
wide that I thought it might include the proposition that
it was a letter of complaint, which, of course, should not b.
secret under any circumstances.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly not.
Motion agreed to.
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APPOINTMENT OF JAMES JACQUES AND CHARLES
KEARNEY TO THE CIVIL SERVICE.

Mr. IRVINE, in moving for copies of all correspondence
which passed between any Department of the Government
and any person whoriisoever in relation te the appointment
of James H. Jacques and Charles Kearney, of Carleton
county, New Brunswick, both or either of them, to posi-
tions in the Civil Service of Canada, said : I bave no
doubt that if I were a supporter of the present Ministry, it
would not be necessary for me to make a motion of this kind,
as I probably could send across the floor and make application
te the Department, and get the information I require. Un-
fortunately for me in this respect, however, I was elected as
an avowed opponent of the Govertiment and of that pro-
tective policy which has imposed such unnecessary burdens
on the people of New Brunswick without any compensating
advantages. If I may believe the reports which have been
published in the Government press of Canada, I am led to
believe that unless I vote with the present Government,
upon every occasion and on every question, I am not to be
consulted, nor is any man in Canada to be consulted, no
matter what constituency he represents in reference to any
appointment to the Civil Service, or the dispensing of the
patronage of his own county. The question might be
fairly asked by hon. gentlenen whether those appointments
were previous to the Election of 1881, or since. I think I
may fair]ly say that I was pleased by the declaration made
by the hon. First Minister a few weeks ago in reference to
the appointment of a Committee in this House according to
the complexion of the members thereof, and ho professed to
have a grave respect for the wisbes of the people. I could
wish, if I were not asking too much, that that respect should
not only be given according to the complexion of parties in
this House, but also according to the complexion of every
constituency which sends a member to Parliament. If
these appointments were made in the public interests I have
not a word to say-I calmly submit to the will of this Gov-
ernment. They have laid down the principle that for a
member to obtain the patronage of his county he must yield
an unswerving support to the Government; but if these
appointments were not in the public interest we wish to
know whom to hold responsible for them. We wish to
know what man in the county is entrusted with the patron-
age for the county or whether the hon. Minister of Customs
is himself responsible, because se far we have not been able
te find a man in Carleton county who will acknowledge the
responsibility for these appointments.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL 5. Not even their own fathers
and mothers.

Mr. IRVINE. I am speaking politically, not personally.
It is incumbent upon me, as the representative of the county
ot Carleton, NB., to show to this House and this Govern-
ment, that the appointments then made, at least one of them,
never should have been made, not being in the public
interests. The western boundary of the county of Carle-
ton forms part of the eastern boundary of the State of
Maine, and it is very well known to those acquainted with
the topography of that county, that there are two high-
ways connecting that county with the State of Maine, The
first runs from Woodstock, on the St. John River, to Holton,
in t e State of Maine, and the other from Florenceville. on
the St. John River, to Bridgewater, in the State of Maine.
Between those two r a is, a distance of twenty miles, we
bave no less than four preventive officers-Mr. Ivory
Kilburn, on the Richmond Road ; Mr. lenry T. Scholey, at
Centreville, on the Floirenceville Road; Mr. I. Wolhaupter,
on the Blomfield L md ; and Mr Ubarles Kearney, at
Floreinceville, on the Florenceville Rjad.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker e cthe Chair,
Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD,

After Recess.
Mr. IRVINE. From Florencen"Ile, on the River St. John,

to Bridgewater, on the American side, the distance by the
road is some eight miles; probably on an air line it would
be a mile less. On that road an officer was appointed dur-
ing the Mackenzie Administration in the double capacity of
preventive officer and sub-collector. There never had been
a preventive officer on that frontier on the Florenceville
Road, I believe, till then ; but it was understood that it
would be convenient to have an officer there Vo receive
duties instead of importers being compelled to go twenty
miles to Woodstock. That officer I am willing te admit,
was a very vigilant one; perhaps the only offence laid to
his charge was that he had too much zeal. The duties at first
collected at that office were comparatively small, but
I think they rose to something like $700 during the past
fiscal year. l my jadgment une officer is sufficient for
that district, and when another officer was appointed at
some four miles distant, I came to the conclusion that his
office was simply a sinecure. I have more than one reason
for holding that opinion. In the first place, I think if the
Government were earnestly desirous to enforce the fiscal
regulations of the country, they would not appoint a man
doing a mercantile business of, perhaps, $10,000 or $15,000
a year. I imagine that such a man would not find it
convenient give a great deal of attention to his duties
as a preventive officer. You might as well appoint
a merchant in the city of Ottawa to enforce the Cus-
toms regulations on the border of Carleton county, as
to appoint Mr. Kearney, at Florenceville. I wish it
to be understood that I make no charge against Mr.
Kearney as a man; he is a very respectable and honorable
man ; bât I wish te point out that while we have four
officers between the Woodstock Road and the Florenceville
Road, the American Government, to my certain knowledge,
have never bad more than one on their side. I am not referring
to the officers in the town of Woodstock, or Holton, but to
the officers along the border. Previous to the introduction
of the National Policy, as everybody acquainte.1 with the
fiscal regulations of boti countries knows, the inducemont
to smuggle from the Canadian to the American side was
always the greater. Any man who would consult the
Tariff of both countries woutld find that at one time wool-
lens and other dry goods were imported from the Old Coun-
try, and traders along the border know very well the rich
harvest they made out of the American trade. From the
introduction of the bigh Tariff to the present time, the
Americans have not thought it necessary to put more than
one officer on that frontier. At present the people of the
county which I have the honor te represent, and which is
the best agricultural county in New Brunswick-sell all
their sheep and potatoes te the Boston market, and also
carry on a good trade with the Americans in horses and
cattle. The inducement is still stronger for the Americans
to smuggle from our side than for our people to smuggle
from the American side, yet they guard that frontier with
only one officer. If the hon. Finance Minister be correct
in saying that cotton goods are as cheap here as the same
class of goods in the United States, there can be no induce-
ment to smuggle,and no necessity for four officers on twenty
miles of road. The on, gentleman could not make his finan-
cial statement before asceortaining what changes were made
in the American Tariff. In reference to tobacco, he said our
Tariff had to be assimilated to theirs, because if there was a
great difference it would induce smuggling. le bas, how:
ever, reduced the duty on tobacco for the purpose of making
it as cheap on this side of the line as on the other, thus
makirg it unnecessary to keep up a large staff of pre-
ventive officers 'on the frontier. As our farm produce
is sold on the other side, the temptation to smuggle is
greater with· the Americans, and if they can guard their
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frontier with only one officer why should we require more.
We have two officers on the one road, one within four miles
of the boundary, and the other four miles from himni. This
is a purely nonsensical arrangement which no saue man,
would recommend, and both the Government and the man
who recommended it should be ashamed of sncb an arrange-
ment. Having noticed this point I will refer to the other
officer, Mr. Jacques, against whom I do not make the sane
objection. His office was created by the Mackenzie Admin-
istration on the completion of the New Brunswick
Railway from Fredericton into the State of Maine. As
goods had to pass over this road in bond, it was necessary
that an officer should be stationed at Woodstock. What
his exact duties were I cannot explain-no doubt the hon.
Minister of Customs eau-but I believe his business was to sce
to the arrival and departure of trains and the forwarding of
bonded goods, and he was called a tidewaiter. The Con-
servatives of the town and county at that time declared
that the office was a sinecure. Over and over again, they
said the official was unnecessary, and that Mr. Merritt, Col-
lector of Custom uin Woodstock, should discharge the whole
duty. Mr. Drysdale resigned in March 1881-at least
according to the Trade and Navigation Returns that is
the date at which bis salary ceased, and therefore I presume
the date of is resignation. The office remained unfilled
until the 27th June, 1882, and it was thought, of course, by
the Liberals of the county, from the view taken by the
Conservatives, that it would never be filled again. Sinco
that date Mr. Jacques bas been reappointed to perfortm the
same duties. He is no longer called tidewaiter, but a pre-
ventive officer, though the duties are unchanged. I simply
refer te this to show that the persecution to which that offi-
cor was subjected was undeserved, and that the office has
been found necessary. I will not further take up the time
of the House, but will simply emphasize my declaration that
I think it foolish--I will not use a stronger tert-on the
part of any Government to appoint Mr. Kearney a prevent-
ive officer at Florenceville in Carleton county.1

Mr. MOFFAT. It surely does not lie in the mouth of
the hon. gentleman to charge the Government with wrong
doing after the statemeut as to the necessity of the office.
If the statement he made in reference to bis constituents
is true, the Government had very little to choose from. In
this sweeping character he gave his constituents, he did not
have even the saving clause that was left during the
memorable argument that preceded the destruction of theC
cities of the plains. They were protectionists by day and
freebooters by night. No doubt, therefore, the official, whoE
had also been an oppouent of the hon. member for Carleton,
must be an unworthy holder of the office. The hon.
gentleman gave bis speech in a very lachrymose style, andt
had reason for it, since as his county is divided uinteton, it1
is only appropriate he should come bore in a tearful manner.t

Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to bring down what- t
ever correspondence there may be in the Department;
but et present I am not aware of any that would b cof
interest te the hon. gentleman, or bis constituents.
With reference to the appointment of the gentleman
to whom he bas referred, and to which he makes so mach
objection, all I can say is that it was made in the interets iof
the revenue, and that it dees not always follow that the
best place to station a preventive officer is et the very
point at which the smugglers enter. On the contrary, a
though an officer may live seme miles from the border, it is
very often at some central point ut which different roads
from the American frontier centres. Representations
were made to me that goods came in at various points
along the frontier of the United States, nt always upon
the main road to which the hon. gentleman refers. But I
must confess this is the first time I have heard that this t
gentleman is one of the largest importing merchants of that t

village, and that is a matter, I assure him, that is worthy
of consideration. le must remember that when he was
speaking on the Tariff lest Session he informed the House
and country, and that has been very properly referred to
by the hou. member for Restigouche, that nearly every
man in his county obtained his supplies without payment
of duty from the American aide of the border; and if that
were true, his constituents have only him to thank if
additional officers have been put on in order to protect
the revenue. If, however, upon investigation, it be found
that there are more officers in that locality than are neces-
sary, I have no doubt Government will be very glad
to relieve the revenue of any charges it may
have incurred in connection with their officers, and relieve
them of responsibility. The hon. gentleman has told the
House that three of the officers were appointed by the late
Government. It is true that the preventive officer to which
ho bas referred was appointed by this Government and for
purposes which I have pointed out. As to the persecution
which ho says Mr. Drysdale received from the Conservative
party, I know nothing of it, and the only complaints
that were made in roforence to Mr. Drysdale were to the
effect that ho refused to perform certain duties that apper-
tain to bis office, and that ho was carrying on a large
business, which, I suppose, was much more lucrative than
his office, as ho refused to give up the business. He preferred
to attend to his own private business, which was that of a
manufacturer, and I suppose in connection with it, at Iceast
it was so reported to me, an importer also. I freely admit
that Customs officers should not he selected from those who
are importers. Though they might be honest they 'would
always be open to the imputation of using the position in
order to benefit themselves; and I say to the hon. gentle-
man again, that is a point which will receive the attention
of the Government. Mr. Jacques was appointed because it
was represented that as4istance was required, in the town of
Woodstock properly to perform tho duties of collection, and
the duties which were necessary to beperformed at the rail-
way station,and frequent applications were made for the post
by those who were in a position to know the facto. I do not
know what Mr. Drysdale was called. I believe, however, that
in New Brunswick the title of tidewaiter was very often
applied to officers that were regularly appointed, even in the
interior. I did not so style him, but I gave him the same
title that is given to officers holding the same position in
different parts of the Dominion not upon the sea-board, that
is landing waiter, imposing upon him the duties of a clerk
in the office to assist the collector. I have not yet heard that
either immorality or want of qualification can be brought
against Mr. Jacques. The hon. gentleman himself bas not
brought any charge against him or bis qualifications, and
the only point was as to whether the appointment was
necessary. It was found that the increase of business at
that port, not only at the office proper, but at the railway
station, was such that Mr Merritt needed an assistant, and
Mr. Jacques was appointed to fill that position.

Mr. IRVINE. I did not use the word "reprimand " in my
former remarks. Nor did I mention the name of the hon.
member for Restigouche in reference to the complaints.
The bon. member has got the matter somewhat muddled.
t was the hon. member for Char-lotte (Mr. Gillmor), not I,
who said that Tories were Protectionists in the daytime
nd Free Traders all night.
Mr. BOWELL. Well, it is among you.
Motion agreed to.

CUSTOMS LAWS AND REGULATIONS.

Mr. KIRK moved for all correspondence, papers or
elegame that have passed between the Government of
he Dominion or any member thereof, and the Govornment
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of the United States of America or any metnber or officer But when I tell this House and the country that the return-
thereof, and any member or officer of the United States ing officer has been pursued in a most violent manner, that
National Distillers' Association, in relation to the mo-e o- cen his wife and family have not been free from insult in
tion of the existing Customs Laws and Regulations i 'h the streets of the town in which they live; that one of the
Dominion, and-all Orders in Council in relation thcercto, leading organs published in Ontario, issuing daily perhaps
and also all petitions, correspondence and telegrams from 6,000 or 7,000 copies, has continuously, from the 20th June
persons or associations in this Domiffion relating to the last down to the present time, maligned this man and
subject. accused him of every species of fraud and wrong doing in

Mr. BOWELL. I have no objection to the motion, but his capacity cf returning officer, I think it is high time
I can tell the hon, gentleman that there is no Order in this case should be placed before the country. I say that a
Council in connection with the matter. The correspondence leading organ has acted thus, but I should include almost
botwen the United States Government and the Secretary every organ in Ontario published in the interest of the
of the Distillers'Association, and this Government, will be Reform party. This returning omicer, who is a man of
brought down at the earliestconvenience. substance and of comparative wealth, assumed certain

Motion agreed to. responsibilities. He islliable to certain pains and penalties
if he has acted wrongly, and why has he not been prose-

THE ELECTION IN BOTHWELL. cuted in the courts, as he might have been prosecuted
undler the Act for the enforcement of those pains and

Mr. HAWKINS. Mr. Speaker, in rising to move the
motion of which I bave given notice, I am fully aware of
the responsibility which I assume. lu so far as I myself
am individually concerned in connection with the recent
election in the County of Bothwell, I could very well afford
to await the verdict of the courts in this case ; I could very
well afford to await the verdict which comes in the ordinary
course of justice, and which, like a great river when
temporally dammed, still will find its way eventually to the
great ocean of justice. Four years experience of the
Election Act, passed in 1874, convinced Parliament that it
was necessary to add something still further to the
machinery whereby the Election Act might be worked out
fairly and iffipartially to every one concerned. Under the
Act of 1874 no provision was made for a recount, and
frequently it was found that if there had been machinery
whereby a recount of the votes as recorded and as summed
up bythe varions deputy returning officers could have
been had, a good deal of litigation and of after trouble and
expenses might have been avoided. To supply this want
in 1878 the county Judge was given certain daties to per-
form in connection with the administration of the Act.
Down to that time Deputy Returning Officers were, as they
are now, in the habit of making up their returns, of coun-
tirg and re-counting the ballots, and of deciding most
important points upon which the representation of the
country depends. Now, we all know that, in the rural
districts especially it is very difficult to obtain twenty,
twenty-five or even forty officers in the varions constituen-
cies who shall be in every respect men perfectly competent,
not only to perform their duties but to learn from the Act
and study out for themselves the real responsibilities which
they have assumed. It las been the custom of the courts
to receive their work when questioned with a good deal
of leniency, for the reason which I have stated.
Then, again, the returning officer is a man who, in many in-
stances, bas not all the legal attainments necessary to form a
correct judgment of the responsibilities and duties which he
assumes. But if any one were to suppose that either a
deputy returning officer or a returning officer in assuming
the duties which they do assume, do not thereby incur a
heavy responsibility, not only in respect to their standing
before their neighbors and before their country, but also in
respect to heavy penalties which are imposed for any dere-
liction of duty or criminal negligence on their part, such a
person is seriously mistaken. As 1 have said, in order to
obviate the difficulty which was found in operating the Act
of 1874, it was enacted, in amendîment to that Act in 1878,
that there shall be, under certain circumstances, a recount
before the Couinty Judge of all the ballots cast in the
Election. I am aware of the painful nature of the
duty imposed on me to-night, and, as I have said,
if no one were conacerned except myself I would await the
course of the trial of this case, should It ever come to trial.

Mr. Kiax.

penalties? No; tbey have pursued him in the press, in
the London Advertiser, in the Hamilton Times, and fre-
quently in the Toronto Globe, and have denounced him in
unmeasured and unwarrantable terms. In order to place
the facts fully within the knowledge of the House, allow
me, Mr. Speaker, to review briefly the clauses of the Act.
Section 59 says:

" The returning officer at the place, day and hour appointed by his
proclamation, and after having received all the ballot boxes, shaU
proceed to open them, in the presence of the Election Clerk, the candi-
dates or their representatives, if present, and of at least two electors,
if the candidates or representatives are not present, and to add together
the number of votes given for each candidate, from the statement con-
tained in the several ballot boxes returned by the deputy returning
officers :

" The candidate who shall, on the summing up of the votes, be found
to have a majority of votes shall be then declaredelected."

Now this is the doctrine whinh was contended for the other
day by the other side of the House, among others by the hon.
leader of the Opposition, when a similar case was discussed
by the House. We find sections 60 and 61 provide as
follows:-

" 60. When, on the final addition of votes by the returning officer,
an equality of votes is found to exist between any of the candidates,
and the addition of a vote would entitle any of auch candidates to be
declared elected, the returning officer shall give such additional or
casting vote, but shall in no other case have the right to vote.

"61. The returning officer shall, immediately after the sixth day
after such verification, unless before that time he receives notice that
he is required to attend before a Jadge for the purpose of a re-count of
the votes given at the Election, transmit his return to the Ulerk of the
Or 0 wn in Chancery, that the candidate having the largest number of
votes has been duly elected, and shall forward to each of the respective
candidates a duplicate or copy thereof, and such return shall be in the
form Schedule S to this Act.

" The returning oEcer shall accompany his return to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery with a report of his proceedings, in which report
he shall make any observation he may think proper as to the state of
the ballot boxes or ballot papers as received by him ;

" The returning officer shall also transmit to the Clerk of the
Crown, with his return, the ballot papers, the original statements of
the several deput returning officers, referred to in section fifty-seven
of this Act, togeter with the voters' lists used in the several polling
districts, and any other liste and documents used or required at such
Election, or which may have been transmitted to him by the deputy
returning officers ;

" Such return and report shall be sent through the post office, after
being registered."

Now, all of this the returning officer of the county of Both-
well did. According to the terms of the proclamation, he did
all things which he is commanded to. do here; and going
over the returns what did he find ? That in several polling
places very great irregularities had existed; and allow me
here, in passing, to state that the returning officer of the
county of Bothwell, appointed at least one-third of the
deputy returning officers, who were btrong supporters of,
and voted for My late oppouent, the hon. David Mills. It
has been charged that they were partizans and friends of
mine; but I state here on the floor of this House-and 1
challenge its contradiction here or elsewhere.-that
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I never had the naming of a single deputy
returning officer of the whole thirty-three who acted
in my Election. Well, we find further that provision
is made in the Act for a case where there may be any
ballot boxes missing, or lost, or failed to turn up; but
where there are none missing, what is the duty of the
returning officer ? It is declared here in section 59:

"The candidate who shall, on the summing up of the votes, be found
to have the majority of the votes, shall then be declared elected."'

But the returning officer in this case went further. He
procured legal advice and placed himself in the hands of
his counsel; and he was advisecd that there being two
ballot boxes in which there were no statemernts, and
several in which thore were no sworn affidavits, as to the
statements in regard to his duty; and after full considera-
tion, knowing well the responsibility which he assumed, and
that he might be sued for a penalty of $500 for returning the
wrong candidate, and that he might be sued, and held
responsible for all costs in unseating me, if he returned
me improperly as the candidate elected, still he went
through with the performance of his duty. At this
stage of the proceedings there was another procedure, that
could be brought to bear in the matter which probably
would have settled the dispute in this case. There was
another functionary ; and when we speak of the Judges of

'the land, we ought certainly to speak of them with all respect,
deference and reveren.e, because we are proud to know
that there have been but few cases wherein the conduct of
our Judges has ever had to be brought into question
in this Canada of ours. I remember, a few years ago, before
the late lamented Chief Justice Harrison went on the Bench,
receiving a letter from him, in somewhat similar circum-
stances to the present, in which he said, speaking of some-
thing which had transpired of a partizan nature, in one of
the Countv Courts: " Thank God, Mr. Hawkins, we still
have a tribunal in this country, against whose base
the waves of partizanship have as yet surged in vain."
He meant the Superior Courts, the high courts of the
land. But he was at that time speaking with regard to
one of the county courts. I bave to say now, with refer-
once to this matter, that here we find the duty of the
County Judge or of the District Judges in Lower Canada,or in
the other Provinces, laid down just as exactly,just as strictly,
and within just as narrow limits as are the duties of the
returning officer, or of the deputy returning officers; and
in so far as this Act constitutes these Judges a part of the
mach inery for effecting and carrying out the wishes of Par-
liament, they are to all intents and purposes, Election
officers ; and being so, we have a perfect right, and in fact it is
our bounden duty to criticise their acts with even more
severity than we would the acts of unlearned men, who act
as deputy returning officers, and are liable to make errors
of the head and not of the heart. We find in the progress
of this case, the duty of the Judge defined as follows:-

67. In case it is made to appear within four days after that on which
the Returning Officer bas made the final addition of the votes for the
purpos cof declaring the candidate (or candidates) elected, on the
affidavit of any credible witness, to the County Judge of any county,
or in Qnebec to a Judge cf the Superior Curt crdinarily discbarging
bis duties in any Judicial Districtiun which the electoral district or any
part thereof is situated, that such witness believes that any Deputy
Retuning Officer at any election in such electoral district, in counting
the votes, bas improperly counted or rejected any ballot papers at such
election, or that the Returning Officer bas improperly summed up the
votes, and in case the applicant deposits within the said time with the
Clerk of the Court the sum cf one hundred dollars as a security for the
costs of the candidate, in respect of the re-count, appearing by the
addition to be elected ; the said Judge shall appoint a time within four
day3 after the receipt of the said affidavit by him, to re-count the votes,
or to make the final addition, as the case may be, and shall give notice
in writing to the candidates or their agents of the time and place at
which he will proceed to re-count the same, or to make snch final
addition, as the case may be, and shall summon and command the
Returning Officer and his Election Clerk to attend thon and there with

be parcels containing the ballots used at the election, which command
tthe Returning Officer and his Election Clerk shall obey :

" 1. The said Judge, the Returning Officer and his Election Clerk, and
each candidate, or hie agent appointed to attend such re-count of votes,
or in case any candidate cannot attend, then not more than one agent
of such candidate, and if the candidates and their agents are absent,
then at least three electors shall be present at such re-count of the
votes."

Here it will be seen, that there is just as clear a restriction
and just as exact a definition of who may be present, and
who may participate in the re-count before the County
Judge, as that with respect to similar proceedings before the
returning and deputy returning officers ; and yet, what
are the facts in respect to this pretended re-count, which
was held in the town of Chatham, touching the Both-
well election ? Why, there was a mob of upwards of
fifty violent partizans, admitted to the room ; and when I
protested and pointed out, that I had come there in con-
formity with the law, having no person with me, but
my counsel, and being in doubt--as the Act leaves it
very doubtful-whether the candidates and their counsel
may both be present, yet we find fifty or sixty violent
partizans, allowed to be present in a very small rooù
in which the ballot papers, and all the papors connect-
ed with the Election, had necessarily to be spread out.
We called the attention of the Judge to the fact, that
a large number of persons were there contrary to the
wording of the law; but he dccided that it was an open
court and that these people might remain ; but the decisions
in all the other re-counts, held throughout the country,
were to the effect, that those who are named in the Act, and
only those named, should be allowed to be present at such
re-counts. The duty of the Judge is further defined as
follows:-

"2. At the time and place appointed, the said Judge shall proceed to
re-count all the votes or ballot papers returned by the several Deputy
Returning Officers, and shall, in the presence of the parties aforesaid,
if they attend, open the sealed packets containiug-(1) the used ballot
papers which have been counted; (2) the rejected ballot papers; (3)
the spoiled ballot papers-and no other ballot papers."

Here we find the Act in each succeeding clause reiter-
ating over and over again the duties of the Judge, com-
manding him in the strongest language to proceed with the
re-count in the manner laid down under section 55 for
the direction of Deputy Returning Officers. Now, we find
that section 55 defines the order in which the ballots shall
be counted, and how the counting shall be done. That
section reads as follows:-

" 55. Immediately after the close of the poll, the Deputy Returning
Officer shall, in the presence of the Poll Clerk and the candidates or
their agents, and if the candidates and their agents or aiy of them are
absent, then in the presence of such, if any, of them as are present,
and of at least three electors, open the ballot box and proceed to count
the number of votes given for each candidate: In doing so he shall
reject all ballot papers which have not been supplied by the Duputy
Returning Officer, aIl those by which votes have been given for more
candidates than are to be elected, and all those upon which there is any
writing or mark by which the voter could be identifie1".'

ilere is the application which was served by the hon. Mr.
Mills for this, as I say, pretended re-count:

"In the matter of the election of a candidate to represent the Electoral
District of the County of Bothwell in the House of Commons,
Canada.

"You are hereby required to take notice that 1, on the application of
Matthew Wilson, Esq , Solicitor for David Mille, one of the candidates
at said Election, and on reading the affidavits of William Thomas Smith
and Robert Ferguson and the certificate of deposit of $100 as required
by law, have appointed Monday, the 26th day of June, A.D. 1882, at the
hour of eleven o'clock in the forenoon, at my chambers in the Town of
Chatham, to make the final addition of votes taken at said election on
the 20th day of June, A.D. 1882, and that at said time and place, that is
to say, on the said 26th day of June, at eleven o'clock in the forenoon,I
will proceed to make such ânal addition ; and I fuirther command you,
James Stephens, Returning Officer, and Charles Stephens, Election
Olerk, at aid election, to attend before me thon and there with the
pareeLs containing the ballots used at said Election.
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" Dated at my chamberg, in the Town of Chatham, this 24th day of
June, A.D. 1882.

"A. BELL,
"4Judge of the County Court tf tihe

" County of Kcnt.
"To Jou JosEPE HAWKis, Esquire,o

JAXES STEPHENs, Returning Officer,
and te CHARLEs SrEPRECNs,

Election Clerk."

We find him following the terms of the command given him
in the Statute-the command that the Returning Officershall
bring before him, not only the statements which are found
contained in the ballot boxes as made by the Deputy Re-
turning Officers, but shall bring the ballots with him. This
was done on Monday morning. It became known to me that
a caucus had been held at the house of the Judgce, and that
they sat until two o'clock in the morning for the purpose
of finding means whereby tLey should not give the fair
open count which the Act contemplates. I found that the
Judge had stated publicly in the streets of Chatham the
course of procedure which ho would adopt. He said-
and there are those who will cone before a Committce and
swear to the statement-that he would take in one of the
rejected polling places and leave out the other, thereby
declaring Mr. Mills to be elected. Now, what are we to
think of a Judge who would determine, before hearing the
facts-, that be would disfranchise between 150 and 200 of the
electorate in the face of the letter of the law, which com-
mands him to open the ballot packages and to count them
and ascertain exactly the state of the case. I have read the
r otice which was served upon me. I may say that I
received quite a pleasant surprise at an early hour in the
morning. We are in the habit, when stopping at hotels,
of placing our boots outside the door, and at seven o'clock
in the morning I found a notice in one of my boots stating
that I should attend at ton o'clock and answer to this pro-
coeding, and say if I had any objections. But I had
scarce:y got upstairs to prepare to get my breakfast, when
Mr. Wilson came along and served me with this paper.
Afterwards these rumors were current in the streets of
Chatham. I telegraphed to Toronto for counsel, and went
to London personally, and was advised by counsel that I
had an undoubted right to demand a re-count at the hands of
the Judge even under Mr. Mills application. The Act doesj
not contemplate-I defy anybody to say that the Act does]
contemplate-any such one-sided and unfair proceeding asg
that whoreby, having the ballot papers in his hand-having1
the packages laid there in the truo course of the law-the4
Judge, sooner than perform his duty, sooner than go(
through the procedure that is laid down so plainly, would(
disfranchise from 150 to 200 of the electorate, and therebyi
take, as I consider, a very high-handed course. Forewarned,1
it is said, is forearmed; and I was advised by my counseli
in London to prepare an application whereby I might
demand a re-count in plain open torms. Here is the appli-
cation as served upon the Judge:

In the matter of the Election of a Candidate to represent the Electoral
District of the County of Bothwell, in the House of Commons of
Canada.
County of 1, James Dawson, of the Township ofS ombra,

in the County of Lambton, lumber merchant, make
"To Wit. oath and say :

"1. That I am an elector of the Electoral District of Bothwell.
42 That I allege that the Deputy Returning Officers for the election

holden for the said Electoral District, on the 20th day of June in-à
stant impreperly counted and also improperly rejected ballot papers at
the said election, and that a recount of the said ballot paper ais desir-
able and necessary for the purpose of determining in whose favor a ma-
jority of the said ballot papers was deposited.t

dSwornbefore me at the Town of Chatham, in the County of Kent,
this 26th day of June, A.D. 1882.D

McDO ssGL 
'' ,J. D AWSON.

" A Com'missioner, &c., Kent."
Mr. IIAwKINs.

This is accompanied with the necessary deposit, duly sealed
by the Deputy Clerk of the Crown and Pleas for the County
of Kent :

"In the matter of the Election of a Candidate for the Electoral Division
of Bothwell to theB ouse of Commons.

",William A. Campbell, Deputy Olerk of the Crown and Pleas for
the County of Kent, do certify that John Joseph Hawkins has deposited
with me the um of $100 as a deposit for the costs ot a re-count of the
ballots cast at the Election held on the 20th day of June, 1882, before the
Judge of the County Court, Kent.

wIr-r IM A nA A DAuRPI ,T

"0.0.0., &c.
" Dated, January 26th, 1882."

It is true that the London Advertiser has denied again and'
again that any such application was made, but I repeat
that this application was served upon the Judge in my
presence, before ho had proceeded with bis resumming, as he
calied it, in which ho threw out the votes of an electoral
sub-division. The only answer I may say that he made to it
was to fold it up, throw it back to my counsel, and state
that he was now dealing with that case. Once ho proceeded
with the final resumming, the Act does not contemplate that
ho may at a subsequent stage of the proceedings go on
with a full re-count of the ballots. The truth is, on the
contrary, that he is to make up the number of votes from the
ballot papers-make the final addition, and then issue bis
certificate to the Returning Officer declaring the candidate
having the highest number of votes; but as if to prove that
there really was partizanship in the course he adopted, as if
to do away with all possibility of the supposition that lie was
laboring under the bolief that he could afterwards proceed
with the re-count of all the ballots, we find him taking each
one of those thirty-three packages of ballots and duly affixing
his seal toeach one of thom. To break any one of these seals
afterwards was to do a highly improper and condemnable
action, bocause there is no authority in the land permitting
him or any person else after these seals have been affixed to
go on with a re-count of the ballots at any subsequent stage
of the proceedings. Knowing this, he sealed them up, and
thereby effectually and finally deprived a large portion of
the electors of Bothwell, of their due voice in returning a
candidate to represent them in this House. Now, I ask
whose conduct was most to be censured-that of the Return-
ing Officer who strictly adhered to the letter of the law, who
proceeded in a due and orderly manner with the performance
of bis duty, and who, when he appeared before the Judge, and
found that the Judge was about to proceed in what he con-
ceived, and my counsel conceived, to be an illegal manner,
demanded before ho placed those statements in the hands
of the Judge, that the Judge should carry out the
intention of the Act; or that of the Judge, who made a
partial and pretended resumming instead of the fair and
impartial re-count contemplated by the Statute ? Sub-section
5 of section 67 of the Act says:

" The Returning Officer, after the receipt of a notice from the Judge
of such re-count of ballots, shall delay making hie return to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery, until he receives a certifieate from the
Judge of the result of such re-count, and upon the receipt of such
certificate the Returning Officer ahall proceed to make hie return in
the form of Schedule 8 of the said Act."

Now, here was the position of the Returning Officer in this
case: his commandment is to make his return only upon
the receipt of a certificate from the Judge of the re-count
that is specifically called for in the Act, in terms seoexplicit
and exact that it is almoet impossible to conceive that any
man could deliberately mistake thoir meaning. Now, ho
knew that there had been no such re-count; ho knew that
the re-count had been demanded and been refused ; ho
knew that at the time and place the Judge took this pro-
ceeding, ho had in his bands the ballot papers, and had tho
power to say really what the will of the people was, -,
that he deliberately refused to take that course. Wel,
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under the best advice obtainable, the Returning Officer on
the next lawful day on which the declaration should be re-
versed or re-affirmed, re-affirmed hisdeclaration, and set forth
his reasons for so doing; and this has been published to the
country again and again. flore is the Judge's certificate
to the Returning Officer:

"l In the matter of the Election of the Candidate of the Electoral
District of the Counnty of Bothwell in the House of Commons, Canad.
-Pnrsuant to ai appointment and order made by me on the 24th June,
A.D. 1882, and in the presence of David Mille and John Joseph
Hawkins, and of James Stephens, Returning Officer, and Charles
Stephens, Election Clerk, and after examining the statements and
papers produced by said Returning Officer and Election Clerk, and
after hearing counsel for aIl parties, and adding and summing up the
votes given at said election for the respective candidates, as shown by
tthe statements of the varions Deputy Retnrning Officers, I find and
declare that fifteen hundred and seventy-six votes were given at said
Election for said David Mille, and fifteen hundred and sixty-four votes
for said John Joseph Hawkins, and that David Mille is elected for said
Electoral District by a majority of twelve votes."

lere we find the Judge states that ho bas summed up the
votes, and that ho had taken into account the position of the
respective candidates. He had donc nothing of the kind.
He had refused to examine and find what the state of the
case was. He had refused to perform his functions; and I
have yet to be convinced that any man is obliged to obey a
Judge, no matter how high his position may be, when the
mandate given by him is outside and beyond his power.
TheJudge wasan Election officerjust as the Returning Officer
was, and the Returning Officer, knowing that the Judge had
refused to make the legal and proper recount and return,
made his return, on the following night, as follows:-

" I hereby eertify that the member elected for the Electoral Divi-
sion of Bothwell, in pursuance of the within written writ as bavin
received the majority of votes lawfully given, is John Joseph
Hawkins of the city of Brantford, in the county of Brant, Esquire. I
further certify upon the grounds mentioned in my Report that after
having declared the said John Joseph Hawkine elected a final addition
or summing up of the votes given a the said election was had before
the Judge of the County Court of the county of Kent, and a certificate
issued therefrom by the said Judge that upon adding and summing up
thé votes given at the said Election for the respective candidates as
shown by the statements of the various Deputy Returning iOfficers,
that he found and declared that between fifteen hundred and seventy-six
votes were given at said election for David Mills, one of the candi-
dates, and fifteen hundred and sixty-four votes for said John Joseph
Hawkins and that said David Mille was elected for said Electortl
District by a majority of twelve votes ; but I have been served with
no certificate of re-count of said ballots, nor have said ballots been
re-counted."

Now, there is the whole matter before the House. I have
been urged again and again, in niy own interest and on my
own behalf, to give to the press of the Conservative party,
to which I belong, a full and complote statement of the
transactions that took place in connection with this pre-
tended re count. But, Sir, confident of my own right, con-
fident that, if this matter ever comes to be passed upon or
examined into by the courts, I will be found to have pur-
sued the same honorable course that I have ever pursued.

Some hon. MEMBERLS. Hear, hear.

Mr. HAWKINS. I defy any man in this louse, or out of
this flouse, to charge me, in my fifteen years of political
toil, with dishonorable conduct, in the service of my party,

Some hon. MEMBEIRS. Which party?
Mr. HAWKINS. Because I think that the man who

serves his party honorably, serves his country in doing so.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Which party ?

Mr. HAWKINS. And I have served without foc or
reward on ali occasions. An hon. member opposite wants
to know which party. I served that party to defeat whose
candidate ho is commonly reputed tob have subcribcd
$5,000 in June last, when the hon. gentleman who sits so
emilingly before me was confronted, one day early in June
last, with the state of affairs wherein the hon. David Mills

was chosen the candidate for West Elgin. It is reported
that ho subscribed a good deal of money for the purpose of
assisting his friend against me in another county. It le
quite certain, at any rate, that a resolution was duly and
openly passed at the said Reform Convention, pledging
thom, by every means in their power, to assist the hon.
David Mills to defeat me. And the hon. member for West
Elgin (Mr. Caey) took such an interest in my affaire at that
time that ho made me a prominent figure by nane in his ad-
dress in West Elgin, altbough I wa- a candidate in another
county. Sa muci for the good humor and good nature of the
hon. member for West E'gin at the prosent moment. Now, I
have to say this: Is it not a scandalous state of affairs,
when a matter is sub judice, not that theso organs should
attack a politician, not that they should attack me-bocauso
I have beau accustomed to that for years, and the only effect
of those attacks upon me personally has been to mako me
more popular and stronger with my o vn party-but that
the Returning Ofilcer who, for thSe short period in which
he was acting, was not in the capacity ofi a politician, and
I defy any one to show that hle in any way contravened
or overstepped his authority, or fiiled to perform his duty that
ho should be so falsely and maliciously attacked. Therefore,
is it not scanda ous that ho should have been pursuo as ho
has been in this newspaper, tho London Advertser. I will
only give three extracts out of two or thrce hundred wlich
I might quote. Here is one:

" The Free rren has at lîst proved equal to the occasion, and il, its
columns editorials have appeared whitewashing the Returning Officer and
attacking Mr. Mills, which read auazingly like Hawkins' speeches. Can
it be that our contemporary bas lentits editoral columus to J. J. Hawkins
to defend one of the most shameless frauds ever committed by a
Returning Officer? It was well known before the day of declaration
that Mr. Stephens intended to return Hawkins. His son was offering
to bet with Reformers that Mr. Mill& would not be returned by bis
father. Mr. Stephens appointe: bis own house as the place where the
declaration was to be made in order to keep Reformers away."

Theroeis not one word of truth in this. Should the matter
ever corne to trial, it will be found that noither the Roturn-
ing Officer nor his son, the Election Clerk, were guilty
of one iota of these charges made against them in that
article. The next extract I will road is from the same
paper in the month of August:

" The Brantford Courier is very indignant because we said that in
the appeal to Judge Bell from the declaration of the Returning Officer
in the case of the Bothwell Election, Mr. Mills' counsel did not object
to a re-count of the ballots, although he did not ask for it, nor did
Judge Bell refuse Mr. Hawkins a re-count."

Here, after having seen my demand, served in his own
presence, and in the presence of his counsel, and having
heard this counsel contend against the granting of a re-c-ount,
after coming from a meeting where it was arranged I should
not obtain one, he ventures to affirm that I never asked for
a re-count:

" Will the Courier tell us when the application was made to the
Judge ? Against which of Mr. Hawkins' many friends among the De -
puty Returning Officers was complaint maale ? "

I have given the proofs bere. Here it is urder the hand
and seal of the Clerk of the Crown. lere is the affidavit
of Mr. James Dawson, and should this Committee be able to
proceed with this work, we will be able to produc thO
evidence that these were served on the Juidgo before there
was any proceeding, in the presence of the counsol on tho
other side, and in their presence ho refused to give the
re-count we were entitled to.

" Mr. J. J. Hawkins, the member for James Stephens, mode his first

sech in the House of Uommons in favor of the Orange Incorporation

I may tell hon. gentlemen opposite who say " hear, hear," that
Mr. James Stephons is ai respectable a man a- any man who
sits on the Opposition benche bthis night, that he was elected
over and over again-six or soven times-as Reeve,
the highest municipal oMce in the town in which he
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lives, that ha is a man of substance and ho is prepared to
assume all the responsibility of his conduct as Returning
Officer. In conclusion, I wish to say that I have felt it to
be my bounden duty to lift my voice and demand on behalf
of this Returning Officer, on behalf of this man who
las been maligned and persecuted, who has scaecely
been allowed peaceably to walk the streets of the town
in which ho lives, whose name is attempted to ho
made odious throughout the length and breadth of the land,
and all because ha performs bis duties honestly, legally
and orderly according to the directions laid down in the
Statutes. If ha had been present in the gallery of this House
recently, when another matter of a similar nature was
discussed, ha would have been delighted to know that every
word that fell from the lips of the hon. leader of theOpp-osi-
tion ani several of his most prominent supporters, fully
vindicated the course which ho pursued as Returning Officer.
I have no more to say in regard to this. I am quite able to
take care of myself cither in this louse or out of it, but I
have seen fit to raise my voice on behalf of a man who has
been pursued with the greatest virulence and cruelty since
the events of which I am now speaking. I have done no
more that my duty in impugning the conduct even of one
of the Judges of the land-not as a Judge, but rather
as an officer in the Election. It was found after four years
experience, under the administration of the Reformers them-
selves, that this Act was imperfect, that it was necessary, in
order to have a final summing of the votes, that the Judge
of the county-a man who should be above suspicion,
above lifting bis hand against the law-and I contend that,
the law was made not only for the electorate and for the
Returning and Deputy Returning Officers, but for the Judges
just as well as for the humblest subject in the land; and I
conceived in my simplicity, perhaps, that when a Judge is
found exercisiug that duty in a partizan manner, ha is the
more worthy of denunciation, and his conduct should be
dealt with the more severely, and ha should be brought
more closely to book, than those who perhaps may have
done inadvertently acts not complaealy in accordance with
the letter of the law. Therofore, I contend and hold that
the County Judge, in his capacity as an Election officer to
re count those votes, is just as strongly held and bound to
perform those duties therein laid down, as the humblet
Returning Officar or Deputy Returning Officer who may
have had to do with the Election. Why, what had ha to
do in this case? When those ballot papers wereplaced
before the Judge, ha had under his own hands the means
of absolutely determining how the electors had cast their
votes. He had the means of taking each statement and of
verifying it. Everybody knows that the Deputy Returning
Officer makes up his statement, and deposits it in the box
with the ballots, and everybody knows also that Deputy
IReturning Officers make mistakes. Everybody knows that
in a county where thirty-throe Deputy Returning Offleers
have to decide whether ballots are good or bad, as to whether
a ballot should ha rejected or counted in, mistakes will occur;
everybody knows that there is likely to be a multiplicity
of coiuncils prevailing; but when you afterwards bring
those ballots and statements to the Returning Officer, has
he the means in his hands to make a correct rendering of the
state of affairs? He bas not, ha is bound to take them as
he finds them. He is bound to add them all and sum them
up just as ha finds them. Well, hare is a copy of the adding
up and of the summing up of the Returning Officer, just as
he found those in the ballot box, and the summing up was
1,520 voles recorded for Mr. Hawkins, and 1,504 recorded
for Mr. Mills. But when we came to the County Judge, if
ho had opened those ballot packages, if ho had counted them
and verified each statement to see that everything was done
openly and fairly, all would have been well; and whon ho
came to those two ballot boxes, in which there were no
statements, when he oame to those two packages of ballot

Mr. Hwxms.

papers, which he did take into his hands and which he did
weigh-why, ho was like a young lady receiving her first
love-latter; he picked up those packages and he turned them
over and over, and up and down, and one would almost

'fancy he wae endeavoring to see into them without open-
iug them to get the state of affairs. Now, why did not he
tear open the envelopes and count those ballots ? Because
ho knew that if he opened one package he would be bound
to open al], and would have no reason, no excuse whatever,
for not going on and counting the whole thirty-three
packages. e refused to do this; he refused to per-
form lis duty; he sealed those ballot papers hermetically;
although ha had never opened them, he placed the seal of
the court upon them, and now they cannot be got at
except for their scrutiny-an expensive and most tedious
process. That is all that can be done, then, instead
of the re-count, such as is contemplated under the Act,
such as I was willing to submit to, such as I de-
manded when I found ha was not willing to accord it to
me. Perhaps this dispute would have been ended and
settled long ago, if the person who received the majority
of votes cast in that county had been returned ragularly.
Therefore, I contend that I am justified in hoping that the
Ilouse will order an investigation into the matter. We all
know that a great many more elections may come off, and
undoubtedly will come off, before another Election Law is
passed; and is it fnot an improper state of things, is it not dan-
gerous to say that such proceedings shall be an example set
to Judges from British Columbia to Prince Edward Island.
That they may take first whichever course their leanings
may happen to induce them to take, that they may refuse to
enunt the ballots in a case where the statements are imper-
fect, that they may take a course which will certainly, if it
is not checked, introduce great confusion and injustice?
This is the first instance of the kind. I challenge any man
to instance a case wherein a re-ceunt was made in the man-
ner in which it was attempted to be made in the county
of Bothwell. I can very well understand that if both candi-
dates were willing and consenting parties to dispense with
the counting of the ballots, it might ha possible by legal
proceedings, for the Judge to make up his statemente with-
out a re-count. But what have we seen in Toronto
recently? We have sean in the last election for Mayor
the two candidates agreeing to dispense with certain
portions of the Election Law,. and to submit the case
so made to the courts for decision. When the matter
came before the courts that agreement was held to be
irregular, it was held to be illegal, and the courts
refused to carry it out. Therefore, I hold that in this case
the Judge did that which he was not warranted in doing, and
which renders him liable to the suspicion of having acted
partially in the case. Therefore, I expect that every hon.
gentleman in this House will say by bis vote here to-night
that while the Deputy Returning Officers shall be held
liable in penalties of $500, while the Returning Officers shall
be held liable in penalties of 81,000, with the addition of
imprisonment for one or two years in certain cases, it shall
not be said that any Judge or any man, no matter how high
bis position, may lift his hand with impunity against the
majosty of the law, as I contend was done in this case. I
therefore move for a Special Committee to examine aind re-
port upon the conduct of the County Judge of the County
of Kent, Province of Ontario, in refusing to re-count the
votes or ballots cast at the election for a member to repre-
sent the Electoral District of Bothwell in the fouse of Com-
mons of Canada, held in the month of June, 1882, though
application therefor was 'duly made, accompanied with a
deposit receipt showing that the necessary deposit in money
had been made with the Clerk of the Crown and Pleas
for the County of Kent, by James Dawson, a duly
qualified elector of the said district, on behalf of J. J.
Hawkins, one of the çandidates at the said election. - An4
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that the said Committee be composed of Messrs. Beaty,
JDaly, Macmaster, Macmillan (East Middlesex), Tupper,
(Pictou), Amyot, Woldon, Wells and Davies, with power to
send for persons, papers and records.

Mr. BAKER (Victoria). I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman why he las singled out the Judges of British
Columbia and Prince E lward Island, as those to whom a
special example should be set?

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I think the question of my
hon. friend from Victoria is a poser. I must say that,
being in Parliament for some years, I have listened to many
extraordinary motions, and have listened to a great many ex.
traordinary speeches, but a more extraordinary motion than
has been submitted to this House just now, or a more extra-
ordinary speech than has been made by the hon. gentleman
who has just taken his seat, I thin k I never listened to before
on the floor of Parliament. The hon. gentleman's motion
says:

" To examine and report upon the conduct of the County Judge of
the Oounty of Kent, Province of Ontario, in refusing to re-count the
votes or ballots cast at the election for a member to represent the Elec-
toral District of Bothwell, in the House of Gommons of Canada, held in
the month of June, 1882, though application therefor was duly made,
accompanied with a deposit receipt showing that the necessary deposit
in money had been made with the County Clerk, by James Dawson, a
dnl qualified elector of the said district, on behalf cf J. J. Hawkins, one
f te candidates at the said election."

Half the hon. gentleman's speech was taken up with adula-
tion of his friend the Returning Officer. I am net surprised
that the hon. gentleman who occupies the seat for Bothwell
should have lauded the Returning Officer for Bothwell. The
hon. gentleman bas good ground for lauding him; he bas
good ground to say that Mir. James Stephens, the Returning
Officer, is an exceptionally good man; he las received from
him favors and considerations that few men who are re-
turnel to Parliament receive at the hands of a Returning
Officer, and therefore ho las good reason to be thankful and
to be gratefal in his inmost heart for the kindness and con-
sideration shown to him by James Stephons, Returning
Officer for the Electoral District of Bothwell. lIe complains
that Mr. Stephens is bounded and abueed-that his family,
bis children, cannot walk the streets of the little village
in which theylive without the neighbors insulting them.
I think any respectable man in any community, unless he
las committed a serionus wrong-and thon ho ceases to be
respectable-can walk the streets of his own town without
being insulted by the boys and neighbors. When the hon.
gentleman talks in this way, it convinces one that there
was something wrong with this respectable man in being
thus treatel by his neighbors. The hon. gentle-
man has pursued an extraordinary course. l lias
pursued a course which few men in Parliament would
pursue, and I venture to say few men out of Parliament
would pursue. He as availed himself of the oppor--
tunity to place a motion on the Notice Paper, with a
view of vindicating, if he could, the character of the
Returning Offleor, and with a view to having a slap at the
County Court Judge of Kent. I do not know what are the
Judge's politic-, if Judges on the Bonch have any political
sympathies. But I say it is an unheard-of proceeding, it is
a cheeky proceeding, while a case is pending before the
Courts that an lon. gentleman interested in it should
be allowed to rise in Parliament and, under the pretence
of investigating the conduct of a County Court Judge,
attempt to vindicate an officer whose conduct is scanda-
lous and is now bafore the courts of Ontario. Tho bon.
gentleman tells us that he was advised by his best
friends to publish a statement of the whole facts of the case
in the Conservative press of Ontario, but that the hon. gentle-
man's native modesty prevented bis publishing such a state-
ment of the case. The Ion. gentleman was entirely too
modest to give to the country through the press his vindi-
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cation of the conduct of the Returning Offioer. He was
not too diffident or modest te avail himself of the privilego
which the Returning Officer hasgiven him of vindicatingon
the floor of Parliament the conduct of the Returning Omoer.
He tells us that nothing prevented him froin publishing
a statement in the public press except the fact that the eas
was in the courts, and it would therefore be highly imp r
for the hon. member for Bothwell to publish in the public
press, in the Conservative press, a statement of the case.
but it is not at all improper for the hon. gentleman and hie
friends, or inconsistent with hie position and duty as a
Member of Parliament, to go over the whole details of the
case in the House and give his version of the facto,
because ho knows perfectly well it will be published
in the whole press of the country, and will ho reported in
ilansard. And this the hon. gentleman thinks is consis-
tent with his duties and his position, occupying as ho does
the seat of a man who should have been returned to Par-
liament, to avail himself of the power the Returning
Officer gave him to attempt to blacken and ruin the charac-
ter of a Judge who had no opportunity to defond himself.
The hon. gentleman says it is a scandalous thing when this
case is before the courts, that the Liberal press, the London
Advertiser ard the Toronto Globe, should, day after day,
assail the Returning Officer. I ask the hon. gentleman if
he does net think it a scandalous and outrageous thing-a
thing no man should do-that, while this case is pending in
the courts, and the Returning Offceor's conduct is before the
courts, that the hon. gentleman should avail himself
of the opportunity the procedure of Parliament gives
him to vindicate, as best he can, the conduct of the
Returning Officer, to assail the character of one of the
Judges of the land. The hon. gentleman tells us he as
done so in vindication of the conduct of the Returning
Officer. I do not think the Returning Officer will be at all
obliged te him when all the facts are revealed;
and recollect that, se far, we have only received the
hon. gentleman's own statement. Although I deprecate
as strongly as I can possibly do, the conduct and the motives
of that hon. member of Parliament who, for his own pur-
poses and to vindicate his own friend, wili see fit to place
such a motion on the paper; still I do not regret the
course pursued by the hon. gentleman; bocause the conduct
of the Returning Officer will not appear in the most favor-
able light when carefully investigated. A few words as te
the motion before the Hlouse, before I proceed to deal with
the merits of the case. In my judgment, the hon. First
Minister, as represonting the Crown, and the hon. Minister
of Justice, should net have allowed this motion teobe put.
It is a motion, if net out of order, at ail events it is one of
a kind that never has been put, either in the Canadian Par-
liament or Imperial Parliament, based as it is only on the
statement of a member without anything te support it.
When a motion was made, some time ago in this House,
to enquire into the conduct of a Judge, I submitted one or
two propositions, te all of which the hon. Firat Minister
substantially agreed. If the on. gentleman agreed with
those propositions in the case te which I have referred, it was
evidently his duty te have stopped further consideration
of this motion. What is the nature of this motion ? The
motion is te examine and report upon the conduct of a
County Court Judge. There are certain duties imposed
upon him by Act of Parliament, but he is not an ofieer of
this House, and the motion does not say that he is an officer.
Stripped of verbiage the motion is simply one teo enquire
into the conduct of a Judge and ascertain whether he per-
formed certain duties assigned te him or net; to ascertain
whether he is guilty of wrong.doing or not-and that is au
impeachment of a Judge, and should net ho proceeded with
in this manner. I say that charges against a Judge, of all:mon,
should be entered upon with care and caution, and with
all the formality the law and the practice of Parliaeent
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require. No Judge should be open to be attacked by
a side issue and without notice being given him,
and simply on the motion of an hon. member who
avails himself of the opportunity given him to make a
statement of alleged facts. I doubt whether they are
facts or not. I prefer not to take my facts from the hon.
gentleman. I have read the petition against the bon.
gentleman and the answer Of the Returning Officer,
and I prefer getting my facts from this petition and
answer or in some other way than out of the mouth of
the hon. gentleman. I say no gentleman should
allow a Judge to be attacked in the manner in
which the hon. gentleman bas seen fit to attack this J3udge.
It is contrary to the practice of Parliament and the prece-
dents laid down in the English and in our own Parliament,
and I was amazed at the hon. gentleman who leads this
House, and who is supposed to be the guardian of the reputa-
tion of our Judges, that he should have sat silent and still
while the hon. gentleman launched a tirade of abuse against
the Judge of the County Court of Kent. The course
pursued by the hon. gentleman is un procedented and
illegal. This the hon, gentleman must know, that at the
last Session of Parliament we passed an Act here providing
the mode in which, when complaints were made against
County Court Judges, they shoud be tried in cases of alleged
incapacity, inability, or misbehavior. The hbn. gentleman
has complained of the Judge of this County Court for mis-
behavior, and if so, he and bis friends have only one reme-
dy, and that is prescribed under the Statute passed in the
Session of 1882. But procceding under that Act would not
serve the hon. gentleman's purpose; he could not then
make a speech-a speech that would go to the country and
vindicate bis friend the Returning Officer; he could not thon
point out how this bis friend had been scandalized and black-
guarded and abused, and how the London Advertiser bad
said that the member for Bothwell was not the member for
Bothwell, but the bon. member for Jim Stephens. Instead
of making an application to the Government to try this
Judge for misconduct, if ho were guilty of it, the hon.
gentleman, in a most cowardly manner, availed himselfofhis
position in this House for the purpose of abusing, stander-
ing and defaming this Judge. Now, I bay, another rule
is laid down by the highest authoritios on the practice of
Parliament, that where Judges are liab!o to impeach-
mont before Parliament, it could only be done in one
way: by petition presented to the House, setting out
the facts on which the grounds of complaint or the
charges were based. The hon. First Minister knows
that this question was up for consideration in the appli-
cation made against the lato Chief Justice of the Province
of Manitoba; and I cited during that discussion, some
authorities, I think, on that point from the English
Parliament, and the hon. gentleman knows, that the only
mode in which, even under the old practice and procedure,
we could reach a Judge, was by impeachment through the
High Court of Parliament; and la that case the
impeachment or resolution had to be based on a
petition presented to the House. That course was
pursued in several English as well as several Cana-
dian cases. The bon. gentleman will recollect one
case which was referred to. Fox, one of the Irish Judges,
against whom complaint was made before the Imperial
Parliament, that complaint was based on a petition set-
ting out the facts complained of in the conduct of that
Judge. So in the case of McLellan, also an Irish Judge, a
Member of Parliament presented a petition showing certain
grounds of complaint, and this petition, I believe, was
referred to a Committee. Chief Baron O'Grady, also
an Irish Judge, was proceeded against in the same
way; and again, a Justice of the Peace of Wales, and a
Justice of one of the Courts of Wales, was proceeded
against similarly. There was also an English case. The 1:

Mr. CAmRoN (Huron).

hon. gentleman will recollect many years ago, that a com-
plaint was made to Parliament against the Chief Baron of
the Court of Exchequer, and a long discussion took place in
the House on the subject. In the case I have just referred
to, of the Chief Baron, the proceedings were by petition;
and so with one of the Judges of the Dominion here, Judge
Loranger. A petition was also presented against the laie
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the Province
of Manitoba. In all these cases, the proceedings were
initiated by petition presented to the House by a member,
setting forth distinctly and clearly, the grounds of com-
plaint against the Judge ; and I think I can challenge the
First Minister to refer to a single case, in which a Judge was
impeached either in the Imperial, or in a Colonial Parlia-
ment, in which the proceedings were not based on petition.
But here, without any petition, without any notice, to the
implicated Judge, or to anybody acting for the Judge-if
anybody could act for him in such a case-sprang on the
IIouse by forty-eight hours' notice, the hon. gentleman
assails the character of a Judge bore ;-and I say, it is the
duty of the hon. First Minister in his place in Parliament, to
vindicate this Judge, at all events, against the aspersions
cast upon him by the person who bas just taken bis seat,
and who has acted entirely ont of order, in not proceeding
in the ordinary and regular way. In addition to ail this,
however, certain other duties are imposed on the bon. First
Minister, to which I beg to draw bis attention-and I drow
bis attention to them before and the hon. gentleman then
agreed with me-that no proceedings should be bad against
a Judge, that a Select Committee should not be appointed to
enquire into the conduct of a Judge, unless on certain
well-understood conditions, according to the practice
of the Imperial Parliament, and, I submit, equally
well-understood conditions according to the practice of the
Canadian Parliament. I say, that before woecan enter on a
Parliamentary enquiry-and the hon. gentleman now seeks
to make Parliament investigate into the conduct of this
Judge-into the conduct of a Judge, the Ministers, or the
First Minister, should himself investigate into the charge
against the the Judge, with the view of determining
whether ho ought to facilitate the interference of Parlia-
ment. I ask the bon. First Minister, if ho knows the
first thing about the charges n:ade against this Judge, ex-
cept what bas issued from the lips of the hon. gentleman
who bas just taken bis seat? If ho bas made the slightest
enquiry as to whether or not a single statement uttered by
that bon. gentleman is based upon facts or not ? I ask
him whether ho has made any investigation as to the
conduct of this man, or rather as to the facts, upon which
the allegations made by the hon. gentleman are based.
Todd, on page 742 of bis valuable work on this subject,
enunciates the doctrine which I have first stated, and says :

" The House of Commons should not initiate, and the Ministers of the
'Crown should not sanction, any attempt to institute criminal charges
against anyone unless on some distinct and definite basis, and in the
case of a Judge, such charges should only be entertained by the
House, or by the Government, on allegations of misconduct which
should be sufficient, if proved, te justify the removal from the
Beach."
Now, can the hon. gentleman say that ho bas made such
an investigation, as will lead bis mind to the conclusion,
that if these charges were proved, they would justify the
removal of thisJudge from the Bench ? I am quite satisfied
that the hon. gentleman bas not done so; and further, that
when the hon. gentleman enquires into it, he will say in
bis place in this louse, that, if every one of the statements
made in this motion were correct, that would not justify
the removal of this Judge from the Bench. Wbat are these
statements : that this Judge refused a re-count ? The reasons
why, are not before us; whether or not, the motion was
made in time, or regularly, or not; a score of other
reasons, by which a Judge might be influenced in refus-
ing to direct a re-count, are all absent from our informa-
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tion, and the hon. gentleman cannot say, that ho bas give
this matter such consideration, as would lead his mind t
any conclusion. There is another proposition clearly lai
down:

" The House of Comnions should not initiate, and the Minister of th
Crown shoull not sanction any attempt to institute criminal charge
against anyone, unless upon a distinct and definite buis."

I ask the hon. gentleman, what distinct and definite basis i
bore ? This Judge, it is alleged, refused the re-count; bu
the reason why is not given; and there may be a good reason
The Judge may, in the exorcise of a sound discreti<,n, have
refused the re-count ; and yet we are asked to refer the con
duct of the Judge to the investigation of a Secret Committee
upstairs, where he will be on-trial in a sort of Star Chamber
fashion. There is another principle laid down : a charge
shoald not be entertained by the House, or by the Govern-
ment, against a Judge, unless upon allegations of miscon-
duct, that would, if proved, justify bis dismissal. That rule
is laid down and referred to by Todd in the quotation which
I have just read to the Hlouse. I submit-apart from the
merits of the case altogether, on which I have a word or
two to say-that the hon. First Minister is bound to refuse
and reject this motion, having regard to the rules which we
have alroady laid down, and the practice which has hitherto
prevailed in Parliament; but the hon. gentleman says that
ho bases his application upon the morits of the case. Now,
I regret that we have to consider the morits of the case at
all ; and that the hon. gentleman should have invited
the House to the consideration of the conduct of the Return-
irg Officer and Judge. I regret that he should have
invited the consideration of the flouse to his own conduct
in this matter, because it is not altogether free from blame;
and I am quite sure, on the facts within my knowledge,
at all events, Mr. Speaker, that the conduct of the
ieturning Officer, is conduet that no mani can justify-

I do not care on which side of the House ho may be
on. I regret having to say anything about the conduct
of this Returning Officer; but the bon, gentleman, by
his own conduct, bas invited comment on that subject,
and for that reason I cannot allow his speech to goto the
public witbout, in my humble way, attempting to answer it.
The hon. gentleman has carefully abstained from a minute
investigation of the circumstances and facts before the
Returning Officer. He bas carefally abstained from
a minute investigation of the facts that were before
the CountyJudge on his summing up of the votes cast
for the respective candidates for the Electoral District
of Bothwell. It would not serve his purpose, which is
to justify the Returning Officer and abuse the County
Court Judge. This case is before the courts, and the hon.
gentleman's justification of the ona and bis abuse of the'
other, will not influence the Judges when they are con-
sidering whether the hon. gentleman represents impro-
perly the Electoral District of Bothwell in this House,
or whether or not the hon. David Mills is the man
who is fairly entitled to the seat. I find by the papers
in my hands that there were four polling divisions
in which there were irregularities. In No.1 sub-
division, in the township of Camden, the Deputy Re-
turning Officer returned the ballot box with the state-
ment in the ballot box, inside of an envelope which had
marked on ic the number of votes for each candidate; and
the statement itself contained the number of votes cast for
each candidate; the statement was not signed by the
Deputy Returning Oficer, and because it was not so signed
by this Deputy Returning Officer-this extraordinary good
man, this honest man, this fair man. whose name is known
in all the churches of Bothwell, declined to count for either
candidate the number of votes cast for each of them res-
pectively in this sub.division. Will the hon.gentleman deny
that statement? No, Sir, he will not, because he cannot. I
have the facts under my hand. At that polling sub-division

n the bon. David Mills happened to have a majority of twenty-
o eight. The Returning Offleer refused to count that state-
d ment because it was not signed-he improperly refused to

count it, ho had no business to reject it, as the law does not
e require that it shall be signed by the Deputy Returning Offi.
s cer. All the law requires is that the blank statement shall

he filled up with the number of votes cast for each candi-
s date and enclosed with the ballot box and returned to the
t Returning Officer. This Returning Offluer-this pet of the

hon. gentleman-this man who is bounded through the
county, returned the hon.gentleman by a majorityof sixteen,
although if Mr. Mills had had the benefit of the majority in
polling division No. 1, Camden, it would have left the hon.
gentleman at home, and ho would not have had the oppor.
tunity of writing M.P. after bis name for five years at lest.

- The RUeturning Officer rejectei these votes, and ho counted
- in-that is the proper expression-the bon. gentleman who

now occupies the sent. The Returning Officer was told that
thore was no necassity for signing the statement; he waa
asked to adjourn the declaration for a few hours or a day or
so to enabla Mr. Milis to get the Deputy Returning Officer
to sign the statement, but ho would not do that, although
when the declaration commenced ho stated openly where
the declaration took place, that if the statements were not all
correct ho would adjourn the declaration in order to have
them corrected. But when it turned out that the state.
ment in polling division No. 1, Camden, was not correct
according to the Returning Officer's view of the law, and
whon ho was asked to adjourn the declaration in order to
correct it he would not do so. Still we are asked ta believe
that ha performed every duty imposed on him by the law,
with the honesty that should characterize every Return.
ing Officer-this friend of the hon. momber for Both-
woli-this millionaire who is such an object of respect and
revorence by everybody-this man who does not fear
the penalties of imprisonment-this man who took advan-
tagoeof an oversight on the part of one of bis own
deputios to count in his pet candidate, is, according to the
present member for Bothwell, to be landed and commended.
But this is not all. In pollin gdivision No.3, Dawn, the hon.
Mr. Mills had a majority of five. The statement was put in
the ballot box, but was not filled in at all; it was a dead blank
-thore was nothing in it. Now, it is possible that the Re-
turning Officer might not be justified in refusing to receive
that statement, because thora were no figures in it, but it was
only a question of a majority of five oither way, and the de.
puty returning officer of that sub-division, while the declara-
tion was under consideration, while the investigation was
going on, arrived at the Returning Officer's house, and the
Returning Officer got him to fill up and sign the statement,
and put it in the ballot box. I will not say whether the Re-
turning Officer was right or wrong in so doing in that case ;
but that is what ho did, and that would give Mr. Mille a
majority of five in that sub-division which, added to the
twenty-eight in No. 1, Camden, would have given Mr. Mille
a majority of thirty-threo, if ho had received justice, and if
the statements that should have been counted had bean
counted. In the village of Dreden Mr. Mille had a majority
of twolve. I gather from the paper which has been sent to
me that the statement in that case was filled up, the votes
were marked on the envelope and in the statement paper,
but it was not signed by the Returning Officer. I believe
that division was counted and properly counted, but there
was another polling sub-division, that of No. 2, Camden,
where the majority was not for Mr. Mille. The hon.
gentleman who now occupies bis seat had a majority of
fbrty-eight in that sub-division. I am told on authority
which cannot be impeached, that in that ballot box there
was no statement filled up and signed-that the statement
paper was a blank. The Deputy Returning Officer arrived
at the Returning Officer's house while the. dispute ws
going on, and through his instrumentality, or in some other
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way, the seal whieh the Deputy Returning Officer put on
the box was broken open, the statement filled up and put in
the ballot box. The result of that was that the gentleman
who now occupies the seat for the county of Bothwell
had a majority over the other candidate. Camden No. 2,1
gave a majority of forty-eight in the hon. gentleman's1
favor, and Camden No. 1, gave a majority of twenty-1
eight in Mr. Mills' favor, which left the gentleman
now occupying the seat in a majority of sixteen. In
Camden No. 2, the statement was a blank; in Camden No.
1, the statement was not a blank, and the only informality
was that the Deputy Returning Officer did not eign it. In
the one case the Returning Officer counted the statement, in
the other case he did not do so. I ask if there ever was a
grosser outrage perpetrated ? The result was that the hon.
David Mills was left in a minority of sixteen, whereas, had»
all the papers been counted, ho would have been in a majority
of seventeen. That was the state of affairs. The Returning
Officer refused to return Mr. Mills, though he had a clear
majority of the votes polled, and ho made no effort to
compel the Deputy Returning Officer to complote his return,
although he lived within one mile of his house; and I may
add that during the progress of the summing up, notice was
given to this Deputy Returning Officer to skedaddle, and he
got out of the way. It is a marvellous thing that in these
three sub-divisions, Mr. Mills had a majority of forty-five
that these three Deputies were the warm partisans of tho
hon. gentleman who now occupies the seat, and that in these
three sub-divisions these mistakes occurred. It may have
been an accident or an oversight; but, if it was, it was a very
extraordinary one. But in any event these were the facts.
What was left for Mr. Mills to do ? He made application to
the Judge of the County Court under the advice of his legal
advisers, for a re-summing up. The County Judge, it is said,
has no right to entertain an application of that kind; and
with all the authority that a constitutional lawyer could
assume the lion. gentleman says that the Judge went beyond
his duty in entertaining an appeal for a summing up from
the Returning Oificer. I am not going to argue that ques-
tion ; it is not a matter of much consequence; but there are
good grounds for arguing that Mr. Mills was perfectly cor-
rect within the spiiit of the law in appealing to the County
Judge against the Returning Officer's conduct and against
his summing up, and that the Judge was perfectly right in
granting it. lu 41 Vic., chap. 6, section 14, the law is laid
down:

" In case it is made to appear within four dava after that on which the
Returning Officer bas made the final addition of the votes for the purpose
of declaring the candidate or candidates elected, on the affidavit of any
credible witness to the County Judge of any county, or in Quebec to a
Judge of the Superior Court ordinarily discharging the duties in any
Judicial District in which the Electoral District, or any part thereof is
situated, that such witness believes that any Deputy Returning Officer
at any elecuon ia suchB Electoral District in counting the votes bas im-
properly counted or rejected any ballot papers at such election" -

ln this case, the Deputy Returning Officers did not make
any mistake in counting up ; the maistake was in not sign-
ing the statement; so that the language of the section so
far could not apply to this case; but the law goes on to
say;

" Or that the Returning 5OMer as improperly summed up the
votes,"-

There is the point:
i And in the case the applicant'doposits within the said time with the

Clerk of the Uourt the sum of $100, as a security for the costs of the
candidate, in respect of the re-coun, appearing the addition to be
elected, the maid Judge shall appoint a urne withi four days after the
reipt of heshaid affidavit by hlm, to re-count the votes or to make the
ulnal addiion as the case may b."

I think there is good ground for argument that this section
applies to this case, and that the Oounty Judge acted proper.
ly in re-umming up. The application for there-summing up
came before the Oounty Judge, and he disposed of that

Mr. CAXImRoN (Huron).

application. At the hour fixed for the investigation, the
counsel of the sittifig member appeared before the County
Judge. As the hon. gentleman has seen fit to read to
the House certain documents, I propose to read to the
House a letter from the candidate on the other side, stating
exactly what took place at that summing up; and I ask the
House to attach just as much importance to the letter of the
hon. David Mills as they do to the statement of the gentle-
man who now occupies the seat of the hon. David Mills.
Mr. Mills says:

I when the time appointed arrived and the Judge was proceeding.
with the work, Hawkins' counsel said. ' We object to a re-summing
up, and demand a re-count.' The Judge replied: 'This is a complaint
against the final addition made by th* Returning Officer on behalf of
Mr. Mills; a re-addition by me is asked for. If Mr. Hawkins wants a re-
count he must make application in proper form and make the necessary
deposit.' His counselsaid: 'We willmake application now and make
the deposit, and we ask to bave the final addition stopped. 1fy counsel
said: 'We do not objectto a re-count, but do notask for it.' The Judge
said, 'I must proceed with this addition, and the parties will be in the
position they would be in if a proper addition had been made. My ira-
pression is that I have not any right to take evidence, and I shall on a
re-addition confine myself to the information which is found in the bal-
lot boxes. If Mr. Hawkins or Mr. Mille wants a re-count of the ballots,
application must be made, based on the proper affidavite, and the money
required by the Statute deposited.' Hawkins' deposit was made. He
was advieed againet applying for a re-count, and with:rew it on the
evening the time expired."

I ask the hon. gentleman if he withdrew the money, and
when ?

Mr. HAWKINS. I withdrew the money two months after
I deposited it.

Mr. CAMERON. L am bound to tako the hon. gentle-
man's word; but Mr. Mills says that the money was with-
drawn, and I attach as much importance to what Mr. Mills
says as to what the hon, gentleman says. The letter goes on:

"l It was left, I have no doubt, to prevent, as it was thought it would,
a re-count being asked for by my lawyer."

Now, you have what Mr. Mills says on the subject, and you
have heard what the hon. gentleman says; I am not going
to say what is the truth of the matter. The Judge in sum-
ming up.had these statements before him; he had the state-
ment from Camdon, No. 1, which gave Mr. Mills a majority
of twenty-eight. If that statement contained the addition
required by law, showing the number of votes polled for
each candidate, if it was in the ballot-box, I lay it down as
incontrovertible law that that statement did not require to
be signed, and that the Returning Officer was bound by law
to count the votes polled in sub-division Camden No. 1. If
he had counted the votes polled in that sub-division, the hon.
gentleman to whom we have just listened would not be in
his place to-night, representing the constituency of Both wel1.
The Judge counted these statements, but the Judge left out
No. 3 division, Dawn, because it was not filled up. The
result of the summing up was that Mr. Mills was in a majority
of twelve, and the Judge sent his certificate to this effect to
the Returning Officer. Iaving roceived an authority and a
certificate like that from the County Judge, it was the boun-
den duty of the Returning Officer to obey that certificate,
and to have declared elected the man that had the highest
number of votes. If there is anything clear, from the papers
submitted by the hon, gentleman himself, from the petition
presented against him and the Returning Officer, from the
answer of the Returning Officer, in which he admits he did
not count sub-division No. 1, Camden, it is that the hon.gen-
tleman who has just taken his seat is a minority member.
He is not the only minority member in Parliament now, and
it is of the first possible consequence that we should under-
stand what the duty of Returning Officers is, with reference
to this matter. I discussed a similar question in connoction
with another case some weeks ago, and I only wish the Gov-
ernment of the day had acted as they should have, by seating
the man fairly entitled to the seat, and leaving to others the
remedy provided by law. The hon. gentleman complains of
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the conduct of the County Judge. The hop. gentleman bas no
grounds for complaint. Everything appeared to me te have
been done fairly and above board. He complained that the
notice served on him was placed in his boots, but the hon.
gentleman ought to be the last man to make a charge of
that kind, for ho is to-day standing in another man's boots.
The conduct of the Judge should not be attacked, and hie
motives misrepresented in the way the hon. gentleman has
seen fit to adopt on this motion. I cannot understand
what induced the hon. gentleman to make this motion.
Does ho expect to make political capital out of it? Does ho
expect it to clear his character by ventilating bis grievances
on the floor of Parliament ? Does ho expect that his wide-
spread reputation-extending, as ho told us, all over this
Dominion-is going to be benefited by taking the case from
the Judges, who are the proper men to deal with it, and
transferring it to the floorof Parliament? This hon. gentle-
man has no grievance. The hou. gentleman was jubilant
over his supposed election to a seat in Parliament. Let me
read what the hon. gentleman said when ho returned from
this magnificent victory that ho achievcd ovor the Grits of
Bothwell:

" After baving fairl and honorably won the victory, a dastardly
attempt had been ma e to cheat him (Mr. Hawkins) of his laurels,
but this attempt failed miserably and he stood before them n hins
unassailable right, as the firat (onservative member ever returned for
Bothwell."
The hon. gentleman had great ground for triumph. In the
first place he was nominated for a constituency so gerry-
mandered as to give him a majority of 254-a constituency
carved out for this special benefit-with a Returning Officer
appointed at his request, a Roturning Officer, who was his
own creature, and who appointed all hie deputies violent
political partisans; yet with all these advantages ho was left
in a minority of seventeen by the independent electors.
Why, the hon. gentleman knows he is no more the momber
for Bothwell than I am, yet ho undertakes to congratulate
himself on having fairly and honorably won this triumphant
victory-he, the first Conservative candidate for Bothwell.
I did not know until he announced it that the hon. gentle-
man was a Conservative. He has been on all sides of
polities. I recollect some years ago when ho was in my
county posing before a convention as a Liberal candidate,
and wlhere he obtained seven votes. On that occasion he
said the hon. First Miister's sun had set in a sea of political
infamy. Now ho triimphs over the victory ho has won-as
a Conservative. I never knew a man who had ess reason
for self glorification, and more reason to be thankful for the
good offices of a fi iendly Returning Officer, than the bon.
gentleman las.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am excoedingly obliged
to the hon. gentleman for giving me a losson as to my
duties. fHis great Parliamentary experience and impar-
tiality on all political subjects give him a special right to
lecture anyone in this House. I had understood that in
Parliament al members were equal and had the same rights;
that an hon. gentleman who was elected yesterday had pre-
cisely the power and right to lay any matter before the
House as the leader of the House had, no matter how strong
might be his majority. The hon. gentleman says I ought
not to have allowed any hon. gentleman to introduce this
motion. If any hon. gentleman on that sido had made the
motion, and I had tried-improperly, without any reason-1
to stop him, I would have been told to mind my own busi-
ness, and no one would have said so in language more un-1
mistakable than the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentlemano
says my hon. friend las attacked a County Judge behind hie
back in a most cowardly manner, that these publie officers
muet and ought to be protected ; and yet what is the speech9
of the hon. gentleman in return ? If an attack was made1
against the Connty Judge, what was the hon. gentleman's1
language against the Returning Officer? ie was a public

officer; ho had the same righta as the County Judge, the
same character to defend, and as great responsibility in case
he acted wrong, illegally, or corruptly. But what did the
hon. gentleman, who professes such borror at the cowardly
conduct of the hon. member for Bothwell in attacking a
man behind his back, do but use slang as hard as heocould -
because the coarse language of the lion, gentleman deserves
no other term-and abuse Mr. Stephens, the Returning
Officer, in every possible way. The hon, gentleman, a man
of Parliamentary experience, who poses as a great legal and
constitutional authority, who knows and ought to know the
respect a public officer should receive until ho is proved
guilty, sets to work and deliberately abuses, in the grossest
and unparliamentary language, Mr. Stephens, I do not
know whether Mr. Stephens or the County Judge is right.
Until this discussion was brought on, I had never rend any-
thing about this case. I had too much to do, and I avoid
sedulously, before circumstances force upon me legally, to
enter into those matters. Whether this Judge is right or-
wrong, whether Mr. Stephens acted legally or illegally, I
do not know, nordo I care to know until I am informed in
legal form. I do not think this Hlouse can accept this
motion. 1 think that as it is sub judice the bon. gentleman
ought to have postponed bis motion until after the final
decision of the case. There will be time enough to bring
it up; but I am not at ail surprised that the
hon. gentleman-especially as the hon. entleman has only
sat in Parliament a couple of months-I am not sur pir-ed
that ho should in bis place, when he is attacked, and te Re-
turning Officer is attacked, and everybody concerned in sup-
porting him is attacked, that ho should get up in his place,
smarting under these attacks-as he bolieves undeserved
attacks upon the Returning Officer-that ho shouId state his
grievance, and I think ho stated it in a calm way enough,
and in Parliamentary language. The hon. gentleman says
this is an unheard-of thing, that a statement of this kind
should not b received in Parliament at al], becauso it did not
commence by petition. Why, Mr. Speaker, hoesays that I
knew it; he says I knew that no complaint could be mado
against a Judge unless it was by petition. He was quoting
a case where a petition must bc prosented. WVhy ? Because
ail thcse petitions wcre prcsented against a Judge whose
tenure of office depended upon a vote of both Houses. But
neither this House, nor the other House, nor the two lHoues
together can, by any action of theirs, remove a Judge-
thoy cannot remove a County Judge. That is another and a
different tribunal. It is said, and said truly enough, that
when a Judge ii attacked, ho cun onlybe attacked when tho
charge is sufficient to warrant bis removal. That is quite
true, because the House ought not to discuss the character
of a Judge unless they take the responsibility of removing
him under power given by the Statute. Now, in the same
way, a County Judge holds his tenure during good behavior,
and the two Houses cannot remove him. i have no doubt
that, if bothi louses addressed the Crown, and the Crown
did not remove him, there might be very considerable differ-
once of opinion, and, perhaps, difference of action, between
the Executive and the Legislative power. But I am not at
ail propared to say that a County Judge, although ho belds
office during good behavior, cannot ho removed by the Gov-
ornor in Council. The Judge of a County Court holds office
during good behavior and his residence within the county;
he may be removed from office, by order of the Governor
General in Couneil, from old age, inability, ill-health, mis-
behavior, or any other cause established to the satisfaction
of the Governor in Council, provided that the circumstances
respecting the inability, incapacity, misbehavior, have first
been enquired into by and under order of the Governor in
Council, and that the Judge bas been given notice of the
time and place of enquiry, and has been afforded an oppor.
tunity, by himself or his counsel, of being heard thereat
The hon.gentleman says that the hon. member for Bothwelr
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instead of makin. his statement in this House, ought to
have proceeded first before the Governor in Council, ought
to have acted on the Statute of last Session. Does the hon.
gentleman mean to say that the Government ought to have
received such a petition ? Does the hon. gentleman mean
to say that, when the matter was before the courts to decide
whether the Judge was right or wrong in his act in this
matter, we should, if a petition had been presented, have
acted, as the hon. gentleman said the Government ought to
have acted, to entertain the petition, and to have tried the
County Judge upon what their idea of the law was, when the
matter was before the courts ? No, Sir; I am quite satisfied
that no Government, whether the present Government or the
Government which was led by the hon. gentleman from East
York, would entertain any such position; however strongly
they might have felt that the Judge had acted illegally or
with improper motives, they would not have entertained it
until the ieection matter itself had been settled by the
courts. But I am not at all prepared to say-I do not think
any hon. gentleman opposite, in protection of the rights of
the electors, is propared to say-that, after the matter has
been decided, and after the courts have decided, that the
Judge actea illegally, if a charge against a County Judge
was brought before the Government of the day, and if, as
very likely might have been said, that the County Judge
was improperly shielded in his misconduct, because he was
a friend of the Government, or because, as County Judge,
he had decided erroneously, from improper motives, in
favor of a supporter of the Government-I am not at all
prepared to say that, after the final decision of the court,
this House would not have a right, in protection of the
liberty of the subject, to enquire into the conduct of the
Judge, that being specially an Election matter in which
the final right of decision would come before this House.
That seems to me, Mr. Speaker, a very doubtful thing.
I should be very sorry to sece it laid down withou't great
consideration that if a County Judge had by judgment
seated a Ministerial supporter, and if, upon petition
against that Judge before the Government, before the
Ministry, and that the Ministry had acted improperly
and had shielded the Judge in his misconduct, that
this House would have ultimately to enquire into the
matter. Sir, this is a case that ought not, until the case is
decided before the courts, and cannot be dealt with by this
House, either by the Special Committee moved by my hon.
friend, or by sending it to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections. It cannot, it ought not; and I hope my hon.
friend will not press his motion. But I must say that I
think that the lion. gentleman who bas spoken last, while
he reproved my hon. friend for bringing this matter before
the louse at al], miglht have acted in a more judicial spirit
than he did, when he betrayed his failing in every word he
said. At all events he made up his mind that my lon.
friend lias no right to a seat in this House, and that the
hon. David Mills las. He bas given his judgment, the
court has decided, and I think that, should this matter ever
come before this House in any way whatever, the hon.
gentleman has procluded himself, by the positive manner
in which he bas decided the case, from exercising a calm,
deliberate and impartial judgment on the case.

Mr. CASEY. The right hon. leader of the Government
says he is obliged to my lon. friend from West Huron, for
giving him a lesson in Parliamentary practice. He says
he always understood that the youngest member of the
House has an equal right te biing any subject before the
House with the leader of a Government, no matter how
strong. Well, Sir, if the right hon. gentleman did under-
stand things literally in that sense, I think he should have
been obliged to my hon. friend from West Huron for point-
ing out his mistake ; but I have not the slightest idea that
he ever did hold that opinion in the literal sense of the
words. It would imply that the youngest member of this

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

House would have as good a right to bring any measure
before this House as the right hon. gentleman himself. I
do not think he has ever been willing toe concede that right
to the youngest or any other member of the House. Above
all things it would imply that the youngest member of the
House has as good a right to institute proceedings against
a member of the judiciary in this country as the leader of
the Government, the custodian of public morals and whose
special duty it is to see that justice is properly administered.
Now, the right hon. gentleman would not for a moment
admit so much. He does not suppose that the hon. gentle-
man who sits for Bothwell, lias as good a right to institute
proceedings against a Judge as he as h imself.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I mean to say that any
member has as much right as I possess to proceed against a
Judge and bring the impeachment of a Judge before the
House. If the lon. gentleman will look into the cases he
will find that such cases have been brought forward in Eng-
land by private members and not by members of the Govern-
ment. Indeed, I am not aware, among the cases which I now
remember, that they were brought up by the Government.

Mr. CASEY. The important case of Chief Justice Wood
of Manitoba was not brought up by one of the youngest
members of the House. The serions case of Judge Loranger
was also not so proceeded with. Proceedings in the latter
case were commenced by petition te the Executive and af ter-
wards to this louse, and the motion was made by "Mr.
Blake, seconded by Mr. Cartwright," that the evidence be
printed and be referred to a Special Committee, empowered
to take evidence on oath, for enquiry. In that case proceed-
ings were taken by the hon. Minister of Justice. The hon.
Minister who had special charge of the administration of
justice conducted the impeachment, and it was through
that channel that action should come in this case; or if it be
not taken by the Premier or the bon. Minister of Justice, the
matter should proeed only after consultation with the hon.
Minister, and after full consideration by the Government
as to whether the proeeedings should be taken. The on.
leader of the Government said he could not have prevented
the gentleman who sits for Bothwell from moving this reso-
lution. One would almost imagine that the hon. gentleman
had grown more diffident than ho used to be, and was afraid
of losing influence with his followers. We remember tinies
whon the bon. leader of the House has asked older members
than the gentleman who sits for Bothwell to stay their
hands for reasons best known to the hon. gentleman, and
they have donc so; but now the hon. gentleman is
timid and diffident and dare not ask even the gen-
tleman who sits for Bathwell toe stay his hand, because
the Government did not think it desirable to bring
on the question. It may be possible that the hon. First
Minister was not consulted in this matter; it may be passible
on the other band, that ho was consulted and thought it bet-
ter to allow the gentleman who sits for Bothwell an oppor-
tunity to air his grievances, and do as he had done to-night,
attack, I may say slander, a County Court Judge, bis alle-
gations to appear in the Debates and be published in the
press, and thon give the gentleman who sits for Bothwell a
gentle little snub by telling him he had commenced in the
wrong way, and let the whole matter rest with the allega-
tions made on both sides of the House. The action of the
hon. First Minister in allowing things to go so far, well know-
ing that it was not possible for them to go further, was
derogatory to the dignity of the Bench, and of this House,
and unworthy of his own position. It made no difference
whether the Judge was a County Court Judge or a Judge
of a Superior Court. It might make some difference as to
the manner of impeachment, but no one should be allowed,
to attack the character of the Julge unless the hon. Premier
was prepared to push the attack to completion and deprive
the Judge of his position. By allowing such an attack to
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be made on the judiciary, it tended to lower the dignity of
this House. Coming to the tu quoque argument, the hon.
Premier has told the hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Cameron) he is a bad boy for abusing the Returning Officer.
The language used on both sides was fairly strong. I do
not know whether the language of the hon. member for
Huron was as strong as the occasion demanded. i do not
see that it is as strong respecting the ]Returning Officer than
was the statement of the gentleman who sits lor Bothwell,
who told the House that the effect of the Returning Officer's
conduet upon his own neighbors was such that he and his
family were hooted on the streets. We may recollect that
the Judges are not in the same position as the Returning
Ofilcer. The latter was an officer of the iouse, and was
liable to attack, abuse and censure in the House; but our
Judges occupy a different position. The hon. First Minister
would not permit similar action to be taken towards Judges
who try Election petitions. The Judges are acting in a
judicial capacity, and although doing work assigned by
Parliament in connection with Elections, they are not sub-
ject to criticism and attack as was the case with Returning
Officers. Whatever may have been the merits of the Re-
turning Officer, whether the hon. member for Huron was
correctly informed as to the facts, he was perfectly justified
in saying what he believed to be truc respecting the officer.
It appears to have been quite as much the object of the gen-
tleman who sits for Bothwell to whitewash the Returning
Omicer as to blackwash the Judge, and the bon. gentleman
was allowed to say all the pretty things ho chose about the
Returning Officer, and they would have gone to the country
as establiebed facts if they had not been denied on the other
side; and assertions based upon the facts brought to the
knowledge of the hon. member for West Huron by the best
evidence, werc equally proper to go to the country on the
other side. When all is said and donc, what is the direct
object of the motion which the evil genius of the gentleman
who sits for Bothwell Ic: bim to move? The hon. gentle-
man says he is able to take care of himself, either inside or
outside of the House. We have no knowledge of the hon.
gentleman's ability to take care of himself out of the House,
but if he bas to-day shown bis ability to take care of himself
in the House, I do not know that hon. members will sub-
scribe to that statement. The second youngest member of
the House might with advantage be appointed to supervise
his parliamentary action, and see that he does not again
propose such a motion. ie bas been complaining that the
Returning Officer has been hooted through the streets of
hi native town, on account of bis action in this case. He
has told us that the Reform papers throaghout Ontario, call
himself the " mcmber for Jim Stephens." One would think
it was bad enough to have the papers publish this through
the length and breadth of Ontario; but the hon. gentleman,
not content with that-not at ail satisfied with the celebrity
which ho has made for himself in his own Province, wishes
to be as celebrated ail over the Dominion, and to have Jim
Stephens just as celebrated. H1e bas, consequently, taken care
to publish to the House these facts, and to make the country
throughout the length and breadth of Canada, from British
Columbia to Prince Edward Island, know that the hon.
member is the "member for Jim Stephens," and that owing
to Jim Stephens' action in connection with this matter, he
cannot go through bis own neighborhood without insult. If
this is not getting himself into a mess, I do not know what
is, and if that is proof of his ability to take care of himself
in this louse I do not want to take care of myself in the
same way. Perhaps he bas succeeded to the height of bis
expectations in one respect, for certainly he as drawn the
attention of the House and of the public to himself to an
extent which he could not secure in any other way. Of
course it was something to be the man who had beaten the
hon. David Mills. That was a mark of distinction, where
he was known. The hon. David Mills was a man of im-

portance in the House. Notwithstanding the sneering
laughs of hon, gentlemen opposite, he held even almost as
high a position in the estimation of the House as the hon.
member for North Huron (Mr. Farrow), who is aneering
at him; and he held almost as prominent a position as his
successor is likely to hold, and it was a mark of distinction
in Conservative ranks throughout Ontario to have beaten
Mr. Mills, even in the way ho did. And how did he do so ?
With a manufactured, a gerrymandered majority in the
riding of 250 votes in bis favor? Did he beat him with that,
though he went to the polis with that majority at his back ?
No. After the riding had been specially eut, and carved,
and contrived, to give the hon. gentleman a miijority at the
polis, he did not get it; but ho had another ongine at the
back of that-the Returning Officer, appointed at bis own
nomination, I suppose, as he does net deny it. He appointed
the Returning Officer himself for the purpose of returnnin.
him to Parliament, and this officer was more faithful to bis
duty than was the supposed majority of 250, which was not
sufficient to elect the hon. gentleman. They went back on
him. The 250 Conservatives felt the injustice of the act,
of the cutting and carving of the riding, and the con-
trast between the two candidates, to such an extent as to
give Mr. Mills, a noted clear Grit, a majority of seven-
teen over the champion, sent down from Brantford to run
as their own candidate. So ho ba to fall back on the
Returning Officer, who was more faithful to his trust than
the 250, and the Roturning Officer did bis duty. Wbat
does the bon. gentleman say ? "It was the duty of
the Returning Officer to return the man having the
majority of he votes;" and then, he says: "the Return-
ing Officer, in this case, went further." Yes, ho did. He
returned the man having the minority of votes. He says
this officer knew ho might be sued for $500, and was liable
to the costs of unseating him, if ho were unduly returned;
but the officer did bis duty. Yes; ho did the duty for which
ho was appointed-the duty of roturning the hon. gentle-
man.. And after this glorious victory, so gloriously achieved
and having sated himself with the admiration of his friends
in Western Ontario, he-the gentleman who sits for Both-
well-bas taken the extreme and peculiar course of publish-
ing this wondorful vi tory throughout tho length andbreadth
of Canada, and making it apparent to the whole Dominion,
how and why, and by the act of what particular individual
he as obtained bis seat in this flouse. I shall not go into
the question of how the Judge bas acted at all. I think that
this was well attended to by my bon. f£ iend from Huron.
Moreover, it is beside the question now, since the Premier has
decided that we have nothing to do with it. My hon. friend
said he had beu frequently asked to give these details to
the press and had refused. My hon. friond from Huron said
ho did not do so, on account of bis modesty, This is one way
of putting it; but I think thore is another reason for it. The
hon. gentleman had another reason. He las accused the
County Judge of the County Kent of malfeasance of office-of
holding a caucus in his rooms to decide and determine, how to
evade and get around the law, and of informing his opponent
beforehand, what his decision would be. These are accusa-
tions of direct malfeasance. These are libellous statements
for which ho would bo criminally liable, if he made them in
a newspaper, and could not prove them; and ho dare not
make them in a newspaper, becauso ho was afraid of bis
criminal liability if he could not prove the charges after-
wards, and so he comes here, and shelters himself behind lis
temporary privilege as a member of this House.

Hon. MEMBßRS. Order. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think that the hon. gentleman should

forbear using such language with respect to an hon. member
of this louse, as sheltering himself behind bis privilege to
evade a criminal action.

Mr. HAWKINS. I rise to another point of order; the
hon. member alludes to me continually as the hon, gentle-
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man who sits for Bothwell. Now, I am the member for
Bothwell.

lon. MEKBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. CASEY. We do not know that; it is a question

sub judice.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I rise to a question of order;

and I think it is a point which it is desirable to settle. I
submit that the hon. member for Bothwell has a perfect
right-and will be sustained by this flouse in that right-
to insist that no member, no person returned to this House,
who approaches that Table and is permitted to take the
oath, and is instructed by you from your place in the Chair,
and you having instructed him to take his seat in this
Iouse, shall be referred to as a person who sits in this
House but who is not a member of it. I submit whether
it is competent for any member of this House to insult any
other member of this House by any reference of that kind.

Mr. CASEY. I wish to reply to the point of order. I did
not eay that the hon. gentleman was not the member for
Bothwell. I said he sits as the member for Bothwell; and
that is a correct description of the fact.

Mr. SPEAKER. I should not have allowed the debate to
proceed to such length, and I cannot allow it to proceed
further in this strain. No offensive or insulting language
should be used by any member towards any member of the
House as long as that member has a seat in this House, and
is a member for a constituency.

Mr. CASEY. Very well; in deference to your ruling, I will
alludo to the hon. gentleman carefully in future, as the
member for Bothwell. I did not say that he was not the
member for Bothwell. If anybody chose to draw that in-
ference, it was not my fault. I also abandon the particular
language which I was about to use, when first called to
order, and I will put it in this way: that the hon. gentle-
man, instead of giving his charges to the newspapers, has
stated thom here on the floor of the Flouse, and this is a
mere statement of fact whieh cannot be challenged, where
his privilege shelters him from any attack as to the state-
ments whic ho may make. The hon, gentleman made a
personal allusion to myself, which I will only touch upon in
passing. le said that I contributed $5,000-as nearly as I
can understand it-to secure his defeat in the Riding of
Bothwell, and to secure Mr. Mills' election. I did not contri-
bute it for very good reasons; first, because I could not
spare $5,000, and second, because it was not needed, as the
result shows. Mr. Mills was able, without the assistance of
a dollar or a cent or a day's work from me, to beat the hon.
member at the polls. I was not asked to contribute one
dollar or one cent, and it was not necessary to give a day's
assistance to Mr. Mills. I confess my willingness to have
done anything in my power to assist Mr. Mills; and at the
convention at which I was selected as the candidate for West
Elgin, we pledged our support as individuals to securo Mr.
Mills' election; and the result appeared to show that he was
successful. I understood the hon. gentleman to say
that Mr. Mills had been selected as the candidate for
West Elgin. But, Sir, Mr. Mills did not offer himself as a
candidate for West Elgin. He never offered himself to the
convention, and he declared his intention of sticking to the
riding he had so long represented, and of fighting out the
contest to the final result under the adverse circumstances
under which it had to be fought out. I do not intend to
refer any further to these matters. I am quite satisfied, if
the hon. member for Bothwell is satisfied with the result of
hie motion to-night. I can assure him that I and most of
my friends here-I can speak for those from Western
Ontario, at all events-are perfectly well satisfied with
having had the opportunity of ventilating this matter, and
having had him ventilate the matter. We are satisfied that

Mr. HammiNs.

even his own statement of the facts should be published to
the House at large and to the whole Dominion of Canada.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I do not know whether the hon.
member for Bothwell wishes t6 close the debate, but
if he does, I desire to say a word or two. I am glad
indeed that the bon. First Minister bas decided that the
motion should be withdrawn. I am only sorry, Sir, that
that decision was not arrived at before we had the speech of
the bon. member for Bothwell. It is very much to be
regretted that a man who holds such an important position
as a County Court Judge holds, should have such gross
refiections and imputations cast upon his conduct without
being in a position to enter his defence. I do not wonder
at-I am not going to say that I blame the member for
Bot'hwell for defending the Returning Officer, but that
might have been done without casting such aspersions upon
the County Judge as he has cast upon the County Judge of
Kent, and I must blame him and the hon. First Minister for
allowing the discussion to take the range which it did take.
Is it not too bad that a County Judge should be charged in
this House and through the press of this country, with per-
mitting a caucus to be held at his private residence to
determine what the law was, in order that a decision might
be arrived at whereby Mr. Mills should be returned for
Bothwell, and not Mr. Hawkins? I am not saying whether
that statement is truc or is not truc, but I am personally
acquainted with the Judge -

Mr. HAWKINS. Repeat the charge.
Mr. ROSS. The charge was that a caucus was held at

the Judge's residence to decide what the law was in this
particular matter, and after it was decided what the law was
that they proceeded to re-count the ballots. I say I am per-
sonally acquainted with the Judge, and I believe that
he is utterly incapable of receiving a statement from either
party, before assuming the Bench or acting in any judicial
capacity. This is the most disagreeable form which
this matter bas taken before the House. I am aware that in
previons charges against the Bench the bon. First Minister
was among the first members in this House to rise in his
place and say that the charge should not assume such a
form as would discredit a Judge unless the Judge was put in
a position to enter his own defence. I think that was fair;
and I also remember-if the flouse will pardon me for allud-
ing to previous debate-that in the discussion the other
night with regard to Mr. Dewdney, the bon. First Minister
was very careful to say that no aspersion should be
cast on the character of an officer without his entering a
vigorous defence for that officer. Bat we had no defence
from the hon. First Minister of the County Judge of Kent,
either directly or indirectly. I regret this exceedingly, be-
cause in these Election trials our political lives are, to a
certain extent, in the hands of the County Court
Judges. We have all an interest in sceing that their
characters are maintained, and that no reflections are
cast upon their judicial conduct which wouild lower
their firal decision in the estimation of the public.
But theb on. gentleman was not content with making what
I call a gross and unpardonable attack upon the judicial
character of the Judge; he was not content with lauding
the impartiality and the substantiality of the Returning
Officer, but he must also include himself in some of the
laudations presented to this House. "IHe was capable of tak-
ing care of himself," he said, "either inside or outside of
Parliament." Who is questioning his capability? fHe was
compelled, by a process which the hon. member for Huron
characterizes as very peculiar, to put himself in a position
whereby he could take care of himself inside of the House,
and we who have met him on the public platforms through-
out the country know that he can take care of himself out'
side of Parliament, as I believe every bon. member can.
We are not infants-we are not under age-and we are all
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quite capable of taking care of ourselves, so that it was
quite unnecessary for him to make that boast. But there
was a boast which the hon. gentleman made which is some-
what open to question. le boasted of bis career as a sup-
porter of the party-an honorable career, he said-and the
question was asked, from this side, which party ho meant.
I suppose hon. gentlemen are not aware that the hon. mem-
ber's political career is not, perhaps, the most consistent one
-or, shall I say, the most straightforward one ?-using the
word in a Parliamentary sense. The hon. gentleman was,
in the earlier part of his career, a strong supp)rter of the
Liberal party; but, as ho said in bis speech which ho deliv-
ered in my riding on the 17th of September, 1874, ho saw
reason for changing bis political course. In that speech,
delivered in Glencoe, he said:

" He was one of those Reformers who, In 1867, went in for the new
order of things-went in for carrying out the great objects of Confed-
eration. They were aware that at that time they had the sanction of
some of their leaders for the course that he had pursued. To say
nothing with regard to the time at wbich such Reformers should have
separated themselves from the Conservatives, with wh-m they then went
into coalition for the purpose of carrying out Confederation; he would
say that he believed the time had now come, and more especially in
Ontario, when all such Reformers should withdraw themselves from the
connection which they made at that time, and become again united with
their old friends."

So the hon. gentleman withdrew himself from that coalition
and united himself with bis old friends. He then went on
to refer to the Election Laws, and ho used the following
language in the same speech:-

" They found that the law which had been obtained mainly through
the advocacy of the in. Edward Blake in regard to elections was being
administered with rigid severity. The sword was falling without fear,
favor or affection in every quarter where corruption had been used,
and only in this way could the country be purged from the corruption
which had eaten into the core of our electoral system and had been
fostered by the late Dominion Government. • • •
As an old Reformer, who had voted with the Reform party up to 1867,
and who, though not exactly in accord with them since that time, had
been able to command their respect and confidence, he believed that it
was incumbent upon him, as a man who knew none but Reform prin-
ciples in the conduct of the affairs of the country, to again unite himself
with the party from which lie had been temporarily separated. This he
ehould do heartily and thoroughly, and he believed that all old
Reformers who were now in the Opposition ranks would come to the
same conclusion if they considered the state of public affaira dispassion-
ately. He had been present at the firing ofthe last gun when the poli-
tical sun of Sir John Macdonald went diown for ever iu the winding up of
the nefarious Pacifie Scandal transaction. From a miztaken sense of
honor, from a feeling that it was dishonorable to desert a man in
an hour of misfortune, he had followed a falling man until the firing of
the last gun in North Huron, when bis sun went down for ever. He did
not say that the Opposition would never again get into power, but if
they did he believed it would be under the leadership of very different
men from those who were at present seeking the suffrages of the people,
and endeavoring to secure the reins of power in this Province mainly
with a view to again secure possession of power in the larger sphere of
the Dominion."

Now, I was present when the hon. gentleman made that
speech, and I thought it was an exceedingly good speech.
He made it with a great deal of unction. We appreciated
the motives from which he made that speech; we believed
ho was sincere, and he gave evidences of sincerity. -He
looked so sincere that I doubted if ever that look would
leave his countenance. But we found the lion. gentleman as
sincere in a year or two afterwards advocating the cause of
the party which ho said was eonnected with the nefarious
Pacific Scandal. le pursued the same lire in Provincial
politics. Ie said he is been an honorable supporter of
the Conservative party fir the last fifteen years, and bas
labored and toiled in iti support. But he also supported the
Liberail party in Provincial poitics. Let me read what the
hon. gentleman said in regard to the enterprise of the
Ontario Government. De spoke at London in the same
year as follows:-

"But we know the Premier (0r. Mowat) is not the man to cast dirt
in their eyes-he will say that is true and right or he will not speak at
ail. He (Hawkins) couli Eay that so long as the Government of the
Province is conducted by such men as hon. Mr. Mowat, hon. Mr.

Pardee, and that young and rising statesman, hon. Mr. Fraser-there
need be no fear but that the country will be ruled honestly and well."

I am delighted with these expressions of appreciation from
the hon. gentleman. I do not think either of these parties
need any cortificate of character from him; but still, when
we get such a strong cortificato of character from an oppon-
ent, we must conclude that cither he was not sineore thon,
or that ho is not sincere now. Of course, being ablo te take
caro of himself, ho thought ho eught to tako care of bis
friends, and ho did it in a kindly way. Now, ho is not
returning te his first love, but clinging to the skirts of his
second love; and now ho boasts of bis honorable career.
I will not say anything about that; but will leave the
Houso te judgoeof it. He speaks of fifteon years of toil and
service. Well. lot the hon, gentleman boast. The House
knows that an hon. gentleman, who bestows such plaudits
on one party at one time and reverses them at another time,
is an hon. gentleman whoso boasts have to bo discounted;
atnd when ho assumes to taike a position in this House, and
boasts of that position, then we have a right te enquire as
to the soundness of bis political views. I fol a little sorry
for the hon. gentleman to-night-not for bis inconsistences,
but that being a young member of the House-and I know
what it is to be a young member-he shmIuld have been
" sat upon " by the Government-should have been literally
snuffed out by the hon. First Minister, and should have had
his resolution, not simply ordered to be withdrawn, but con-
demned and censured by the hon. leader of the Government.
I do not want to be personal to the hon. gentleman, but we
read that

"Fools rush in where angels fear to tread;"

and young members of Parliament sometimes rush in
where older mombers foar to tread. I hope he will takethe
lesson which he has got to-night-a lesson which I think
will not b forgotten by the hon. gentleman. We, at any
rate, will not allow it to be forgotten, and it may be noces-
sary for us occasionally to romind him of it. The hon. gen-
tleman certainly placed himself in a very uncomfortablo
position, when he foreed the lion. leader of the Government
to tell him that bis motion must be withdrawn, that it was
improper, and not such a motion as ho could permit the hon.
gentleman to have a vote upon.

Mr. McCALLUM. What I understood from the boast of
the hon. inember for Bothwell, was, that he did net care
anything about the slanders that was circulated about him-
self, but was able to take care of himself. It is somewhat
amusing te me te find h. membors opposite, taking the
Judiciary under their protection. We remember how they
slandered a Judge of the Bench, be cause,in giving ajudgment,
ho referred te a certain "Big Push " lotter. I mysolf, have
been accused in this House ofsecu ring the appointment of a
Returning Officer. I had nothing to do with it. I believe
the Returning Officers of this country have done nothing
but their duty. To show how hon. gentlemen opposite do
business, I will state that at a local election in my county,
at which there was an open nomination, the Returning
Officer forgot himself so far as to corne down from the stand
and encourage the people te make a disturbance, in order
te prevent me from speaking to the electors. He published
a paper for five years te try to keep me out of Parliament ;
and these bon. gentlemen afterwards rowarded him by
creating an office, and paying him $500 a year. I have not
spoken of it in the House before, and I would net have done
se now, but that hon. gentlemen opposite and their preus
are always making ebarges, without caring whether they
are true or false. I venture to say that they cannot prove
one tittle against the Returning Officers in this country.
The lion. member for Bothwell, may feel perfectly safe from
the sympathy from the hon. member for West Middlesex.
The hon. gentleman says: "Yoi were with us for a time,
and you went away from us." Well, he could net stay
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with them, and he left them like a great many others in this
country.

Mr. BLAKE. Before the discussion closes I wish to say
a word or two with reference to that which is, after all, the
most important part of this discussion in its permanent.
form. It is, no doubt, of very great consequence to us that
Returning Officers should do their duty. It is, no doubt,
of great consequence to us that the Judges, in so far as they
interfere with our elections, should also do their duty. But
in so far as the conduct of this Returning Officer is con,
cerned, it is supposed to be under investigation, a petition
has been fyled and is now pending, and I believe the hon.
member for Bothwell bas objected to the jurisdiction of the
court or made some preliminary objection, which has pre-
vented trial of the case and which, perhaps, has given us
the pleasure of the hon. gentleman's presence in Parliament
and the speech we have just heard. The question of the
e'uduct of the Judge, or the action of the Judge, may or
may not come under investigation in the course of this
petition, but I wish to refer to the mode in which the cir-
cumstances under which the conduet of the Judge has been
called in question this afternoon. There is no function of
ours of higher importance 6r greater consequence to the pub-
lic weal than the function that we hold of enquiring
into or censuring, or dealing with the conduct of
the Judiciary. Upon the character of the Judges
rests, ne doubt, to a large extent, that confidence in
the masses of the population in tbeir decisions, which is
essential to the good administration of justice, and that
their conduet should come in question'in a political assem-
blage of this kind, and particularly in connection with the
discharge of a judicial duty, closely concerned with an elec.
tion, is a circumstance which shows how delicate our rela-
tions are to a Judge in this particular regard. I am not one
of those who at all object to this great, this highest court of
all, this grand inquest enquiring by proper moans into the
conduct of the Judges. As I have said, i believe that to be
our highest, our most important and also our most delicate
function. We have had occasions before now in which the
conduct of Judges, of a higher rank, holding their offices by
a tenure in one sense more secure than of a County Court
Judge-we had occasion to consider what the procedure
should be, what manner of crime or offence it should be
that would be properlyimputed to a Judge in order that
bis conduct might be here called in question. I have no
quarrel with the statement of the hon. First Minister, in
part, when he declared that a Judge's conduct ought not to
be attacked, at any rate, with view to an enquiry such as
this, unless the charge against him be one of serious impro-
priety-a charge, I think the hon. member said, which, if
true, would warrant bis dismissal from office. That is a just
proposition to which I assent. Now, that being the nature
of a charge which alone, under any circumstances, should
form the foundation of an enquiry into the conduet of the
Judge, we have alse to consider what the proper stops
should be before such enquiry is proposed in this louse.
The bon. Minister objected to the language of my hon.
friend from Huron, who mentioned the course of a petition
as being the sole proper one and said that applied
only to the case of a Supreme Court Judge, who may
be dismissed upon an address from both Houses. I
do not think the observation was just. I do not know
that a petition is more essential in one case than in the
other. I believe it to be essential in all cases that that, or
some procadure of that nature, should be adopted for this

-reason, that where you attack the conduet of a Judge, you
ought at any rate to give him that measure of notice, which
is involved in the statement of the accusation made, in plain
terms, some little time at least before the House is asked to
proceed upon it. What does the hon, gentleman put upon
the paper ? He puts a notice of motion for a Select Com-
mittee to enquire into the conduct of the Judge in refusing

Ir. MCOALLUM.

the application made on his behalf for a re-count of the votes.
The Judge may have been right or may have been wrong
in refusing the recount. I purposely abstain from discussing
a single word of the particulars. It is not because ho was
wrong in law that we would enquire into this case any more
than we would enquire into the case of an erroneous judg-
ment in the discharge of any judicial function, for I differ
from the hon. member for Bothwell in the opinion that we
have the right any more to interfere with a Judge in the
discharge of this judicial function than in the discharge of
any other. We did not make him an officer of the House,
but we imposed upon the County Judges of Ontario and of
some other Provinces, and the Judges of the Superior Court
of the Province of Quebec, certain functions in their
judicial capacity ; and I would have been one of the
last to sustain the proposal that these functions should
have been imposed on the Judges, hnd I dreamed for a
moment it could ever be suggested that they could
diseharge those functions in any other than a judicial
capacity, had I thought they could be considered in any
other sense than as Judges discharging that particular
function, under all the sacried obligations which appertain
to a man that fills the Bench of Justice. In this matter we
must hold, all the more because these are matters that do
excite party feeling, that the Judge who is dischargiug this
political function is discharging it in the same spirit, pro-
tected in the same manner, and subject to the same liabilities
as in the discharge ofany otherjudicial function. We could
not complain of a Judge becaise he erred in his judgment,
or misconstrued the law, or misapplied the facts. Why ?
What have we Courts of Appeal for? We have one Court of
Appeal after another. You find the County Court Judges'
decisions reversed in the Court of Appeal, those of the
Superior Court reversed in the Court of Appeal, and those
of the Appeal Court reversed in the Supreme Court which
may find that the primary Judge is right, and the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council finding something else
altogether. There is a constant error of judgment, because
Judges, like other mon, are fallible, and it is an error in
judgment that should form the subject even of an observa-
tion hore. Therefore, upon the face ofthe hon. gentleman's
notice of motion which simply said: 1 want a Select Com-
mittee toenquire into the conduct of this Judge for refusing to
grant me a re count: we could find nothing, we could find no
accusation against the Judge, we could not even find subject
for an argument as to wbether the Judge was right or wrong
in refusing the re-count, or as to whether there had been a
proper application made at the proper time, accompanied
by the proper formalities, and what the reasons were. We
had none of that even before us for an interesting legal
argument. But that would not have been enough if we had
had all that.What was the cause, then, which could properly
bring this Judge's action under our consideration ? It was
a charge of impartiality, of malfeasance in office-not that
the Judge erred, for all may err in judgment, but that ho
degraded his office, betrayed his trust, wilfully and
knowingly did a wrong thing, perverted justice and judg-
ment-that is the nature of a charge which could alone
make it proper to have been brought hore. Of that therois
no allegation in the notice of motion; of that there was still
less statement of fact, and it was not until in the course of his
harangue, which was largely devoted to the vindication of
the Returning Officer rather than to the attack upon the
Judge, that the hon. member stated that there had been
some eaucus-I think ho called it-in the office of the Judge,
of political parties to decide-or the residence of the Judge,
to decide what course should be taken. He then proceeded
to state that it had been declared upon the street before
hand, the Judge had doclared precisely the course ho wâs
about to take in the court. Now, Sir, I maintain that these
statements, which are the gravamen of the charge against
the Judge which the hon. gentleman has brought forward,
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ought in common justice, in common decency, to have
been stated beforehand, so that that officer might have
had an opportunity of making his statement to the tribunal
before which the charges were brought. What opportunity
has he had ? What opportunity is he now to have to make
his statement and to clear his character ? The hon. gentle-
man does not state his charge against him, he does not
make it public until he springs it in this louse in the even-
ing, and in an hour afterwards the motion is to be disposed
of, and it is to be disposed of out of this Iigh Court without
the Judge having an opportunity to say a word. I say
then, Sir, that in whatever form you choose to observe thq
essentials of justice and of propriety, when we are en-
gaged on this matter, the Judge should have an opportunity
to give an answer to the charge. What is now to happen?
It is now to happen that the hon. gentleman has had an
opportunity of making his attack upon the Judge. He kept
it bottled up, corked up and secreted in his breast until he
put it forth in this Chamber, and to the whole of this country
to-morrow, not giving the man he was about to accuse the
slightest opportunity of making his answer. Now,Sir, Judges
occupying a high position have thought, and I believe
rightly, that it was proper they should answer such charges.
I do not mean to say that a Judge would be bound to
answer them. The hon. member will recollect very well
the case of the petition presented to the House of Lords by
Earl Russell, by Mr. 'Wasson, accusing Lord Chancellor
Thesiger of gross misconduct, with reference to an Election
petition, of a species of misconduct, which, although it was
not in bis judicial capacity to perform-for he had not yet
achieved the Bench-would have been of a character to
render it impossible to have continued there. The petition
lay upon the Table for a time, and was to be brought up for
the consideration of the House. In the meantime the
learned Judge had had that opportunity, which this learned
Judge is not able to have by this procedure. The petition
had, of course, reached his cognizance, and he communicated
with-I forget whether it was to a member of the Govern-
ment or an ex-Chancllor-and made his statement of the
case, which he would have communicated to the House of
Peers, coincidently with the first step taken upon the peti-
tion in the House. It was the gencral sense of the House
that every statement made by Mr. Wasson had been so sat-
isfactorily answered that Earl Russell was recommended by
those of the greatest name, weight and authority, instead of
moving the reception of the petition, to ask leave
to withdraw it, and it was withdrawn, and the whole
matter was thus set at rest. I state that as a case
which shows to you the justice and propriety and de-
concy of adopting a course different from the course
which has been adopted on this occasion. Now, the
essentials of practice are always the same. This is the
course which we would have insisted upon had it been the
case of a Superior C)urt Judge, removable only upon an
addrcss; this is the course which we should insist on as
preliminary in the case of a County Court Judge. It is
true that we cannot remove a County Court Judge
ourselves, but we can, as the right hon. gentleman has said,
addrese the Crown for his removal, or we could address the
Crown to issue that preliminary enquiry whicb, under the
Act of last Session, is a necessary pre requisite to further
proceedings. We would not do either of those things
without an investigation of our own. We would ascertain
whether there was a prima Jacie case against the Judge, as
in the case of a Judge long ago upon petition presented
fromn the county of Ottawa in the first or second Session
after Confederation. I think that we ought, considering
that that would be the course which we would take if mal-
feasance had been charged against this judicial officer,
to insist that our course of procedure should give him
some opportunity to ar swer the charge, to state his case
when it was being debated before this louse, as we would

give to any other judicial officer. It is for this reason
and for this reason alone, that I have spoken. I hold, as I
have said, that we have a right, and it may be our
bounden duty, to enquire; but I hold that exercising that
right and discharging that duty we ought-and it is the
least we owe to the Bench and to the administration of
justice-to give to thom what we give to the meanest crim-
inal who appears before their bar, an opportunity of answer-
ing the charge, and not leave the Judge, as this Judge is
unfortunately to be left, without that opportunity of answer-
ing bere to us now the present charges which the hon. gen-
tleman, by the course ho las pursued, has made, in my opin-
ioi, most unwarrantably in point of forma, whatever may be
the truth of their substance.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Although I have spoken
already, perhaps the House will allow me to make a remark
on the legal question. I have not much objection to what
my hon. friend opposite has stated; in fact, we agree in the
conclusion. But le rather misapprehended my argument
about the necessity of a petition being required ouly with
regard to Judges of the Superior Court. The hon. member
for West Huron took the techuical objection that as such
proceedings against a Judge must be commenced by peti.
tion, my answer was, that that technical objection only
applied to Judges of the Superior Court. Originally a Judge
of the Superior Court could only be iemoved by an appeal
or impeachment presented by the House of Commons to
the House of Lords, and a trial by impeachment. As that
was an inconvenient formi and almost effete, the law was
altered, and instead of impeachiment by the Commons and
trial by the lIouse of Lords, the mode was substituted of
an address by both iouses for the removal of a Judge. It
was thought that, that being our substitution of the practice
of impeachment, the potition should be prepared and pre.
sented setting forth all the essential matters with the same
particularity as in criminal cases; and that there was, there.
fore, a technical reason why, with regard to Judges of the
Superior Court, a petition must be presented. That was
the extent of my argument. I want further to show that
the same reason did not apply with respect to charges
against County Court Judges, but the hon. gentleman goes
furtber and state4, that in the mode adopted by my
hon. friend of making his statement in Parliament,
and afterwards withdrawing his notion, the Judge has
had no opportunity of answering the charge. Whether
it commences by a statement made by a member in
bis place in Parliament or by a petition, the same result
may occur. I know myself of two occasions on which, in
consecutive Sessions, petitions were presented against a
Judge ofthe Superior Court. I will not mention the name,
because no results followed theso petitions. It attacked the
Judge's character and conduct and his fitness for the office,
and the charges were broadly stated in that petition. As it
was presented to the louse it was read, it appeared in the
minutes and it was in the newspapers. I took the ground
that the petition was insufficient, as oven if it were true it
was so vague in its terms that no final action of dismissal
could properly be found upon it. The Judge suffered all
the saine, because the attack was made. The next Session
the petition was renewed and made more particular;
but 1 took the sane ground that, although it was more
specifie than the first petition, yet it was not specific enough,
and did not amount to an impeachment or indictment.
The petition was withdrawn, but still the Judge had
to suffer from the fact that the petition was presented
and the contents became known. So I take it that if the
hon. gentleman makes a statement, whether against ajudicial
officer or a member of the Government, the result is the
same whether it be made by written petition or verbal
statement, the effect on the person whose character is as-
sailed is precisely the same. The petition is printed, it in
published and a copy by the practice must be served upon
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the Judge, who must .have every opportunity of being
heard on the petition. But the petition may be withdrawn
before it bas een served on the Judge. In the same way
if a statement is made affecting the character or bonor of a
member of the Government or a Judge, although it be
verbal, it goes to the public and is published in Ifansard,
and in either case I take it that if a member takes the re-
sponsibility of making a statement impeaching his conduct,
Parliament will give time, but the effect on the Judge will
he the same whether the charge is verbal or written.
It is just as well that this discussion bas taken place. I do
not like to say positively without having looked the matter
up, but I think, if I am not very much mistaken, that there
bas been a series of charges brought in the House of Com-
mons against County Court Judges in England, and one
especial charge was made against a Judge of eccentricity in
bis decisions without the slighest attack being made against
his honesty or honor. This was a series of charges made,
not by written petition, but by hon. members in the House,
acting on their responsibility. I cannot speak positively as
Io the mode in which the charges were brought before the
House, but the result was that the Government insisted upon
the Judge resigning, although there was no charge against
his honor or integrity.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose he was incompetent.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He was eccentric.
Mr. BLAKE. So eccentric that he was mad, very pro-

bably.
Mr. HAWKIiNS. Before this matter is finally closed and

dealt with, I wish to say a few words in reply to hon. gentie-
men opposite who bave spoken on it. I quite agreo with the
hon. leader of the Opposition as to the necessi ty of our hold-
ing a very high opinion of the position of the Bench in this
country. i quite agree with him that the Judges should
not for light causes, but only for very grave causes, bo
charged in the manner that I have charged this Judge. But
I fancied, and I still imagine, that a Judge in bis capacity as
a Judge administering the law is one thing, and a Judge who
is made a portion of the machinery by which the will of the
people at the polis may be declared, is another thing. I
believe that in this case the form of procedure may be
wrong, as the hon. leader of the Opposition bas said ; but,
nevertheless, if that is all-we disagree upon,if that is the only
point at which I am at fault, it is one which may hereafter be
rectified. The charges remain and they shall remain, and in
this form or in some other form they will be pushed home to,
I believe, convincing proof to the louse and the country.
But while the hon, gentleman is so careful in regard to the
treat ment and the measure of estimation we should have for
the Judiciary, does he not think it was rather beneath him
and his position as leader of the Opposition and of the
great Reform party to go to Bowmanville, as he did last fall,
and there make a savage onslaught on this Returning Officer,
who was equally under the protection of the court?

Mr. BLAKE. I am responsible for what I said at Bow.
manville.

Mr. HAWKINS. And again at the Reform Convention
at Toronto be made reflections on this Returning Officer;
and in this Bouse, by a sort ofside wind, not by a direct and
open charge, he hinted that there was a member sitting in
this House who was returned by a Returning Officer.

Mr, BLAKE. So there is.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are 211 such

members.
Mr. HAWKINS. While hon. gentlemen opposite have

been so mealy-mouthed in this House, and have bad so little
to say against my right to sit bore, the organs of the Reform1
party have teemed for months past, and are teeming to-day,

Sir ToHN A. MAODONALD.

with charges and statements which they dare not attempt
to substantiate in this House.

Mr. BLAKE. Because the case is before the courts.
Mr. HAWKINS. If that be the reason, why should not

the same measure of protection be extended to the Return-
ing Officer ? There is another matter in connection with
the Bothwell Election which I forgot to mention. We know
that in all portions of the country the Election of 18S2 was
held upon the rolls of 1881. I have an additional charge to
make against this Judge. I charge that, in the only Con.
servative township in the county of Bothwell, the electors
wero forced to vote on the roll of 1880, whilo in
every other township the electors voted on the last
Revised Assessment Roll, the difference being seventy
or eighty votes against the Conservative candidate.
This also was in connection with that Election. Now, if
we can conceive the immeasurable distance fron the leader
of the Opposition to the member for West Elgin, perhaps
you will pardon me for devoting a few moments of my time
to that gentleman. The celebrated French philosopher,
Rochefoucault, says: "that some men have the gift of talking
a great deal, and of saying very little." Now, I think, that
this exactly fits the case of our friend, the hon. member for
West Elgin, and when it goes out-to the country to-morrow
that in some sense an attempt was made to answer my pre-
sentment by the hon. member for West Elgin, I do im-
agine that the only effect will be a broad laugh throughout
and over the whole face of the country. Why, his own side
of the louse have frequently made him the butt of their
ridicule, owing to the fact that he is continually bobbing up
and spealking on all manner of questions, altogether regard-
less of the amount of information which ho may have in re-
gard thereto. Now, while the hon. gentleman care-
fully denied that he had subscribed $5,000 to assist
in defeating me - if it were possible - ho carefully
abstained from denying, that in consideration of Mr. Mills
retiring from the nomination of West Elgin, the Reform
Convention of West Elgin pledged themselves by resolution,
to do all in their power to succeed in returning Mr. Mills
for Bothwell; and he also carefully refrained from denying
that he inserted my name in his address to the electors of
West Elgin at the late election. The hon. gentleman speaks
of bis friends in the west; but who are the friends of the
hon. gentleman in the west? Are they to be found in Kent,
in North or South Essex, in North Middlesex, in East
Middlesex, in Bothwell, in North Huron, or in what was
formerly Centre Huron ? In fact, are they to be found at all,
except in three or four places, on the whole face of the western
part of the Province of Ontario? Why, if there ever came
back a battered, a defeated and a d iscredited party before the
House, it is the party that the hon, gentleman from West
Elgin claims to be composed of his friends. Lot any person
cast his eyes over the front benches of the Opposition, and
see who are missing therefrcm: wbere now is the Speaker
of this House, who was chosen in 1874?

Mr. ROSS (Middl
Mr. HAWKINS.
Mr. PATERSON
Mr. HAWKINS.

a long time; and I
Brant, who says, he
bottom of his heart,'

Mr. PATERSONi

esex). That is old.
Where is Sir Richard Cartwright?

(Brant). In Kingston.
I fancy that he will remain there for
fancy that my hon. friend froin South
is in Kingston, hopes sincerely from the
that he may long remain there.
(Brant). Oh, no.

Mr. HAWKINS. And where is David Mills, where is Sir
Albert Smith; and where are the rest of them?

Mr. SPEAKER. When I permitted the hon. member for.
West Middlesex to read the long speech which he read to the
House, I saw that it would lead to just what is now taking
place, which is altogether foreign to the question before the
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louse, and I hope that the hon. member will refrain from

continuing the remarks in whieh he has justbeen indulging.
Mr. ROSS, (Middlesex). I hope that you will not

p unish the hon. member for Bothwell for my shortcomings,
Mr. Speaker.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No; but for your long-
comings.

Mr. HAWKINS. Under that ruling, Mr. Speaker, I will
only say this in reply to my hon. friend from West Middle-
sex, that the only genuine laugh which I have seen on his
countenance during the last half heur, appeared when you
announced that this portion of the discussion had better be
dropped.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I laugh all the time.
Mr. HAWKINS. I have recently been in the hon.

gentleman's county, and there bas been a great reversal in
the state of affairs in that county; and if we are correctly
informed, the hon. gentleman bas reason to feel very un-
easy in respect tob is own position.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). That is not true.
Mr. HAWKINS. With respect to the hon member for

West Huron, I can only say that his speech was made up
entirely of a re-bash of articles that have constantly and
continually been appoaring in the organ of the late hon.
member for Bothwell. I myself read three or four extracts
from the Advertiser, and if I had continued to read, if I had
read a dozen of them-I would have found that every word
uttered by the hon. member for West Huron in respect to
what happened in this and that polling division, and at the
Returning Officer's house, would have been anticipated ; and
the House bas witnessed *only a re-hash, and a careful etudy-
ing up of the charges which have been bandied back and
forth for months and months past in the organ of the late
hon. member for Bothwell. Now, I believe that the time
of the House has been sufficiently taken up.

Hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. HAWKINS. Hon. gentlemen opposite seem very

glad that this discussion should come to an end, but before
I close I will only say this: it does seem extraordinary that
a proposal to examine into the reasons why the plain letter
and the plain enactment of the Election Law of 1874 and
1878 was disobeyed by one of the officers who were to carry it
out, has evoked such feelings from the Opposition side of
the Hlouse, as it bas done to-night. I can only say be-
fore I sit down, I was charged with having former-
ly been a supporter of the Reform party. Now,
Mr. Speaker, down to 1874 my record is well
known on many a hard-fought field, and on many a hard-
fought field 1 met many of these gentlemen who are
now so anxious to stand up in their places and att: '- me
to-night. In 1874, it is well known to the House and to the
country, and to my worthy and respected leader, that I was
for a few months not in accord with the party with respect
to some questions; and it is further known, that for a few
months, after Mr. Mowat had come down from the Bench,
and we had formed a better opinion with regard to that
Government, and before le began to do all those things
which the country bas recently condemned, I did say a few
kind words about him ; but have I not the right to range
myself in company with the 40,000 Reformers, who went to
the polls in 1878, and swept their own leaders out of office,
together with the supporters and the friends of hon. gentle-
men opposite ? With respect to the pretended speech
quoted from here to-night, by the hon. member for West
Middlesex, I can only say, that it came from the same im-
pure source-the sanme journal.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. HAWKINS. Yes, "bear, bear." I can oul say, that

it came from this organ, the Adverti8er, of Lndon, which

bas pursued me in season and out of season during years
past, and from which paper, searched during the last
eight or nine years, it will be found that a great deal of
space and time bas beer devoted to as-I think-the very
unnecessary work of endeavoring to hound me down. It
emanated from there, aud,was doctored thore, and in fact,
it is substantially untrue, and was never uttered by me in
the shape presented. Now, I have done. I understand that
the manner of procedure ought somewhat to be changed ;
and consCquently if it is the desiro ofthe Governiment and of
the right hon. leader of the House, that this motion of mine
should be withdrawn, I will withdraw it upon the request of
the Government, because it appears that this is not the
proper method of pursuing the end in view ; but I pledge
myself, by ail legitimate means, when the time cones, that
it shah be pursued, and in the manner in which it should
be pursued ; and I will the endeavor to prove substantially
everything, that bas been advanced and charged here by me,
to-night. I withdraw the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I object to the withdrawal of the motion.
Motion negatived.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Roturns wero soverally agreed
to:-

Statement, in Trade and Navigation Tables form, of the
importation into Manitoba and tho North-West of agricul-
tural implements, also of waggons, sleighs, and carriages,
from the 30th June until the 31st Decombor last.-(Mr.
Sutherland, Selkirk.)

StatemenI, in the same form, as near as nay be, of the
Tratde and N avigal ion Tables, of all agricullural implerents,
cariiages, waggons and sleighs shipped in bond to Manitoba
from the other Provinces of the Dominion, from the lst of
July to the 3lst December last.-(Mr. Sutherland, Selkirk.)

Correspondence and Orders in Council, &c., sinco the
commencement of last Session, in referenco to subsidies or
grants foir the Province of Manitoba.-(Mr. Sutherland,
Selkirk.)

Statement in the form ts near as nay be, of the Trade
and Navigation Tables of ail agricultural imp1 leienîts, car.
rinages, waggons and sleighs shi tpped in bond to Manitoba
from the ither Provinces of the DIominion, dturing l lie fiseal
year ending the 30th of June last.-(Mr. Sutherland, Sol-'
kirk.)

Copies of ail Orders in Council, regulations and corrs-
rondence with agents as to the withdrawal froim homestcad
and pre-emption of ail lands s uth of the main line of the
Canadian Pacific Railway; also, copies of lte existing regu-
lations in respect to the disposal of said Jands-(Mr.Suther-
land, Selkirk.)

Statement of the amount colleced for wha-fage at the
public pier at Digby, Nova Scotia, fir each year from 1879
to 1882, inclusive.-(Mr. Vail.)

Copies of ail correspondence betwee tlie Government
and the Lake St. John Railway Company in relation to the
subsidy granted to the said Company, and a statement of
all sums paid to the said Company on account of the said
subsidy up to this date.-(Mr. De St. Gieorge.s.)

Sir JOH N A. MACDONALD Dioved the adjournment of
the ouse.

Motion agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.
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.HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUEsDAY, 10th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAYERS.

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS.

Sir JOIHN A. MACDONALID moved, that as Messrs. Ross
(Middlesex), Blake, Burpee (St. John), Laurier, Casgrain
and Robertson (Shelburne), have declared that they decline
to sit on the Select Committee on the paragraph of the
Speech from the Throne read on Friday, 16th March,
Messrp. FV espeare, Bowell, Burns, Gigault, Landry and
Allison be appointed Members of the same, and that the 78th
Rule of this HUousc bo suspended for that purpose.

Motion agreed to.

FISHERY LEASES AND LICENSES.

Mr. MeLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole to consider the following resolu-

(In the Committee.)
Mr. COSTIGAN. The necessity of this amendment arises

from the fact that in section two of the Act of 1874, the
city of Winnipeg is not named, and it is necessary it should
come under that Act. The next clause is to alter the classi-
fication of wheat in Manitoba and the North-West Terri-
tories. It has been found that the kind of wheat known as
the Flinty Fife wheat is the best quality of wheat for that
country, and the best adapted to it. The millers give a
higher price for it than for any other class of wheat grown
in that country, and the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
have offered to carry that kind of wheat, when intended
for seed purposes, free of charge, everything indicating
that in that country that elass of wheat is held in the highest
esteem. Under the Act as it is now we have the power of
appointing inspectors, but they cannot rate the wheat
higher than No. 2, and this amendment is simply to declare
that wheat grown in Manitoba and the North-Wcst may be
classed higher than grade No. 2, and as high or as low as
its quality may warrant.

Resolution reported.
Mr. COSTIGAN introduced Bill (No. 104) further to

amend the General Inspection Act, 1874.
Bill read the first time.

tion'-- THE MILITIA OF CANADA.
That it is expedient to amend "The Fisheries Act," bymaking better Mr. CARON) in moving the second reading of Bill(No.

provision for the issue of fishery leases and licenses, and with respect
to the use of nets and other apparatus for the capture of salmon, by
providing for the definition of the tidal boundary of estuary fishing, by of Canada, said: In moving the second reading of this Bil,
making more stringent provision with regard to the seizure and confis- I beg to make a few remarks concerning our Militia force,
cation 4,fmaternals, implements and appliances used in contravention of which, I hope, may ho of some interest to hon.urembers.
the Act; by giving the prosecutor (not being a fishery officer) a share of
fine or forfeitures incurred by the offender prosecuted by him; and by The Militia organization which now controis the Mi'îja
makirg provision with respect to appeals from convictions under the force of Canada has been in existence since 1868; but if we
Act, and for the protection of officers employed under the Act by extend- penetrate more deeply into the history of the Militia force
ing to them the privileges and rights given for like purposes to officers of Canada it will be found that the organization, as a Militia
of ler Majesty's Customs.

Motion agreed to; and the louse resolved itself into Com- gyMotin ageedto a period as remote as 250 years ago. Sir, it is of some
mittee. interest to those who have studied the history of our coun-

(In the Committee.) try to find that military events have been mixed up with the
history of the people of our country more than with any

Mr. Mc LELAN. The necessity for this has arisen in other colony, and possibly more than any other country.
consequence of the decision of the Supreme Court Iately A large proportion of our opulation eau trace their descent
given. It has been found necessary that we should have from aarnilitary ancestry. Whether you study the history
'the power to lease and issue licenses with respect to the of the old French colois of La Novel1 France, under a
time and mode of fishing, and to define the tidal boundary différent flag from the one which now presides over the
of estuary fishing. We also propose an alteration in respect destiniescf this country, or whether you study the history
to the fishery officer. In the Act at present ho is entitled of the Enghish portion of our population, you will flnd that a
to a share of the fines and forfeitures. We propose to great many.of both nationalities can trace their descent
abolish that and allow him only his salary. We propose, from military men, and from men who took an active part
also, to make provisions for the protection of the fishery in the militaty events of the country. Sir, it is a pleasure
officers. The original idea was to give them the same pro. for mein introducing a Billto consolidate the oId M1ilitia Laws
tection as to Customs officers; but as the Customs Billlias of Canada, and introducing the changes which are required
not passed we thought it best to strike that clause out. from the grat develpment of the country, to take a

Resolution reported. retrospect of our past miitary hitory, because I beieve that
we cannot too jealously cheris this part of our history, Bir

Mr. MOLELAN introduced BilI (No. 101) further to value too highly the records of tce progrss wichtas been
amend thi Fisheries Act. made by our people, more especially as they are composed

Bill read the :first time. of two nationalities who at ono time fought against eaci
otier, but who, ever since tie En)glish fisg lias waved

GIINERAL INSPECTION ACT, 1874. ovor this country, have fougit side by side the battlos of
their native land. Sir, I arn happy te say tat tho record

Mr. CoSTIGAN moved that the flouse resolve itepf into of the Miitia force of Canada, istone of which any country
Committee of the IViole te coDsider theofolfowing resoluC might be proud, and one which must always form the mlt

ex eientimportat part of the history of Canada. Mr. Speaker, in

That it is ep t amendI"The General Inspection At, 1874,1ts materia age of ours it may look somewhat sentimen-
by adding the City of Winnipeg ti the cities mentioned in the second ta for me to go far back in our history and recount the
section of the said Act ; and furiher b y provîng that Flinty Fife most mportant circumtancs attending our military
wheat, when grown in the Province of Manitoba or the North-West history. From 166 te 1883, the u lirtia force f Canada
Territories, may be nspected as higher than No. 2o. have taken part in ourteen or fifteen war, not speaking ot

Motion agreed te; and tieflouse resolved itsolf into ern Fenian raids, and some of thee wars lasting for yea I a
nittee. eau only refor tsome of theoudstyimportant engagementy

Sir JOmR A. MACONALD.
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which have taken place on Canadian soil. Those who have military deeds of their forefathers, revived; and this train.
studied our bistory will remember the ever memorable ing, these records, and this past history, were sufficient to
struggle between the French and Indians, which took place maintain that military" feeliiig whieh, at very short notice,
at Long Sault, in 1660, when Dollard, Desormeau, and enabled the people of Canada toe constitute a Militia force
a few Canadians, supported by fifty or sixty Indians, which, to-day, is an honor to any country, whether a colony
resisted the whole powers of the Iroquois nation, and or a nation. I do not speak of the continental nations of
fonght a battie which lasted twenty-six - days. On this Europe, which keep up large standing armios, under an en-
occasion, they prevented the city of Montreal from tiroly different system; but I speak Cf Canada, on this
being attacked by the Iroquois, who were meditating continent, as a colony, and of the nations on this contin-
a blow upon the city of Montreal, wbich they hoped ent, and I say our Militia force is a credit to us, and
would annihilate the French colony in Canada. In all would be a credit to any nation on this continent.
that period the military force, those who comprised the The other day, when I was preparing the consolidation
Militia of Canada, like to-day, whenever the call of duty of the Militia Actq, and was reading over the proof sheets
was sounded were ready to go and fight their battles with- of a Bill, a pensioner called at my Dopartment to
out counting numbers ; and they succeeded in preventing, draw bis pension. His papers were produced, and the
as I have just stated, what might have been at that time a record of his military achievements was laid beforo me,
dealh blow to the growing colony of France. Not only in and it really constituted a most interesting page of his-
the battle of Long Sault, but in the defence of Quebec in tory. The man's naie was Roderique, and, no doubt,
1690, the Militia force of Canada and the military element it was the old Spanish nane which is met with to-day in
came promptly to the front fighting the hatties of the coun try, sevoral of our French parishes. Thi; man told me ho had
and doing the duty that should be imposed on a Militia fought for Canada from 1812 to 1815; in 1,17 ho fought
force, which is a defensive force. The Militia of Canada on Red River. From 1820 to 1830 ho was fighting in Ber-
to-day should be proud of having these records of the past, muda and the West Indies. Re was in the Mexican war of
those precedents which must naturally and necessarily 1847. There was a tinge of sadness about him when
contribute to the maintenance of this military spirit ho told me that in 1863 ho bad been rejected when
which exists among our population, and which more ho cfferod bis services to the American peoiue to
than anything else contributes to make the Militia fight the battle of the North against ecession. lie
force what it is to-day. Then we had the war of Spanish told me, they refused me-parce que lon m'a troavé trop
succession, from 1701to 1713; the campaign from 1744 to vieux-in consequence of bis advanced ago; and having
1749, and the seven ycars' war, from 1754 to 1760, which fought in all these battles, ho (nflsidoed that the American
terminated, as we all know, in the transfer of this colony people had donc him an iunjstie in not accepting him as
from the French flag to the English flag; the American in- one of the warriors who was prepared to fight the battles of
vasion in 1775-76-and I can say that when this war took the country. This veteran who told me whut lie had done
place and the French population were called upon to fight is only one ofa class which, during those yoars which I have
the battles of their new flag and new allegiance, the people cited, existed in this country, as an element in it, and, as is
of Lower Canada fought side by side, with their friends and perfectly well known, these wero men who were fond of
brothers belonging to other nationalities, the battles of their a military life, and over ready to fight battles in what they
country, and they fought them as bravely as any other considered to bo a just cause. They were nlways prepared
nationality. I am preud to say, that upon our records we to engage in military services; and 1 elieve that to-day
are able to show victories of which, I think, any nationality the same spirit stili livos anong the people of Canada. On
and people would be proud of. If I have gone back into the 31st of March, 1868, whon my ilustrious prCdecessor,
the history of the past, it is not merely for the purpose of Sir George E. Cartier, that staitesman wlon we have
bringing beforo the liouse this record of the battles and always deeply regre:ed, and whosc dupaîture fromi amongst
military achievements of the people of Canala, but it is for us can never be too warmnly deplored, introduced his Militia
the purpose of showing that there is a reason why, Bill, ho stated-and I read his words firom the speech
at the present moment, there should exist a deeply- which ho then delivered:
rooted love for military life, and that deep sense Of tgI consider the passing of thie measure neceusary to completo Cou-
military duty which bas always been shown to pre ail federation. I have already stated on a former occasion that we have in
among the people of Canada. We have the evidence of this Confederation the three elements necessary to constitute a nation.

nwho have been in a position te appreciate that Wehave the peasant, the territory,rand the maritime element, and whengentlemen Wohv eni oiint prcaeta those three elements of national strength and power have been attained,
deep feeling which exists among our people, and they tes- there is still one other element to crown the whole edifice, and that us
tify that there is a love of military life, a sense of duty, a the military element."
determination to do what is required of a soldier in the He stated that no nation can pretend to be a nation until
way of discipline; and if that feeling exists so eminently it bas attained the military element, or power of defence ;
among our people, it can only be traced back to that record and ho knew bis country as4 well as any staten4p who lias
of the past which bas turned the people to that military life been called upon to introduce an important meas.uro in any
which I consider to be one of the most prominent features Legislative Assembly. I do not desire to seure a military
in the history of our own country. When all those wars, organization for any aggre-sive purpose; our ambition is to
which I have had the honor to bring prominently before the quietly and peacefully work out the fiold before us ut home,
House, were over, after the pence of 1815 was proclaimed, since our Constitution permits us to extend our fi-ontiers
one would have imagined that the people would have forgot- from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Sir George Cartier, in in-
ten all their military antecedente and given up all that troducing his Bill, called attention to the important fact,
which constitutes to-day so prominent a feature in the mili- that during the thon past few years severul new measures
tary history of Canada, and that they would have given up affecting the Militia had been proposed without meeting
all idea of military life ; but it is a very extraordinary fact, with success; but nevertheless public opinion was favorable
nevertheless it is still a fact, in the historical records to the passage of such a measure as lie proposed. Ha stated
of the country, that the people lost none of their mili- that the great difficulty experienced was to estb b, with
tary ardor, and on receiving scant notice when again a small sum, a system whivh in other countriei hai always
called upon to organize a Militia force, the old spirit which been very expensivo. ln Sir George Cartier's timne, as iiow,
had been fostered by our historians and by our poets, who fortunately, we did not require a force for any aggressive
had composed songs relating to past events in our military purpose, or any other purpose, save socuring the ësufety of
l4istory, and which were sang in our hamlets, recording the the person, protecting property, and defending ourseives



528 COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 10,
against any attaek which might, as previously, give us occas- 1 do not say Canadians only in the sense of their belonging
sion to resis! nJ repel uny disorganized, or small organized to this country, but men who have been edueated in
band crosing the frontier, as was attempted in] 1865, Canada hy theqe officers of the Imperial Service. Ontsido
but without success. But out>ide of this. as Sir George these batteries enough men have beentrained, who are now
Cartier 'tated, it was indi' pen ale for everv nation living in the différent Provinces of the Dominion, that
to have some kind of organization, which might at any time in case of need they could be looked upon with con-
bc ucd to help the Gevern ment in enforcing the laws, and fidence as the best possible men to organize a force,
resisting disorder at h >me. Between 1815 and 1868 nothing or to act as instructors in organizing any force which
had been done in Canada, as far as forming or perfecting might be reqnired in case of necessity. Some years
a military organization was concerned. The same old spirit atter, under a different Administration, the Royal Miii-
existed, but there was no organization, no regularly organ- tary College was established in Kingston. It may be
ized body of men existed, save the old Militia, which, on St. a question whether it was premature to establish this
Peter's Day, used to meet to count heads, when the captain college or not; but I say that, in my view, this College,
calied out iis imen, and rnadle bis ret-ns II the Government; organized as it is, and prodcing the results which it is
but witlithis CxC-o ion,, if you look into the matter as producing, ought to be mooked upon as a permanent institu-
have had occasion Io do. ir, the records of Ihe Militia tion in the ountry, and onhef r whih as raly contributd

cpartment, you vill find that here wts no organ- much advantage toou Militia force. Wehave, moreovr,
izatioii; and in 1-3, Si- George Carhier had bo create establisil in the Dominion a cartridge factory for smal -
alrnost everythintg. lIe hud 0 find mnen, 0eduaate arm ammunition. This, again, I look upon as a stp in the
officers, uni] Io eqtlp tbüm al;- and, moreover, ns we ail riglt direction. Previous b its establishment the Dominion
know,lie had to fight against some opposition wbich thon was called upon timport large quantities of ammunition.
existel to the saherne. It is wonderful how rapidly the The interest on the money which was expended on this

id militi arypi rit of' our )poplevamne to the roscue of the ammunition, as it accumulated during a number of years,
thon lion. Minister of Militia, who was trying to orgnizea represented a very large amount of capit ; and bsides, as is
core, and no sooier were military s(dhiosr l s organized than weal known, the ammunition which was kept for so
they were filled. Peopt from the country, from tbgrent long a peniod was not ju t as good as it migtnen expected
commercial centtos,io nd from very art of the ontri, to ho if it were manufactured within a short time, and not
flocked itnto them. The resuit was that in a fow short kept in store for a long p oriod. We bave in this factory
years, as thoe woi then w nt through te sweahools an establishment which, if il were called upon to work to
knowlh ad we antd officers perfectly competent iws fullest extent, could manufacture any quantity ofammu-
eI tae oi thbae s the cmimandof comparidlyi-the nition within the shortest possible pericd of time. I arn
monts, aird 1operforn peIl the du Lies cuf militay pround to say that in te establishment of Ihat factory, it
men. At that ime the militai, wshools were organized was the privilege of y a Mioister of Militia of that time to
and sbortly iifterw.-tds, as we know, a movement was send over te England a Canadian officer who was trained at
organized anoong soe f ouir people, owing to which a Woolwinh, who passed the oxaminaion required for a per-
lamecnumbereof ao n froeen vp-Canadian f tihnds joint he son taking charge of a factory of that kiim, and that that
Ponke i t aIhrmy, a.d went off to waly to fght a fosein officer istnowat the lead ofdthe cartridge f toryin Qubc.
batte. They thoe aequired a knowedgo of miitary life That shows that we have been taking advantage of the
and experionce, which oed obtaicer pan noverfe forgotten; facilities for military education ctube obtained for our own
and, in a hanitiodto thiis, we saw 50,000 Caomdians enter the people in England, and that whenever t im chance bas pr-
Anticand tomyt rfoiht the batt es of themlorth aiast the seated itsef to give Canadians positions of trust and impor.
Sout . Aroa tlieý thditiotr wesmol heret, arganize ; nwa e rhaveinvariablytaken advantageofthoseopportuni-
ond yea shoy aftwards , wo nowiCada i:vemnot bes tend AsIllave alrEady stated, whn Sir Gworge Cartier intro-

called iipul to lake îtv 1ominent pat t in militai ýy malters, duce I lis meoa-ure, everything had Iobe e rcqted. The'-o
stil z thoeold milita ymeling oexistoed, and they lromptly was noting whioh had exibedin the way o a pe-- a-n
availed themseives of the finst oarportunity which presegtee aorgatization up o that time. Let us look batk lhe
itself, T go abroad and acquire tatn iliti y o xprinie fifea syears past, and ee what progreas we ave made.

nhich 1 believe bis permeatcd Ibo populaionr of Canada, Lot us seo mwlitas been accomplished by the libewality
and whic in sO wgeat aivantag 0 nShortly nfter the of the iEiffent Parliaments of Canada, and the feeling
Bi a f S r Geti-e Cartier eas atsofte-snthg lik e which exits anongst the laig proportion of our people,
two yoar fteewaidsi-the two bayteries, tA" and uB," were that this militaiy force ia not only anecessity but an advan-
oreanizrd. The eucatio np insti uc on hvenic b is given tage to us. When Sir George Cartier introduced bis Bi,
ialled upont takie~s xay ro eduartion mni instruction w were absolutely dependent upon a foreign market fr
whchis t ol ied in the veny bexst t-aditiey shoolmsf that evcrything whieh was used byi bb Militia force ; but to-
cvild th els afJ 1 naymhsfr e tho opportunity c as day we are not aItogethar dependet upon other counthies
w hnibt ir of eehitia, of m yineted hepp ucha wet C d,-e for these supplies. hrough cepoliy wih bas iitro-

indbted i tho eImp-al Govene t br sernfiter out ducd e this ounti- so many manufacturing establish-
Bl us mon e o started ou citro ization, mtho fg ak w hents w have been able to provide our militiaino from
these batterieswrs concertod. Teie""a w ere th a our own maryke with most ofnlyc articles required in the
who had the exprion n, which wvs ucUired in te diffgrent branches ofithe Departiernt. We have been able
permanent, contiuous service, wieioly inuexist e sbstitute Canadian made blankets for the blankfts
in a count-y lik England, or other counti-es oWhere a per- whirh we formcrly imported from England. We bave
manent army la kapt u. I can ay to the pontemn been able o provide fr the Military Shoo, for the
that we aie much idebred 1o thorm foi-re instrueiong th doyal Military Collge, and for the differeng batteries,
gave to us ; and when te ave orancatio se faicers the sirtieg, shebeing, and everything required il the way
ha expirci wo wro able eb hao iere the by oulinonfrm ou- ow manufmaktwhrmo s. A the harns re e
Canadian ofhis--yun moen whoiha erjuiyedtho advan- J CCyod in the different batteries,ame W havelbeen a
lage ofuaving beel trained by these officers who knew been provided by our own manufromurer. We have p-o-
their business, and wnhotcert.inly have stoeded em vided in the saine fony the head-dreses of theoldrt
wehl in taringhe indee tof those f-or who inteyroneived exoep soMile of the more expensive ones, whieh could nt
their insito;tion. The result of ths instruction is that o r be anufatured in Canada except ai a muci greater coat
day we have at the head of our batteries Canadian oficers- than we could obta:n then abroadl for. We have al8o bee

Mr. CARON.
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able to obtain in Canada the rifle batts, which used to be
imported. Most of the new gun carriages are manufhc-
tnred in Canada. I should like to be able to add that we
have also been able to manufacture our own guns; but
although we have proved the possibility of manufacturing
heavy ordnance in Canada, the attempt so far, for varions
rosons, has not been of any practical value. Now, Sir,
comparing our position to-day with our position in 1868, I
can say that we have .a staff at headquarters, and in the
twelve military districts, that any Department might well
be proud of. We have men who have been devoting the
best years of thoir life to the service of their country,
in a profession which, in a country like ours, is net
a money-making profession. They have given up their
different occupations and pursuits in life in order to
pursue their military profession in a professional way,
and the result is that we have a staff which would be a
credit to any country and to any organization. These
gentlemenhave been improving their knowledge of military
matters in every way. When I visited the different dis-
tricts, and went into the offices of the deputy-adjutants-gen-
oral, and into the headquarters of the different batteries, I
was surprised and glad to see that they had brought from
England and the continent, et their own expense, the best
reviewsand the best books that could be collected on military
matters. Well, Sir, as their pay is not very large, I think
the zeal which they display in procuring for themselves that
military knowledge which would become of great value to
their country in time of difficulty, deserves to be commended;
and I am glad teobe able to say so bore to-day. Before
passing on to explain the changes which are intended
to be made by this Bill, I wish to say that our stores,
as the returns to this House have shown, are under
the control of most competent men. Many of our store-
keepers are men who belonged to the British army, and
who came to this country with a complote knowledge and
training. Under their valuable tuition, wo have been
able to train men, selected from among young Canadian
militiamen, to such a state of efficiency that thiey are now
compotent to take the place of their instructors. Now, it
may be said that, since 1868, we have Lad no opportunity
of testing the efficiency of our Militia force. Lot me say
that, since 1868, we have had the Red River troubles, the
Fenian troubles, workingmen's riots, and various other
troubles which imposed upon the Government the necesfity
of putting that force to the test. With regard to the Red
River expedition, lot me cite the opinion of the leading
General of England to-day. When Lord Wolseley, thon
Colonel Wolseley, was called upon to take the command of
the Militia force, organized for the purpose of going to the
Red River, lie stated that he would not wish for a botter
army than he had on that occasion. This is a testimony
that we may all bo prond of, apart from our own prejudice
in favor of our own people. The Canadian Militia
force may also feel proud when a man like Lord Wolse-
loy is able to state that ho could not wish for a botter
army than an army of Canadians. I wish to save
hon. members any trouble in going over the old law
a3 it existed, and as it will exist, under the new Bill. Ail
the changes are in italies so that hon. inembers will
find it easy to distinguish them. As its title indicates, the
Bill is a consolidation of all the existing laws relating to
the Militia. It is also a Bill providing, in addition, for
changes rendered necessary by the altered condition of our
forces. It will bu seen that sub-section six bas been amended
so as to provide for only two divisions of Militia-active
and reserve Militia. This will simplify considerably the
distinctions under the old existing law. At present the
Militia will comprise the two great divisions of active and
reserve Militia, land force, and active and reserve Militia and
marine force. Section Eeven, of the existing law, provides for
the consolidation of the forces in the different Provinces.

67

When Confederation took place oach Province had its own
Militia organizations, and when the Bill of 1868 was passed,
it became necessary to introduce a clause whereby these
different organizations would net be completely destroyed,
but would be gradually brought under the new system con-
templated by that Bill. When the Bill of 1868 was passed
it became necessary to introduce a clause whereby these
different organizations would not be completely destroyed,
but be brought gradually under the new system provided
in section seven of the Bill for the consolidation of the
forces of the different Provinces; but now, all being under
the one control of the Dominion, the section bas been
amended so as to provide for the continuance of the exist-
ing force while striking out the provision with regard to
reenrolment which is no longer required. Sections ten
and eleveh, which also provided for the transition stage
at Confederation are net now required, and have been
dropped; consequently the sections up to twenty-two
have been renumbered. Number one clause of section
twenty-one provides for the organization, in addition
to the ordinary active Militia force, of a troop of cavalry,
three batteries of artillery (of which two shall be the
"A " and "<B " Batteries, now embodied), and throe
companies of infantry. This is the most important feature
of the Bill. t should like to read to the House, and com-
ment as briefly as possible upon those changes which are
really indispensable, provided it be conceded that Canada
wishes te keep up a Militia force. Section 21 provides for
the organization of three infantry schools, also for a troop
of cavalry being organized with very little cost to the
country. This troop it is intended to divide between Que-
bec and Kingston, and I shall explain why it is intended te
organize this troop in the way provided by this Bill. In
Quebec, as is well known, we have " A " Battery; in King-
ston, "B" Battery, which is also used for the training of
the cadets of the Royal Military College, and of any officer
who wishes to pass an examination for the purpose of giv-
ing instructions, whether in infantry or artillery, in the
various branches of the service taught in that school of in-
struction. The intention is to divide a troop of thirty-two
horses between Quebec and Kingston, attaching half te "B"
and half to " A " Battery. In providing for that addition to
the strength of the batteries, it is intended, at a very small
cost, to provide for a sehool of instruction, which I consider
to bof the greatest possible importance so far as our
Militia affairs are concerned. The late events in Egypt
have shown us to what good purpose the mounted infantry
were put. It is impossible to suppose that there can be any
efficioncy in any force which requires a mounted officer to
command it unless that mounted officer be able to command
his horse as well. It is absolutely necessary that ourofficers,
before they can get promotion, should be taught how to
ride, so that in case of emergency they can take the position
of a mounted officer. Clause twenty-one says:

" It being necessary in consequence of the withdrawal of Imperial
Regular troops, to provide for the care and protection of forts,
magazines, armaments, warlike stores and sneh like service, also to
secure the establishment of8Bchools of Military instruction in connection
with corps enlisted for continuous service, it shalh be lawful tir Her
Majesty to raise, station, and maintain, in addition to the ordinary
Active Militia Force, one troop of cavalry, three batteries of artillery,
(of which two shall be the "A" and "B" Batteriea of Artillery now
emabodied), and not more than three companies of infantry, the whole
strength of which several Corps shall not exceed seven hundred and
fifty men. The officers shall be appointed during pleasure, and the men
shall be enlisted under regnlations to.be made by ,the Governor in
Council, for periods of three year, continuous service."

According to the rles and regulations of the Department
of Militia no officer in any infantry battalion can get bis
commission unless he bas passed a qualifying examination
and has a certificate thereof. Since the disappearance of
the military schools, organized under the regime oi Sir George
E. Cartier, we have really had no schoole of instruction
except "A" and "B" Batteries which have rendered such val-
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able services to the country-noschools ofinstruction wherein
military officers could follow a course, take a certificate and
get their commission. Mr. Speaker, you know, as a military
man, that the most important feature of a military organiza-
tion is to have thoroughly instructed officers and noncom-
missioned officers. Such officers properly trained, and
thoroughly educated, can, within a very short time, take
the raw material and organize an effective force that can do
good service in time of need. The most important feature
in the Billrelating to these infantry schools is that provid-
ing for the means of giving a military education and
training to infanti y officers who intend te make a profession
of the military life. It is iintended to give in these schools
alt the instruction which artillery officers in their branch
of the service, acquire in the schools of instruction at
Quebec and Kingston. It is spending money uselossly te
have a Militia force in Canada unless you have a properly
trained, drilled and educated lot of officers and non-com-
missioned officors. If this Bill becomes lav it is the inten-
tion of the Department not to give a commission, nor te
allow non-commisioned officers to be promoted from the
ranks, until they have a certificate to show that they have
gone through this infantry school, and are qualified to per-
form the duties of the position which they assume in the
Militia force. I believe it is noney well spent to organ-
ize the force on a proper footing. We see, to-day, what gi-eat
results have followed the establishment of "A" and "B'"
Batteries ; we sec scattered all over the Dominion mon
who, having been but a short time in those schools, possess
a very competent military knowledge, as far as artillery is
concerned ; and I do net hesitate te say that some of these
men who have been three or four years, or perbaps six or
seven years, in those batteries, are as well trained as any
regularyou can find in the British Army. Theintention is
te provide an instruction in these schools which will render
the same service to the infantry that "A" and "B" Batteries
give te those who attend them in artillery matters.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Will the hon. gentleman be
good enough to tell us wherc ho intends to open those
ichools?

Mr. CARON. I can say that there will be a school of
infantry for the Maritime Provinces. There may be one for
the great Province of Ontario, but I am net quite sure that
it will be located in the hon. gentleman's county ; and there
may ho one for the Province of Quebec.

Mr. ROSS. That is near enough.
Mr. CARON. A sub-section bas been added to section

twenty-nine, providing for a Quartermaster-General at head-
quarters, who shall have the rank of Colonel in the Militia. To
those who have looked into the question, I need not point out
the importance of such an offleer in a force organized as ourg
force is. He may be appointed or not, but we make a pro-i
vision for tho appointment. As I do not wish to trouble thej
House very often by asking for amendments te the Bill, aJ
subsection ha3 also been added to section thirty, to provide
that two or more districts may be amalgamated for admin-
istrative purposes, and only one Deputy Adjutant-General1
te be appointed for the districts so amalgamated. Sec-i
tion thirty-seven has been amended se as te strike out1
the original clause exempting Militia officers from itax-(
ation. The reason why this change has been made is(
because I consider that clause altogether ultra vires. Thisi
Parliament has no power to interfere with the taxation1
of any individual, which subject is left altogether with-c
in the jurisdiction of the Provinces, and to the municipali.
ties in which monibers of the force may live. I thought ità
useless to allow that clause to remain upon the Statute-L
book, and, consequently, I ask the House te strike it out.c
Sections forty-fLve and forty.even have been amended, so
that officers and non-commissioned officors shall receive drill
pay according torank, instead ofthe pay which they receive 3

Mr. CARoN,

to-day as provided by the existing law. Also, that when
corps are ordered to assemble in camps of exorcise
for drill they will be provided with rations and
sholter in addition to their drill pay. I must say,
Mr. Speaker, and all those who have belonged to a
Militia force know it, that shelter and provisions are
furnished according to the practice of the last fifteen years.
Such bas always been provided, as I have said; but on
looking over the Statute I found no clause which really
made it a part of the existing system of law which controls
the Militia organization, and 1 thought, on consolidating
and amending the law, I would introduce this clause, so as
to carry out legally what has been dono for the last fifteen
years. The remaining changes relate to liscipline. Section
sixty-four has been amended by strik-i out the words "and
also while wearing the uniform of . corps." A sub-sec-
tion, each taken from the Imperial Army Act, bas been
added to sections seventy-three and eighty-threc, to provido
for the punishnient of persons summoned as witnesses who
refuse to give evidence before courts:martial, and to provido
for the punishment of persons who entice militiamen to
desert. As far as this clause is concernod, it will be found that
it transfers to a civil tribunal, whero a court martial may
have been holding its sittings, the case which came before
the court-martial; and if the civic tribunal considers that
the act complained of is a contempt, and should be pun-
ished, this clause leaves the ordinary tribunal to deal with
the case and not with the court martial called for the pur-
pose of judging the military offence. Section seventy-five
has been amended so as to provide for the punishment of
persons who claim pay for annual drill in more than one corps.
We find there are instances where men of one corps have
drawn pay for drill from another corps, and we considered
it was necessary to change the law so as to be able to meet
this irregularity in the service. I bave now submitted to
the House all the changes contemplated by tha Bill. I bo-
lieve this is a Bill which will be acceptable to the country,
and to those who take an interest in the Militia force. It
has been my pleasure to meet several of thoso gentlemen,
and I have always endeavored to elicit their views upon
the most important points relating to the organization, as
it applies to the people of Canada, and from all I have been
able to ascertain from those hon. gentlemen who have read
the Bill, it is lookod upon as one which will be acceptable.
I an sorry to have occupied the attention of the House for
se long a time. I may say, however, that it is not often I
trouble the House, and se I hope it may be forgiven, espe-
cially when it is remembered that I take not only the inter-
est which my Department exacts from me as Minister, but
also a personal interest in the force, having for some time,
at a period when that force was supposed to be likely to be
called upon for active service, taken a great deal of interest
in it. 1 have endeavored, to the best of my ability, and
after obtaining all the information within my reach, to
frame a measure which I believe will be to the advantage of
Canada and te the Militia force.

Mr. VAIL. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend te occupy the
time of the House very long. I am sure hon. members
must feel under great obligation, as I do, to the hon. Minis-
ter of Militia for the very interesting history he bas given
of the Militia force for the last twenty five or thirty years,
or perhaps even longer. I quite agree with what he said in
respect te the Militia; that it is a very valuable force, com-
posed of men who are equal to the Militia force of any
country. I am quite sure if the force was called upon to
turn out in the defence of the country, it would give as good
an account of itself as the force of any other country. I
believe, net only the Militia would turn out in the defence
of Canada, but every man, not only in this House, but in the
country, if such was neocessary for the general defence. So
we are pretty mach on the same. footing, but the
Militia as a body, composed of paid mon, would be obligod
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. to turn out in the first instance. If the House is prepared
at the present time to pass this Bill, I. as having occupied
the position of Minister of Militia and Defence during three
or four years, would be the last one to object to it, because I
won'ld like to see the Militia system made as perfect as pos-
sible. But it seems to me that up to the time the Military
College was established, the Ministor of Militia at that time
would have had very good reason to have brought down
such a Bill, and provided for the schools provided for in this
Bill; but I consider that day is past, and that the amount of
money now spent for the Military Colloge, where the young
men of the country are being instructed in military branches,
vill in future time provide-all the trainel mon who will be

required in the Dominion. We now spend 859,000, accord-
ing to the Estimates, for the Military College, and if we
aro to establish, under this Bill, what may be called a
standing army-for it is nothing more nor less than that-
the expenditure involved will be from $250,000 to $300,-
000. I see no objection to it. The hon. Minister has
not told the House what it will cost, but it cannot be
less than the amount I have stated, when it is remem-
bered that two batteries cost from $125,000 to $128,000,
and we have never had a strength of over 150 men in either
"A" or " B" Battery, and at present "A" Battery is
much weaker. The hon. Minister has told us that was
the only important change. I grant yon, Mr. Speaker,
that is the most important change. Bat there is another
clause to which he has reforred which will add a furtber
expense to the country, in the shape of fixed expenditure t i
the amount of 82,300 as I observe by the Estimates. I do
not desire to cut down the expenditure which may be really
necessary, but the House should understand that this
amount will be for a fixed salary. I do not know who per.
forms all the duties of a Quartermaster Ganeral, but there
should be somebody, and it should not be necessary to in-
crease the staff by another official at headquariers at
an expense of $3,000. There is another matter to which
the hon. Minister has referred, and that is the equipment
and clothing of the mon. The hon. Minister has told
us that, of course that money will be exponded in the
country. I aim sorry the hon. gentleman bas not fol-
lowed out that rule heretofore. I bave noticed that
whenever an hon. member bas risen in the House and
said that Canada must be for the Canadians, he has
been applauded from one end of the louse to the other.
What do hon. g -en find in the expenditure for last
year ? When I was at the head of the Departmont
Canada was for the Canadians, and we expended the amount
voted for clothing in Canada. Was that done last year ?
No. As the Publie Accounts show, $53,003 were ex- t
pended in England for Militia clothing. Is that keeping
Canada for the Canadians ? It seems to me it does not look a
like it in the Public Accounts. I do not pretend to say that i
all we require in the shape of clothing couli be as well
manufactured in this country as in England ; and this House
could not have objected in our time, if we imported all this
clothing from England, because we never pretended to n
restrict anybody importing whon it was of advantage to the <
individual, or to the country, to imprt; but as the Govern- s
ment have laid down the policy of Protection, and that i
C.nada must be for the Canadians, I think that they ought %
to restrict the expenditure, not only of the Militia Dapart- h
ment, but of all the other Departments, as far as they can, i
te the Dinnion of Canada. It is not necessary for me to n
occupy the time of the louse further. This Bill, I suppose, t
will go through the second reading, and when it is consid- t
ered clause by clause, we will try to scrutinize it as far as we t
eau ; and if it is to be passed by the House, we wili endeavor
to make it as perfect as pmssible; butI muast give the country
to understand that the Government of the day and the hon. li
Minister of Militia nwst take the responsibility of increasing 1

the expenditure in connection with the organiztion of the
Militia.

Mr. O'BRIET. I am sure that the Hlouse listened w:th
great pleasureto the speech of the hon.Ministerof Militia, and
especially those who, like myself, have spent a great deal
of time, and a little money, and have performel a great deal
of hard work in keeping up the force under existing cir-
cumstances. I think that the bet evidence of the hon. gen-
tleman's statement that Canada is-I wilt not say a military
people, because I bolieve a people may be military without
being warlike, a warlike people, is to bo found in
the fact that the Militia force exists at all under pres-
ent circunstances. Now, the only part of the hon. gen.
tleman's speech with which I am not cordially incliaed
to agree, was the remark he made of a somewhat apologetic
nature, with regard to the increased expenditure ; and I
observe that when any one rises to speak in this louse, lie
must always bring in an apology in this relation. The
hon. Minister of Finance, when ho announced to the louse,
a few days ago, a slight increase-some $10,000-in the
Militia Estimates:, in one particular, thought it necessary
to apologize for being obliged to make that statement. Now
it is very poor encouragement to many hon. gentlemen who
have worked as many hon. members of the House have
labored, and who are still connected activoly in this relation,
that the Militia force, and everything connected with it, is
to be treated in that sort of spirit; and I think it ill-beco mes
the late Minister of Militia to raise the question in the way
in whihli he did with regard to the possible appointnent of
a staff officer whoso services certainly would be required if
any serious contingency arose. Now, we always get quite
enough ofone thing: pleasant speeches, and complimentary
remarks ; but the people in this country seem to think, and
I am sorry to say that too many representatives in this
HOuse take the same view, that the force can exist without
a reasonable expenditure ; and no roasonable effurt is made
to incroase its efficiency without this sort of apology being
deemed noce<sary, on the ground of soeming extravagance. I
think that the easiest way of disposing of this matter, is to cal I
the attention of the House and the hon. Minister of Militia to
the fact that no people pretending to have anything lika
a military organization pay as little for a military force as
do tbe poople of Canada; I think that at Confedoration there
was a sort of understanding-that I am unable to find evi-
dence of it, but [ believeit is admitted that it did exist-that
this countryon receiving the remainder ofthe ordnancelands
-this being part of the question-were to expend for a cer-
tain number of years, not less than 81,000,000 annually in
organizing and maintaining an active force; and what is
that to the population of the country? I think, if my arith-
metic is correct, that it is something like 25 ets.
a heai; and yet you and the House know, as a matter of
fact, that for a very large portion of the time, during the
last ten years at any rate, our Militia force lias not cost the
country much more than three-quarters of that sum, and
sometimes very little more than 8500,000. Many gentle-
men are very fond of i-eferring to our noigbbors on the
other side of the line; and we may at times reasonably do
so, not as a principle-Seeause we have very little in c>m-
mon-but with regard to practical points, respecting whieh
we can frequently take lessons from them. Perhaps
hon. gentlemen will be surprised to know the amount of
money which the United States spend annually in their
military expsnditure, leaving altogether out of oensidera-
ion the navy. I find that, from 1872 to 1832, during those
on years, when all the expenditure of the war was over,
the American people, through the Federal Government,
sent on an average about 840,000,000 a year on their army
alone. Well, that, at a very easy calculatiop, is something
ike St a head, according to their average population during
these ten years; and, in addition, it is just as well that we
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should know that a number of individual States also spent
sums of money, large according to their population,
which was very nearly equal te what we spend for
the whole Dominion of Canada; and if anybody will
tako the trouble of looking into the reports of the Adjut-
ants-General of the different States, I think ho will be
somewhat surprised te find that several States in the
Union bave been going steadily on, until they have a
force equipped and armed-I cannot say equal te ours-but
very little difference is te be perceived. They have mon
properly enrolled, and under conditions quite as severe as
ours ; and the term of service is seven yoars in several of
the States. The mon are under the same terms of service
that we have, though, of course, under different titles; they
get a certain amount of pay. And what will most clearly
show the interest which they take in the matter is this:
The State of New York spent, in 1880, which is the last
return I can find, no less than a trifle under $500,000 on
the State Militia alone-nearly as much as we spend on the
whole of the Militia of the Dominion of Canada-$181,679.
The State of Massachusetts spent $172,000, and Penn-
sylvania spent $300,000; so it is evident from this, if any
practical lesson is to be learned from the manner in which
our neighbors across the line carry on their affairs of Gov-
ornment in this relation, that if they think it necessary, in
addition to a standing army costing forty times as much as
our Militia costs us, to spend very nearly as much
per head as we do on our force on thoir State Militia
alone, nobody can reasonably find fault with the expen.
diture which we make on our Militia, intended for the
service of the whole Dominion. One point of some import-
anco was referred to by the hon. Minister of Militia, and by
his predecessor in office: the establishment of the Military
College. I quite agree with the hon. Minister of Militia,
that it having been established, it would be a great pity to
do away with it; but I would like to ask the hon. gentleman,
whether ho cannot devise some scheme by which it can be
made of somo practical use te the active force; for at the
present moment it simply robs the active force of money
which otherwise might bo spent upon it. What we want
is, not a highly trained staff of officers, but regimental
officers, and these the Military College does net supply, and
it never will do so as long as it lasts. I would like to ask
the bon. Minister of Militia te consider whether ho cannot
devise some plan, whereby the talent and the high attain-
monts employed in carrying on this college could
bo utilized more practically; could there. not be some
course of instruction appointed which would be useful
to officers in the active force ? By this two great ends
would be gained: First, instruction, which is so much re-
quired, would be given; and, second, the colloge would be
brought in harmony with the feelings of the active force,
which is at present not the case. Several other rogulations
might be considered by which it would be brought into
harmony with the force, and by which those. who belong to
it would b made te feel that its existence was in the inter-
est of the country. The result now is, that many persons
obtain there a most excellent education. I suppose that it
is the best school perhaps on the continent, and I am sure
that if I had a son to educate I would send him there; but
the case now is that so much mone.y s being taken from
the active force, to secure a few bighly trained staff officers
whom we dan always get, but not what we really require,
trained regimental officers, to obtain whom we have te go
to a considerable additional expenditure at the present time.
New, with regard to this particular Bill, there are two or
three matters which, I suppose, the hon. Minister of Militia
called amendnents to which I wish te call his attention, be-
cause 1 think he has inadvertently made one or two mistakes.
If he will look at the eighth and ninth clauses I think ho will
notice that there is considerable doubt as te whether the
six months' notice which is required runs concurrently with
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the period of service, or is intended to be given at the time
of the expiration of that period. I know that at present a
good deal of doubt exists among many officers and men on
this point, and I notice that these doubts are not removed
by the Bill before the House. Thero is another matter
to which the hon. gentleman referred in the latter part of
his remarks, and which 1 hope he will reconsider so as to
allow the sixty-fourth clause to stand in its original form.
He has struck out the only portion of the Bill which
gave authority to officers for the control of men who
are in -uniform except when. on drill or parade. At
present if men appear in uniform, which they have a per-
fect right to do, if they are not obeying orders we have the
right to punish them ; but with the omission of those lines
which the hon. Minister of Militia has struck out, there will be
no possible way left for reaching them. I would go even
further than the original clause, and would add a line some-
what to this effect: "that the men shall be subject to the
Queen's regulations at all times when wearing the uniform
of their corps." This is a point upon which there should be
no doubt, and I think if the hon. Minister will consider it
carefully ho will conclude that ho has made an error, and
will expunge it from the Bill. I think, however, that it is
satisfactory that the hon. Minister has not been led-away by
the many theories which we hear propounded from
time to time with regard to our active force. Every
little while a number of people appear to, get a craze
for writing letters about the Militia force, and all sorts
of theories are propounded which, in the writer's Opin-
ion, will render the force more effective. Without
speaking presumptuously, but speaking from some know-
ledge of the service -having served in every grade
since the time of the Trent affair-I may say that I have
come to the conclusion that thero is no system that can be
adopted better suited to the condition and the requirements
of Canada than the present. I beliove that while it is best
suited to the circumstances of the country, it is, at the
same time, capable of the easiest and least expensive expan-
sion, if expansion is necessary. But if the force is to bo
made thoroughly effective, the hon. Minister of Militia
should be prepared to come to the flouse and ask sufficient
money to call out the forces once every year; and I believe
that if the House were to give the matter full considera-
tion it would be willing to grant the money required
for that purpose. As the law now stands, and as the
Estimates brought down to the House are framed, these
forces are called out only once every second year. This
might be a matter of very little consoquence if this
whole question of a Militia force were one merely of
amusement, but if wo are in earnest in spending this moncy
for the purpose of maintaining an effective Militia force, it
seems to me a pity that so large a proportion of the $750,000
which appear in the Estimates for Militia, should be practi-
cally wasted, as I consider it is, under the present system of
drilling every other year. I took to camp a regiment, last
year, newly formed and completely filled. My turn will not
come this year, and the third year will have to come round
before these mon will go to camp again. The result is that
all the labor we took in re-organizing our battalion-which
was necessary under the peculiar circumstances that existed
-all the money spent on the last annual drill will be abso-
utely wasted because those men will have forgotten by the
next drill everything they learned at the last. Not only so,
but this long interval between camp drills has the effect
of breaking up the esprit de corps and taking away
the pride which the men feel in their own efficioncy
and the efficiency of their regiment. By the time the third
drill came around the time spent in drill would be wholly
lest, because all the men will then be entitled to leave
the force. I repeat that the first year's drill is of little use
because it is not followed up, but the third year is absolutely
wasted. It seems to me that if the hon. Minister of Militia
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would have the courage to come down to the House and ask
for the comparatively small addition of expenditure which
would be required-and an increase of the Estimate to
$1,000,000 would do it-that the House and the country
would consider the money well spent. The sum of $150,000
additional would enable us to drill the whole force for the
small period now allotted every year. By this means the
men would get to know their officers, and the officers their
mon, the efficiency of the regiment would gradually
improve, and the force generally would b in a botter
position for active duty. Making the strongest appeal
which can be made to those with whom oconomy is the
principal consideration, it is beyond doubt that the money
now expended is largely wasted, while, with the compara-
tively small addition of expenditure which I have men-
tioned, some practical benefit would be accomplishod. We
are obliged to keep the staff in a state of efficiency, and I
would be sorry that their prosent state of efficiency should
be lowered; but, under existing circumstances, the money,
which goes into the men's pockets is the smallest part of
the expenditure; and if we were to incroase that expendi-
ture by $150,000 we would be able to have a force qulte as
efficient as the country requir es at the present time.
Unless something of that kind is done, i for one am of
the opinion that the money now expended might just as
well be thrown into Lake Ontario. There seems to be an
idea among some hon. members, and it has its influ-
ence upon the hon. members of the Government, that
the force is sa unpopular in tho country that it would
not be advisable to expend upon them the amount
of money which would be requirod to make them
efficient. Well, Sir, I tbink that the number of officers
of the force who have 'been elected to seats in this
Hou'so is some evidence that the force is not so unpop-
ular in the country as is sometimes believed. I believe
that there is no expenditure that the people grudge
less than that upon Militia, a3 they fully understand that
the bulk of it goes back to the country and into their
pockets ; and, therefore, on that ground, as well as for the
other reasons I have mentioned, 1 think neither th3 hon.
Ministernor the Governmont should bo alarmed or should feel
that they are treading on dangerous ground w ben they touch
Militia expenditure. I hope that when the Estimates come
down, and as I believe they intend making this grant for
the purpose of infantry schools, they will also make this
additional expenditure for the purpose of making the
force efficient. Either the expenditure should be suffi-
cient to drill the whole force effectively, or else the
lorce itself sbould bo cut down to meet the expendi.
ture. To reduce the force would, however, be a matter
of impossibility, for I would not like to see the hon. Min-
ister of Militia endeavor to do away with any existing
military organization, If ho bas any doubt as to whether
or not the service is popular, let him try bis band at striking
off, say one-half of the regiments now in the force. I think
ho would find that a good deal more dangerous than increas-
ing the Militia estimates, in order to bring the force up to
the necessary point of efficiency. There is another point to
which I wish to refer, and is one which I think will ho
appreciated by every officer of the force, and it is that the
period of the annual drill should ho fixed. Under the pre-
sent arrangement if a man is employed he is only able to go
te his employerperhaps a week or ten days before drill and
tell him that he must get away. In many cases the employer
is very likely to tell him that if ho goes away ho need not
corne back. But if it was understood that at a certain
period of the year the force would be called out
for drill these difficulties would cease, because there is
no trouble about getting leave if there is a proper under-
standing in advance as to the time when the men require
to ho absent on duty. At present it generally happens that
the officers know nothing about the period of drill until a

short time before, and it cannot be expected that satis-
factory arrangements can be made between officers and
men, or between the mon and their employers under
such circumstances. I have spoken on this subject because
I think I know something about it, and I would ask the
Government to consider these points, because I believe
they are of practical importance. I should very much
prefer, instead of spending more money in establishing
infantry schools, that the course of studios at the Kings-
ton Military College should be so framed that young
mon wanting to fit themselves to take commissions might
go there, identifying the college with the force ; and
it might be arranged that every young man, after obtaining
a first year's or second year's certificate at the Military
College, should become connected with some regiment, and
be prepared to take bis post with that regiment when it
should be called out. If that were done we should hear
no more complaints of the college. As it is now, the
expenditure on that institution is regarded as simply a
piece of robbery ; because, though it is a valuable school,
it is felt that it should not b carried on entircly at the
expense of the country.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I have to congratulate the
hon. Minister ot Militia upon his military knowledge and
bis acquaintance with the military history of this country;
but I cannot congratulate him upon the change which ho
proposes to make by this Bill. I am pleased, howevor,
that ho proposes a consolidation of the Militia Acts, in
order that we may have the law on this, subject easily at
command; but, as the hon. member for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien) bas said, the amendments the hon. Minister pro-
poses are entirely in the wrong direction. The success of'
our Militia force is a matter that we ought not to lose siglht
of. I believe that the hon. Minister of Militia is enthusi-
astic in the administration of his Department-I do not
know that we could have a more enthusiastic Minister than
ho is-but I think ho takes the wrong course if ho dusires
to make the Militia force of this country effective. We
have at prosent a well trained corps of officers, and we are
training more in the "A" and "B" Batteries, and at the
Military College; we are having the educational side of'
our Militia system pretty well attended to, but the weak
part is in the drill and the instruction of the men. If' the
hon. Minister expects that ho can secure the best value for
our expenditure by training the officers as well as they
can possibly be trained, without seeing that reasonablo
care is bestowed on the training of the mon, I think ho is
making a mistake; and, as the hon. member for Muskoka
has admirably pointed out, ho is going very far in the
direction of rendering it absolutely impossible for us to
spend more money on the training of the mon. Our
Militia service now costs us about $800,000 a year. When
the expenditure proposed to be added by this Bill is
incurred, the expenditure will amount to nearly $1,000,000
a year. The hon. gentleman proposes to establish a new
battery. Our present batteries cost us $60,000 each, and I
suppose I am right in assuming that th~ new one will cost
the same. He aiso proposes to establish schools of milit ary
instruction and three companies of infantry, which are not
likely to be less expensive than those we have at presont.

Mr. CARON. Much less expensive.
Mr. ROSS. Wel, I do not think the cost of ail these

changes can be less than $100,000; and this adds to the
expenditure devoted to the training of officers, who are
pretty well trained now, whereas the rank and file, the men
on whom we depend in emergencies to do the fighting, are
only receiving a sort of perfunctory training for twelve
days in the year. I hope the hon. Minister will reconsider
his proposal, and, instead of making the increase in the
direction that ho proposes, if an increase is necessary devote
it to a thorough training of the young mon in the active
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Militia. ie might give them more pay per diem than they are
now receiving. They are willing to spend their time without
full remuneration for their services. There is somothing in
the glory of war as well as in the toil of war, and they let
the glory go, I suppose, and take 50 ets. for the toil. Let
us enlarge the time for drill, and let us make the force more
efficient, instead of spending a large amount of money in
the more trappings and flummery of military service. I do
not charge the hon. gentleman with being extravagant in
his Department ; but I am afraid that there are evidences
in the Public Accounts that he is taken up more with the
pageantry and the display of the service than with its
efficiency. What I want him to do is not to bo carried
away with the pomp and display of military reviews, but
to come down teo the hard, solid, honost work of improving
the drill for our mon, or else let us abandon the whole
thing. It is utterly useless for us to expend noarly
81,000,000 a year if our service is not made more efficient
than it is. If the hon. Minister has any surplus money
on band, "I think ho should use it in repaying our
volunteers for the many sacrifices they make, instead1
of foisting upon us a Quartermaster-General, who may1
,not bo called upon for a hundred years. If an invasion1
occurs, the hof. gentleman could obtain a Quartermas-1
ter-General in a day, who would know at what points toj
send the supplies; but this Bill will probably give us aj
Quartermaster-Genoral whoso greatest duty will be, I sup-j
pose, to draw his monthly salary. I am very much pleasedi
that the hon. Minister of Militia bas a kind word to say forg
the Military College. I believe that is one of the usefulj
departments in connection with the Militia. Our youngi
men get a training there, which not only infuses into themi
a military spirit-althongh, judging from the tone of the(
hon. Minister of Militia's remarks, we have all got the mili-i
tary spirit-but it will give our young mon a thoroughi
intellectual as well as a physical training, I am glad, then,1
that ho stands by the Military College. I regret, however,j
that ho doos not propose to substitute a Canadian-trainedf
officer for the present Major.General. I am not tgoingi
to repeat the stalo talk about keeping Canada for thei
Canadians. I do not wish to cast any reflection upon(
the prosent Major-General. I believe that, after all the1
training which the hon. gentleman claims our MilitiaE
bas received since 1836 down to the present time, we
ought to find in Canada a Major-General-a Canadian-f
trained officer with knowledge enough of military tac-(
tics and of all the duties of a Major-General, to serve usi
in that capacity as well as one brought from Eng.i
land. I appreciate the talent of these men, but we havei
had disagroeable collisions between the Major-Generale
and the officers in the service-even with the hon. Ministeri
of Militia himself. These arise not from the unfitness ofC
the officer, but from the fact that men trained in thef
English military system are not sufficiently flexible or1
clastie to understand the genius and disposition of ourN
people. Our volunteors cannot stand being knocked aboutd
like English regular soldiers. They are not accustomed to
that rigid drill, te that constant drill in barracks, whicht
brings soldiers down to that state of discipline and
obedience which perhaps a Major-General from the Old
Country trained in the English service expects. Ouri
volunteers may make as good officers and stand lire as welle
but not being trained te that system of subordination,, are s
not prepared to be treated as an English soldier would permit t
himse!f to be treated. One remedy for that would obe a i
Canadian Major-General, an officer trained bore who wouldd
understand our people, the diffleulties of our military1
institutions, and the wants of our people generally. I hopeo
the hon. Minister, should a vacancy ccur in this office of p
the service, which I believe he is sincerely anxious te
improve, will find an officer of Canadian training suitable for É
that position and apgeint him te it, that we may have the li
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satisfaction of conferring on a Canadian the highest prize of
the service. When we corne to the various clauses of the
Bill I will criticise them more closely. For instance, I do not
know the e is any necessity for the hon. Minister taking to
himself the power of establishing a torpedo corps, which
may not be called into operation for some time. Porhaps
we might let that stand. I would like to have fullerdetails
of the cartridge factory, which the hon. gentleman referred to
as an era in the history of our Militia; but as I have a notice
on the paper in reference to that, I will say no more about
it. I hope the hon. gentleman will consider the suggestions
made by the hon. member for Muskoka, and seo his way
clear not to fasten on the Militia service the enormous
burdens entailed by this troop of cavalry and the additional
battery.

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

After Recess.
Mr. IVES. Wo were all delighted with the resumé of

history which the hon. Minister of Militia gave usin moving
the second reading of this Bill; and I am sure the volunteers
throughout the Dominion will be pleased and gratified by the
highly complimentary manner in which the hon. Minister
alluded to them and their services in the past. But I was
also very much pleased with the speech of the hon. member
for Muskoka. It struck me as containing a very large
share of practical common sense within a very small
compass. It seoms to me that this question of the Militia
and Militia expenditure is one upon which common sense
ought especially to be exercised ; and I do not think a
more fitting occasion will arise than the present, for
discussing the principle upon which this expenditure is
made. This is a practical utilitarian age. Lis just the
time when the spear is likely to be beaten into the praning
hook, whon probably less respect is paid for the pomps and
glories of war than ever before. And when we con-
sider that a very large sum of money, considering our
receipts, is expended by the hon. Minister of War in Canada,
it will not be out of place to discuss the reasons for this
expenditure and the principle upon which it is made. Now,
there are certain objects which we may have in view in this
expenditure, and which the Governmont may have in view
in bringing down the annual Estimates for the Militia
forces. In the first place, their object may be to have in
Canada a force sufficient to restrain domestic riots or
insurrections, and to enforce the laws of the country. That
may b their only objeect. Or their object may be to build
up, to train and control a force which would be sufficient
auccessfully to protect our territory from the foreign
invader; or possibly their object may be twofold- -to put
down domestic insurrection, and, in case of need, to repel
foreign invasion. The time, I think-, bas come when the
hon. Minister of War should b able to state to the flouse
whether his object is simply to have a force available for
defending the laws of Canada and protocting us from
domestic insurrection and riot, or whether bis object is fur-
ther than that, to build up, train, and control, a force bore
which shall be sufficient- or all we can do in that direction
-to repel the foreign invader. If bis object be the latter,
if that be the purpose which the Government have in view
in this expenditure, it seems to me a very different course
should ho pursued from that if the object were simply
to have a force bore for use in case of dornestic insurrec-
tion. In one case we would require a small but well
drilled regular force-such a force as the "A" and "B"
Batteries-and which force, perbaps a little more scattered
over the Dominion, would be amply sufficient for that pur-
pose, and there would be no need whatever for the volunteer
system or the volunteer Militia. We would have no need
for the Military College, or for military schools, with their
arge and expensive staffs. If the object is simply to have
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a force sufficient to quell an insurrection, thon a small re-
galarforce,like "A"-and "B"Batteries, is all that werequire.
1 must take it, therefore, that the hon. Minister has in view
the building up and training of a force for other purposes,
in order teoenable him successfully to rosist the invasion of
the country, because he has gone very much further than
organizing and keeping up a small army. But it strikes
me that if the object be simply te preparo our people for a
war, "A" andI "B " Batteries and the increased force proposed
in this Bill are entirely out of keeping and out of point with
the rest of the system. Thore is ne possible connection
between the regular force and the volunteer force. The
regular force is not an cxample to the volunteer force,
because the volunteers never see the regulars, unless thev
happen te live in Kingston or Quebec. The regular
force does not furnish drill instructors for the volunteers-
they have no connection with the' volunteers. Thon I say
that if the object of the hon. Minister of Militia is to educate
our people to fight the foreign invader, whence the necessity
of the regular army that we are commencing to build up,
and whence the necessity of increasing that regular force?
It does not help to educate the great mass of our people.
If we have a few men in Kingston and Quebec thoroughly
drilled and trained, it would not help to educate the masses
of the people in the use of the rifle if we were to increase
that force, and if we were to add to it a troop of cavalry,
as is proposed. I say that there is no logical connection
between the regular force that we have, and the scheme of
oducating our people to rosist a forcign invasion. There is
no sequence, no connection, between the Military College at
Kingston and the education of the volunteors, because, as I
understand it, that college is not intended to educate
regimental offi:ers, it is not intended as a training school
for commissioned and non-commissioned officers who are to
command our regiments; therefore, it is something which
has no connection with what we must take to be the main
object the hon. Minister las in view in this Militia expen-
dituie. Now, if the object be to train our peop!e into war-
liko habits, if you will, or, ut ail events, in the use of the
rifle, thon there are two courses to take. In tho first place,
we might croate skeleton companios ; and, in the next
place, we might have, as we are supposed to have, full
companies. Now, the Government have proceeded on the
plan of enlisting full companies of fifty mon, and of organ-
izing complote regiments. We must suppose that their
object is to drill and train those full companies, but for the
reason that they cannot afford the necessary money to do
it, instead of drilling and training them every year, as
the lon. member for Muskoka says is necessary, in
order to make training of any avail, they drill them
every other ycar, and the result is, as the hon. member1
for Muskoka, who is a practical warrior, has toldi
us,. that before they come to the next drill they havei
forgotten ail they learned at the first. It does seom to mei
that from this point the hon. Minister ought to start with a
more definite object in view. If his object is simply to havei
a force sufficient to put down an insurrection, thon a smallj
regular force like "A" and "B" Batteries is sufficient, and we
do net need a volunteer systom ut ail. If his object is te teach1
our people to be able to repel a foreign invasion, thon those1
batteries form no part of that scheme and he ought te findi
means necessary to educate and drill the soldiers so as to
make their training of some use to them. Now, I havei
always been in favor of the plan of a skeleton army. We(
cannot possibly be expected to expend the money necessaryi
to drill and train, in an efficient manner, the nominal num-î
ber of volunteers now enrolled in Canada. We cannot be ex-i
pected to do that with no war in view, with no probabilityof1
an invasion; we cannot be expected te furnish the nocessaryc
money to drill even the present number of volunteers1
efficiently and thoroughly. Then what should we do? In,
my opinion we should adopt the skoloton system; that is to

say: instead of having companies of fifty we should have
companies of ten; instead of drilling fifty men and paying
them we should have a less number and drill them efficient-
ly. We should not drill them biennially but annually, we
should pay them sufficient remuneration so that we could get
a suitable class of mon to enter the force, and we should in-
sist upon their remaining during the whole term for which
they have enlisted. Under the prosent system the pay is
so much less than can be obtained in any other pursuit, that
it is very difficult indeed to obtain the right class of men to
enter the force as volunteers. And from the fact that
the pay is so little, it is almost impossible to enforce
discipline, and the result is that the man who is en-
rolled to-day, and who goes out ·this year into camp, is
more unlikoly to be there ut the next drill than any other
man in the community. By the time the next drill comes
round ho has gone to the United States, or to Winnipeg
or Fort McLeod, or to some other part of the Domi-
nion. There is no effort made to keep him, or to bring
him back to continue bis drill on the next occasion
when the company is called out. The result is that when
the drill is ordered the mon who form the force are com-
paratively new mon. But there would be the same advan-
tage gaino even though these men wore scatterod, even
though they were to be found in Ontario or Manitoba,
whercas they formerly belongod to a company in Quebec, if
they had been sufficiently educated to retain the advantage
of the education they had roceived. But the time is so
short and they are so seldom called out that they do not
get thoir drill sufficiently learnod to be of any use to
them anywhere. The only advantage they get from
the drill is the knowledge of the use of the rifle, how
to handle it, and how to shoot with some degree of
precision. Now, it seems to me that if no greater amount
of money can be afforded than is at prosent given to this
object, the lion. Minister should enroll a less number of men,
and should drill them every year, and drill them for a
longer period and pay them better; and e should insist
upon having in some cases a botter class of men, and
npon tier remaining in the force during the time
for which they have eulisted. It seems to me this
plan of skoleton battalions would exactly meet the objoct
which the hon. Minister has in view. IIe would thon have
always ton men to form the nucleus of a company ; ho
would always have. ton mon thoroughly drilled and
trained, who could furnish the non-commissioned officers
when the company was filled up. Ho would have ut
least ton mon who would thoroughly know thoir drill,
and in case of invasion, or war, and of wanting te
prepare for war, the organization would be complete,
the company would be organized, the officers would be
ready to take their places, and all that would be neces-
sary would be to fIl up the company with the full
strength of fifty mon. Now, I undertake to say that if the
hon. Minister would eut down the number of men ho
undertakes to drill, would give an annual drill, would give
a longer period of drill, and would mako the mon actual
soldiers, the scheme of educating our peoplo and of forming
the nucleus of an army would be much more successful
than it has been in the past. It seems to me that the
measure which the hon. Minister has proposed, in se far as
it changes the old law, is a stop, not in the direction of
making botter soldiers, but of making more officers. The
defect in our system is net the want of officers so
much, not the want of experienced officers so much,
as the want of training and drill in the force ut large, in the
rank and file. The system that we are pursuing is giving us
highly trained officers, graduates of Kingston College,
officers who have been taught by "A" and "B" Batteries;
but the mon are not drilied, have but a superficial know-
ledge of the use of fire-arms, and take very little interest in
the force, because they are not properly paid, and because
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they feel that the Government is treating them niggardly
and unfairly. They have no esprit de corps, and take no
interest in their duties. Of course, to these remarks there
are exceptions. There are regiments and battalions who do
take an interest for the love of it ; there are corps which
i t is necessary to except, but these remarks apply-I can
appeal to officers who represent constituencies in this louse,
if it is net the fact-generally to the Militia force of Canada
at the prosent time. Now, as I have said before, the
measure which the lon. Minister proposes, in so far
as it is an amondment of the existing laws, instead
of being a stop towards giving the men more pay,
of drilling them oftener and for a longer time, is a
stop towards enlarging the standing army and creating
more schools for officers. When I go down to Richmond
and am accosted by the officers and men of the lRichmond
Battalion, and they ask me: what about these old coats and
bats we have had to wear for years, what answer
shall I make them? I will tell them that the Government
cannot give them any new uniforms because they have no
money with which to buy uniforms; but they must remom-
ber this : that the Government has a very fine Military
College at Kingston. And if they find fault with those
great guns, to which I referred the other evening, as being
altogether unsuitable for the purpose, the only consolation
I can give is, that the regular army is being increased, and
that it has very fine guns, fittings and trappings through-
out. If they say that their pay is insufficient, that
50 ets. a day is net sufficient to induce them to give
up their occupation and enter the volunteer force, or
continue lin it, the reply naturally will be, that the
hon. Minister of Militia ias created an additional staff-
officer, a new Quartermaster-General. I am not going
to quarrel with the measure further than this: to say-
and I appeal to volunteer officers in the House-that the
defects in our system are not the want of officers, not
the want of military schools, not that there is a too small
standing army, but that the pay given to the volunteers,
and the length of tine they are drilled, are not sufficient to
croate an cfficient volunteer force. It is very easy for us to
talk about the volunteers of the country and the services
they have rendered. They have rendered noble services,
and they would render noble services again, if occasion
roquired, and so would every inhabitant, whether belonging
to the force or not. If the country were invaded, every
b>dy would turn out te repel the invaders; but it is useless
to deceive ourselves with the idea that the volunteers
are satisfied with 50 ets. a day and biennial drill. They are
not, and do not consider themselvos sufficiently drilled. We
will never have good volunteers, and an interest taken by
volunteers in volunteering, unless the Government are pre-
pared to increase the Estimates for the payment of the mon,
not for the officers' schools and the standing army, but for
the rank and file, which comprise the volunteer force of
the -Dominion.

Mr. HESSON. I am very much in accord with the
remarks which have fallen from the on. member for
Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), and also from fthe on.
member from Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien). I feel that of the
large sum expended for military purposes in Canada,
$773,000, a very small proportion is expended on the rank
and file of the volunteer force. That sum amounts to only
8250,000 for the purposes of drill and similar expenditures,
out of the total sum of $773,000, which is a small sum for
training an armed force in Canada. If it is nocessary to
have and to encourage a military spirit, and I presume it is,
for I do not think there is any hon member who does not feel
it is absolutely necessary, not only for the present, but for
the future, a considerable expenditure is necessary. If the
Dominion is to make such progress as we anticipate, the mili-
tary spirit must increase with the growth and development of
our resources; and if we have interests to defend and
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protect, we must have the necessary appliances, and these
can only be obtained by encouraging the rank and file of
the Militia force to devote a small porti.on of their time to
the duties that devolve upon themr. It is unreasonable to
expect that a volunteer can, by having a biennial drill of
eight or ton days, secure such practice as will be of advan-
tage to a regular force, or such a force as we hope to have
for such an outlay as we are making. If the hon. Minister
finds it necessary to establish three more schools for the
purpose of educating men as officers, I think a large
expenditure is necessary in the direction spoken of by the
hon. members for Richmond and Wolfe, ant Muskoka,
namely, on the rank and file, who do not consider 50 ets.
a day is · proper consideration for the duties they are
called upon to undertake as volunteers. I am quite
certain, from the information I have obtained, that
the various companies in Canada are perfectly willing to
give their time- and talents in order te do all they
can to encourage the spirit of the volunteer movement,
and they cannot do that with no allowance made to the
men for drilling at other periods than at the biennial drill
of eight or ten days. These companies must be brought
out and kept in something like actual drill during a portion
of the year, as well as at the brigade camps. I feel it to
be a great injustice to the men, who are at times called
upon, perhaps, to abandon very remunerative employments,
to go and drill at camps and the brigade camps during
the busy seasons, and to make these sacrifices for the
small pay of 50 ets. a day; and, as has been said by
gentlemen thoroughly acquainted with the spirit required
in a soldier, this cannot very well be secured,
if it is possible, that, at the end of the drill, ho may go
away, and two years afterwards, if he returns, he will have
no more information than when he first commenced his
drill. I feel it is necessary that if large expenditures are to
be made in the direction of establishing schools, to give us,
as you might say, a regular standing army, and te qualify
officers to discharge their duties, it is equally incumbent on
the House te place a large surn in the Estimates for the rank
and file. What is the use of an able staff officer without
men to command; and wo know the difficulties which
officers commanding companies in the various battalions
throughout Canada exporience in securing men to keop them
together. Seeing that tbey have so little inducements to
offer, the hon. Minister of Militia ought to go further than ho
has gone, and give all the battalions now enrolled in Canada
an annual drill instead of biennial, as in the past. I just
rose to say that I endorse what has been stated by the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe and the on. member for
Muskoka in that direction; and I feel that other gentlemen
acquainted with this matter in this House, would express
views on this question, in the direction of paying the rank
and file more liberally, and of giving them more frequent
opportunities of drill. I am surprised that in this expenditure
of $773,000, there is no less a sum than $52,000 set dowii for
the care of stores and ammunition. This appears to me
te be one-fifth of the whole sum paid te the rank and file;
and if this be a fair proportion of the total expenditure
under this head, then the mon and officers who do the hard
work are net sufficiently paid; and I would like to see a large
sum voted for that purpose.

Mr. LISTER. Irise net for the purpose of criticising this
Bill in a hostile manner, that I leave to those who are
more familiar with the subject-fthe Captains and Colonels,
and Brigadier-Generals in the Hoyse, who are possessed of
all the necessary information. I suppose that the hon.
Minister of Militia has decided that this Bill shall become
law; and if so, it is expedient that it should be, in every
respect, put into desirable shape. I am not very familiar
withlthis subject,butI have had handed me by agentleman who
ls perfectly familiar with it, a copy of the Bill, which I con-
eider to be in some respects defective. I would call the
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attention of the hon. gentleman to certain of its clauises in
order that before it again comes before the House it may
receive that consideration which I am sure ho will give it.
If he turns to clause thirty-nine ho will find it provided that
the commanding officer shall have the right ta institute an
action against any person for the value of public property
taken by the men or others. Public property in this Bill
is distinguished from certain other property belonging to
battalions and companies, such as the colors of the regiment,
the regimental books, records, band instruments, &c.; and I
would suggest the propriety of inserting, in addition to the
public property they are responsible for, the words
" the property of the corps." I would also call the
attention of the hon. gentleman to section forty-two, and
suggest that the words "of the corps" be inserted after the
words "public property." In this way, the mon or persons
wbo may covert such property, would be amenable to the
law at the instance of a certain person, and it would be com-
petent and proper to prosecute them under the provisions of
this Bill, the same as if they had coverted such public pro-
perty. These are, to my mind, very important additions to
the Bill, and will make it more perfect, if it is decided by the
Government that it shall become law. I think that the re-
marks of my hon. friend from Richmond and Wolfe, strike
the key-note on this question ; and while congratulating
the hon. Minister of Militia on the very able and eloquent
way in which ho put his views before the House
on this subject, I feel that such is not the case when the
hon. Minister states that the country would not vote
against the organization as it now exists. I am not
prepared to express my own opinion on this subject; but I
do say that, so far as the volunteer service is concerned, in
its present condition, there is a very wide difference of
opinion as to the desirability of keeping it up. I well
remember, in 1878, when the hon. gentlemen who now
occupy the Treasury benches were before the country seek-
ing to defeat the Mackenzie Administration, that upon every
platform throughout the country, whore a volunteer com-
pany was in existence, these mon sounded the changes on
the fact that the Mackenzie Government was only paying
the volunteors the miserable and wretched sum of 50 ets. a
day. The object for which this was done, and the inferenoe
which was to be drawn there from are obvious: that if these
hon. gentlemen were placed in power, the volunteers, who
had been so inadequately paid in the past, and who had been
asked to make such great sacrifices in the public int3rest,
would be compensated to the degree and extent to which they
were entitled. I say that the Bill before the House will b
looked upon by the people of this country with amazement,
when they consider that the men, who go out year after year,
and expose themselves to expense and privation, as these men
have to do, in drilling annually, are only to get the misera-
ble, wretched, and miserly sum of 50 cts. a day for their ser-
vicos, while the hon. Minister of War adds to the staff-to
the large staff-which already exists, and which consumes,
I am safe to say, three-quarters of the immense appropria-
tion which ho aks from this House. These are
questions which the people of this country will, at no very
distant date, perhaps, have brought before them; and they
will feel that it is an injustice to the volunteers that these
men should only get 50 ets. a day notwithstanding our
boasted surplus, while the Minister of War adds officer after
officer at princely salaries to be paid out of the public Trea-
sury of the country. I say, therefore, that it is no wonder
that my hon. friend the memter for Richmond and Wolfe,
(Mr. Ives) should have taken a position of semi-hostility to
the Government, as he has done on the question before the
liouse. We must not forget that these men, whom the hon.
Minister of Militia ha been lauding so highly-these men
who were so ready to take up arms when their country was
in danger--ehould be compensated for the services they have
rendered. The hon. member for Muskoka, who, I have no
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doubt, has been a veteran himself, for he certainly lookslike
a warlike man, does not speak approvingly of the Bill
introduced by the hon. Minister of Militia; and I hope
that, in the interests of and in justice to the volunteers,
the scheme proposed in the Bill will be abandoned,
and that one more Vsimple and feasible-one which will
at loast, to a small extent, do justice to our volunteers who
sprang to our defence in the past, and are ever ready to
defend us in the future, will be introduced. With regard
to the lon. Minister of Militia, so long as hon. gentlemen
opposite are in power, I believe there is no man in their
party who is botter fitted for the position than he is-I
bave not a word to say against him. I believe he is tho-
roughly in earnest in his endeavors to improve the Militia
system; but ho must have seen, when he visited the camp
in London in company with Goneral Luard, or the other
gatherings of the volunteers which have been held through-
out the country, that many of these men require new and
botter clothing than they have at present. Instead of
spending money as is proposed to be done, and in adding new
officers to the force, in providing for the payment of large
salaries to friends, it would be botter to give the money to the
volunteers of the country so as to encourage thom to serve
and make more efficient soldiers, and a more efficient force
generally. I thank the House fGr the indulgence it has
shown me in the few words I have uttered on this question;
and if my remarks shall have any effect in extending to the
volunteers a fairer amount of consideration than they
appear to have received in this Bill, I shall be amply satis-
fied with the performance of the duty I have undortaken in
addressing the House.

Mr. SCRIVER. I do not rise for the purpose of prolong-
ing this debate at any considerable extent. Thc hon. mem-
ber for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) alluded to the fact that there
are a good many representatives of the volunteors in this
House. • I have been somewhat surprised, however, that so
few of these hon. gentlemen have taken part in this debato,
for the discussion has been carried on almost exclusivoly by
hon. mombers who, like myself, are laymen, and cannot
claim that experience which would enable them to discuss
this question as intelligibly as they might desire. But all
of us have had opportunities of observation, and whether we
have had the honor of commanding battalions or net, or of
commanding companies in battalions, wo cannot have shut
our eyes to the defect of the system now in force. I must say
that I subscribe almost entirely to the opinions which
have been uttered by my hon. friend from Riehmond and
Wolfe. Like myself he represents a constituency in which
the volunteer element is pretty large. I have no doubt
that in his constituency, as in mine, there are many men,
whom, like the bon. member for Muskoka, have served thoir
country faithfully and well-have taken a warm and
enthusiastie interest in the volunteer movement, and have
devoted much time and labor and incurred considerable
expense in what bas been, I regret to say, a somewhat vain
attempt to raise this systom to an efficient point. I am
bound to say that there has been deterioration rather than
improvement of late years, and I am bound to express
the opinion that the cause of this deterioration has not been
in the want of efficient, trained, and earnest officers, but
has lain rather in the deterioration in the rank and
file. It has arisen, at all events in the frontier con-
ties, from two causes: first, the utterly insufficent pay
given to the volunteers during the term of their drill;
and, secondly, the great movement which is constant-
ly taking place among large numbers of our young men
by their removal to the North-West and the Western
States. It has been almost a matter of necessity to
bring new mon into the ranks, and it has been alse
almost a matter of necessity, in order to obtain the fall
strength of the companies, to have young mon, or rather
boys, who are not fitted to be taken into camp at all; and
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many of these have only had the benefit, as my hon. friend
bas said, of a few days drill which is given in each year. I
do not know that this difficulty eau be remedied to any
great extent. It will continue to exist, at all events, as long
as the presont movement of the young men te the North-
West continues; but it can be remedied in some measure by
an increase of the pay which bas been given to the volun-
teers. I believe, with the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe, that there is no need for more officers, that
the movement contemplated by the Bill of the bon. Min-
ister of Militia bas not been called for, and that it would
be much more judicious to expend the money which it is
proposed to expend in the establishment of those additional
schools, in the payment of the voluntoors whon they are out,
and for having annual drills instead of biennial drills. 1
sinceroly trust that the bon. Minister of Militia will bo dis-
posed to reconsider this question, and if ho cannot see bis
way clear to change bis policy with regard to the establish-
mont of these sEchools, he will, at all events, give ear to the
representations given to him rogarding the propriety of
having more frequent drills and increasing the pay of the
mon who take part in them.

Mr. BERGIN. The complaint made lby my hon. friend
from Huntingdon (Mr. Seriver), that hon. gentlemen con-
nected with the force have not taken part in this debate, is
certainly refreshing. We bave attempted to get the floor
on several occasions since this dobate began, but our lay
brethren have forestalled us. They were anixious to take
part in this fray, though they wero not so anxious to take
part in the other fray which took place some years ago.

Mr. SCRIVER. Wre wero high privatos, and we shoul-
dered our rifles, too.

Mr. BERGIN. I do not suppose that the Bill of the hon.
Minister of Militia is perfect. No doubt, like other Bills,
it bas its imperfections, but that it is in the right direction,
I think, no member of the active Militia, w ho -thoroughly
understands its wants and knows how it has been treated in
the past, will attempt to dispute. I think, Sir, that the hon.
Minister of Militia deserves very great crodit for this
attempt to consolidate the Militia Law, to place within a
compass, that they can be easily got tt, all 'the obli-
gations wbich the law demands of the Militia force. In
doing this ho bas added somewhat to the law, and I am
sorry to say, that in some respects, he has not taken from
the old law some of what, I think, the force look upon as its
most objectionable clauses. But I think ho has donc agreat
deal under the circumstances, and when I hearto night, from
gentlemen who are laymen; who really know nothing of
the force, that the force has doteriorated, I cannot hold
expressing my astonishment. I bave been connected with
the force for more than twenty years; I have the honor to
command as fine a Militia regiment, I think, as there is to
be found in the Dominion-a regiment which, I think, is an
honor to those glorious old counties of Stormont and Glen-
garry, and which bas not doteriorated. lis physique is as
good, its morale as good, and its ranks as fui, as it was when
first gazetted aud admitted to the active force. If theÎ
Militia force bas deteriorated, wby should this regiment be
any exception? If, Sir, there ehoany change-I flatter mys.elfî
there is a change--it is a botter regi ment than it was fifteenf
years ago.8

Mr. SCRIVER. It las a botter colonel. •
Mr. BERGIN. I accept the compliment, I bave im-s

proved with age, and I have no doubt the hon. gentle- t
man is as accurate in this as he was in some of the i
remarks he made to-night. However, whether a good t
or a bad colonel, I have the interest of the service at t
heart, and I have done everything I could to benofit, not
only that regiment, but the whole force. It is true, as bas I
been said, that the militiameni, when in camp, receive only b
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50 ets. a day and rations. This is not a very large sum. I
should be glad to see it raised to 75 ets., or $1. I
admit it would not be sufficient to remunerate the men for
their Ioss of time; but I know that the militiamen of this
country look upon their annual camp as a holiday, and are
delighted to go out for sixteen days in the year, bocause they
feel that the sum awarded to them from theGovernment, is
not so much a remuneration for their services, as to protect
them from actual loss and to provide them pocket money for
the time they are abroad serving their country. The officers,
we all know, are paid but a small sum also; but they go cheer-
fully and willingly to the camp, though they have often to
make groat sacrifices to do so. As a matter of fact the men of
the volunteer Militia, who are desirous of doing ther duty,
do not complain that they are not sufficiently paid
at 5 ets. a day. but that they are not allowed to go
out for sixteen days in every year for 50 et,. a day.
And this brings me to notice one of the most objec-
tionable features of this Bill. It fixes the period of
enlistment at three years only. low much service
does the hon. Minister of Militia expect to obtain from
a militiaman in three years, if he is only to be called out
for eight days every other ycar? low much knowledge
can he acquire of bis duties in that time? A mlitiaman
is only able to get cleaned up, or, as a smart officer once
said, got "Ilicked ito shape," when his eight days drill
expires. But if thore were sixteen days, in the first eight
days he would acquire, not the frippery and the frummery,
as the hon. member for West iMiddleseg says, of the service,
but a knowledge of his duties as a soldier. He learns to
take caro cf bis dress, to be properly accoutred, and so
forth. Would the hon. member for West Middlesex prefer
a soldier going through the street with his cap drawn
down below his brows, looking at bis fet, and slouching
along as though ashamed of the service, or the gallant
fellow, with cap above bis brow, looking straight to the
front, and afraid of nobody, rot evon of the critics
opposite, proud to be a servant of lier Majesty and wear
her unifo-rm. If thore is one thing more than another
for which the hon. Minister of Militia deserves
credit-and ho has been a painstaking, industrious
head of the departmnt since ho bas been alpointed
-it is that ho has not been ashamned to go abroad ard show
that he is a member of the force, and give encouragement
to the officers, who have not hesitated to put their
hands deep into their pockets and provide themselves
with expensive uniforms and other nocossaries, so as
to set a good example to thoir mon. If you look at the
history of the British army, you will find that the men who
took the most pride in dress, like Wellington and the gallant
Picton, were the men most beloved by their troop?, who
established the best discipline, and had behind them the
best soldiers. So the hon. Minister of Militia has inspired
the officers and men of the force with a good morale, and I
bave no doubt his visits have had the effect of infusing a
better spirit and renowed interest. It has been said
that the expenditure on the military school is money thrown
away. Well, it is not a school of our creation, I believe.
But there can be no doubt that it has done, and is doing, a
great deal of good. Since it is the custom to-night to
give advice to the ion. Minister of Militia, lot me make a
suggestion as to the use to which ho could put the men
educated in the college. In 1866, one of tho great wants
felt byGeneral Macdougall was that of a topographical
survey of this country. We have no such thing as a good
topographical map of Canada. There is a good deal of abil-
ty in that school, and it migh.t be held out as a reward te
the meu who distinguish themselves, that, after they
got through, they should be employed by the Govern-
ment in making a tolographical survey of the country.
n this way we should be utilizing these young mon
both for their own good and the good of the country.
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I may be permitted to call the attention'of the honm Minister
to one or two objections that I have to the Bill, which ho per-
haps may feel it in bis power to remove. I notice that, in
one of the clauses of this Bill, if a company of the Active
Militia called out for active service is not filleo, it will be in
the power of the commanding officer to fill the vacancies
by the ballot. This, I think, is a mistake, for company
service at all events.

Mr. CARON. That is only in cao cf active service, and
is an old law.

Mr. BERGIN. I am glad to be corrected if I have mis-
understood the clause, because I think that would be a very
great mistake. I would alsoîcalt the attention of the
hon. iMinister to what I think is an omission in the Bill. I
know it is a fact, from knowledge acquired in the varions
camps I have attended, that occasionally in a squad of first-
class men there will ho a man of bad character, a drunkard,
a profane wretch, one who makes the night hideons and
disturbs every man in the camp. Under the prosent Militia
Law, it is not in the power of the officer commanding the
company, or Ihe officer commanding the regiment, to dis-
miss him. I think if this power wero given to the officer
commanding the regiment, upon enquiry, it would conduce
very much to the advantage and discipline of the foice. If
the hon. Minister can sce bis way to add to the annual
grant for drill purposes, so that men can bo kept out for
sixteen days in the year an I drilled every year, ho will be
conferring a very great boon on the force. Thore eau
be no question, as I said before, that eight days is entire-
]y too short a period in which to teach a man bis
drill; and, really, if you expect Io teau him much
drill in sixteen days you will be disappointed ; but .you
will have taught that which is more necessary even than
drill-discipline-and that is all you cau expect to teach
men even in sixteen days. To accomplish that you require
to keep them out that period, [ecause the period of enlist-
ment being for thrce years only, you must have thei out
every year, or, to use the words of a former speaker, the
money expended on these annual camps will be entirely
thrown away. So far as regards the proposal to appoint a
Quartermster-General, I do not see that the Act expresses
that intention; but, as I understand it, the hon. Minister of
Militia merelytakes power, should ho find it necessary so to
do, to appoint a Quartermaster-Goneral. As to the enrol-
ment of the extra corps, I am not prepared to .give
an opinion at this moment. No doubt the hon. Min.
ister of Militia and the Government have considered the
matter carefully, and bave good reason for tho introduc-
tion of this clause in the Bill, and the establishment of these
extra branches of the force on a permanent footing. If they
are to form a nucleus for a regular army, if' they are
intended to beo used for police purposes, as well as for pur-
poses of instruction, I do not think the number to be
onrolled is any too large; at all events, I think the experi-
ment will be worth the exponditure.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The debate on this question has been
so prolonged that I hesitate to occupy the attention of the
House, even for a very few moments, but having been so
many years connected with the Active Militia, I feel that in
justice I may do so. I must commend the hon. Minister
of Militia for the care ho has taken in the preparation of
this Bill. As the law stood, it was scattered
about in diffo ont Statute-books, quite beyond the reach
of any officer of the Active Militia. The hon. gentle-
man has added, I might say, an increase of confidence to
that which the Active Militia throughout the whole country
bas always extended to him. In him they felt they had at
their head a Minister who took a deep interest in their
welfare, in the development of the force, and in that loyal
sentiment which alone actuates them in coming forward to
enroll themselves to defend their country. I fear that the

groove, perhaps, into which many hon. gentlemen have
fallen in connection with this matter, has been rather a
narrow one. I look upon the Bill, not as referring alone to
the active or the volunteer force, but as embracing
the whole defensive force of the country-the Re-
serve and Active Militia and Marine. The hon. member
for Middlesex (Mr. Ross), I understand, bas made an
attenpt to mislead the House and to make it apparent that
the object Canadians have in enrolling themselves in the
active Canadian Militia is simply for parade. To my know.
ledge, such is not at all the case. I feel they are actuated
by a far higher motive. I fool that we have enrolled our-
selves more for the object of defending our country in every
way we possibly can. The hon. membor for Richmond and
Wolfe, during the course of his remarks, objected strongly
to the formation of "4A " and "B " Batteries, bocause, in his
estimation, they are a standing army. I look upon them
in an entirely different light. I look upon them simply as
schools of instruction for the Active Militia, and if they are
kept as they are the expenditure made on thom ougbt not
in any way tend to decrease the expenditure upon the active
Militia generally. Thore can be no doubt it is quite
impossible to keep a force thoroughly efficient, which is
only called ont for active service once in two years.
What we sadly lack are schools of instruction, which the
non-commissioned officers of the different regiments-the
officer3-as well, can attend, occasionally, in order to refrosh
their knowledge of military matters. If camps were formed
every alternate year for non-commissioned and commis-
sioned officers of the corps which are not called
out, it would add greatly to the efficiency of the force.
During a discussion in the House a few days ago some
papers wer e moved for by some hon. gentleman, asking for
returns of correspondence in reference to the withdrawal of
British troops from Halifax. I was glad to hear that no
such correspondence had taken place. I trust that the hon.
Minister of Militia, as well as the right hon. gentleman at
the hed of the Government, will resist any effort of that
kind. It seems to me that a station at Halifax and a station
at Victoria, in British Columbia, should be Imperial stations,
and that we Canadians should enroll ourselves and do all
that we possibly can towards defending the long lino
between the two oceans. My hon. friend from Hunt-
ingdon (Mr. Scriver) has cast a reflection upon the present
efficiency of the volunteer force which 1, as a member,
cannot allow to pass unchallengèd. My experience is that
the force is quite as efficient now as it was many years ago.
Truc, we have not now excitement to induce men to come
forward and fill the ranks that we had thon, but the force is
com pose.l of a respectable body of mon, and the officers, to
my knowledge, are very well up in their duties. The hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), in the course
ofhis remarks, asked whether the intention of the Minister
of Militia was to enroll a force for the internal protection of
the country, or for defence against invasion. Well,,Sir, it
seems to me that under this Act which the hon. Minister
has introduced, there would be no difficulty whatever in
placing the iRserve Militia in such a position 1hat it could
be enrollel for defensive purposes and would always be
ready. We flnd that the graduates of the Military Sohools
of Gunnery pass away from the Active Militia altogether,
they do not romain in the force; whereas they could be
utilized to a great extent by being added to the reserve
force, so that their services would be available whenever
they are required.

Mr. DAWSON. I listened with a good deal of attention
to the speech of the hon. Minister of Militia and Defence. I
must siy, from all I can sec of this Bill, that I think it is a
stop in the right direction. I do not think the alterations
proposed are open to the severe criticisms which have been
passed by the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe, and
several other hon. gentlemen. Of course, in an extended
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country like ours, we cannot have a perfect system extend- standard as required in England, to allow mon to tako
ing everywhere, but still something has been done, and Iprominont positions in the British service. 1 look upon it
have no doubt that the changes proposed will be to the that the fact that cadets who have accepted commissions in
alvantage of the country at large. It is certainly necessary the British arry la of great advantago te Canada. Born
that we should have a Militia organization of some sort, for hou. gentlemen may Dot view the question as 1 view it; but
imperfect as it may be, in the event of the necessity arising, I hold that these cadets who leave Canada to enter the
these companies would serve as a nucleus to a much larger British army stili remain Canadians, and ai ter a few years
force in the future. However, 1only rose with the intention of valuable experience, which they must acquire in the
of drawing the attention of the hon. Minister of Militia and British service, they return Vo the Dominion and we are.
Defence to the particular district which I have the honor to able to utilize thoir services, and the experience which they
represent. Now, I think when acertain sum is to b expended have thus obtainod is of great value Vo this country. Fifty-
on Militia, and on the organization of volunteer companies, four cadets have graduated from the Royal Military Oollege
it should be extended over the Dominion at large. I think up to July, 1882. These cadets have been omployed as
there should be some system adopted, by which every part follows: eleven have joined the army; Canada bas kept
of the Dominion might participate in that expenditure. hirty-four graduates, who have been employed on raîlways
The district I represent is 900 miles long, from east to and in other pursuits, but whose services bave been of use
west, and it has a population verging on 40,000, but wo have Vo Canada and have been utilized on Canadian sou; one bas
only half a company in the whole of that district. At Sault Ste. gone to New Zealand, and there are oight 11W in the United
Marie, at Prince Arthur's Landing, which is now getting to States.
be a considerable place, and on Lake Huron, the Island of An hon. MEMBER. bar, hear.
Manitoulin and other places, they are very anxious to formC . h. member says "heur, hear," but ho
volunteer companies, but nothing has as yet been done. I1 M r N ho
hope the Minister of Militia and Defence will see his way onstherand r utoalaadInidr tae ifs. gret
to acting towards that district as he bas done to other
districts in Canada. So far as I can see, I believe the railway eonpany like the Grand Trunk, or the Canada
Bill is a step in the right direction, and I shall be'very Pacifie, utilizes the services of these graduates on railway
happy to give it my cordial support. works, enioying them in Canada or elsowhere, Vhey areemploying Caniadians in Canadian companies.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have listened with some little at- Mr. IVES. Will the hon, gentleman state how manyif
tention and a great deal of pleasure to the interesting dis- any, graduatos have commissions in the Canadian Yolantccr
eussion with which the several military gentlemen have force.
indulged this Houso, and I would like to ask the hon. Min-
ister of Militia wbat these great improvements and this Con-
solidation Bill of my hon. friend are going to cost the a deep interest in Militia matters, bas beon carried away by
country ? hs Bitlwithout iooking at the subjeet-matter attempted to

GoUnrYbh deait with by it. The bon, gentleman should know
Mr. CARONý. I think, from the discussion which bas taken that every cadet bas been, and is to-day, enrolled in somn

place to-night, that it is quite evident that all the hon. Miltia company, and there is noV a single cadet who gradu-
members in this House take a deep interest in the Militia aies from the Royal Military College who is net a nember
force of Canada. This is a fact very gratifying to myself, of the Militia force of Canada. That shows that hs College
for it is evident that in a country like ours, increasing every is not an institution wbich eau be Iooked down upon by the
day, becoming prosperous and powerful, it behoves our Mlitia force. Every cadet wbe ]aves that college is, as1
people to take an increasing interest in the Militia force. have said, drafted into the Mlitia force, andtheirhigh train-
We ought to have some organization-not for aggressive ing is of very great service. 1 louve that matter to any hon.
purposes, far from that-but an organization which can b gentleman who knows anything about the foreeand tho hon.
utilized by whatever Government presides over the destinies momber for Cornwall and Stormont (Mr. Bergin) bas statcd
of the country, that eau be utilized for enforcing law, for that their services in the various branches of the service aro
protecting property, and for repelling any attack which really invaluable, on account of the basons of discipline
might be made against us. I was very happy, indeed, Vo taught thom in th coîlege, and the experience an] know-
hear my predecessor, the hon. member for Digby (Mr. ledge they have acquirod. I was rather amuseci t wht
Vail) express his views upon this Bill. As I understood seemed Vo me Vo ho rather a risky statement, made on the
him, ho considered that the Military College could furnish part of my predecessor, the bon. menier for Digby (Mr.
all the instruction which we propose to give to the militia- Vail), wben ho-statoc that under his administration of the
men of Canada by the Bill which is now submitted to this Department over which I have the honor te preside, overy
honorable House. Well, Sir, I can say that the Military doUar's worth of clothing used was obtained in Canada.
College is an institution which does give instruction-an in- Such is the statemont made hy the hon. gentleman; but I
struction that must ever be useful to Canada and to Cana- can say that looking inte the records ofthe Department, his
dian intereste. I may be allowed to bring before this statements are net substantiated by facts. I have ne douht
House some statisties from the Department over which I have the hon, gentleman was very anxious, as we are ail anxious,
the honor of presiding, and which I have collected for the te obtain ail possible ciothing in Canada, ahhough ho dees
purpose of showing how the cadets and the graduates of net believe in the National Policy andin fostering our native
the Military College have been faring so far. As I have industries. Neverthele, ever since the hon, gentleman
already stated the establishment of the Royal Military left the Department thera has heen more elothing and more
College is not the Act of the present overnment, manufactured goods obtained in Canada than the hon. Mam-
nor is it the Act of the party to which I have ber for Dighy ever dreamed of ohtaining, under hie admin-
the honor to belong. The Mihtary College having been istration. That is a fact wbich cannot ho eontroverted,
organized, I believe it is an institution which should hecause the records of the Departnent establish, beyond
net be looked down unn and frowned down upon, as possibility of douht, that the hon, gentleman, during
some hon. gentlemen have done to-night. I believe it his administration, se far from getting in Canada
bas done a great deal of good for Canada. It has doneail the geods ho hm spoken of, imported them ail from
a great deal of good in proving that the instruction outside. Within the period that the policy which now pro-
which Canada confers upon the cadets is an instrue- vails in this country bas been in existence, the Department
tion which may be accepted and compared with the 1 of Miitia and Defenee bas availed itself of every possible
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opportunity to purchase articles of Canadian manufacture,
and we bave steadily reduced the importations from abroad,
as the Public Accounts will show. Hon. gentlemen will
remember, as I said before, in my opening remarks, which
it was my privilege te make te the House, when I moved
the second reading of the Bill, that I mentioned several
articles manufactured in Canada, which a couple of years
ago had to be imported. I can only say that, every day,
we are obtaining, in Canada, articles which formerly we
imported from England; but it will be understood that
there are still some articles required for our Depart-
ment whicb, notwithstanding the development of our
industries, and the establishment of new factories
constantly in the different portions of the Dominion,
for years to come cannot be manufactured in Can-
ada. I have before had occasion to state that, for various
reasons which manufacturers have explained to me, it
is impossible to manufacture at any reasonable price the
scarlet cloth used for the tunics of a large portion of the
force; and the reason is, that where this cloth is made-in
England, for instance-it is prepared, not only for the use
of the English army, but also for an extensive market on
the continent. It requires, I understand, a factory almost
alone for its own production. The great trouble connected
with the preparation of it, relates to the operation of dyoing,
which requires that the factory should be devoted entirely
to this work. Before the cloth is dyed, it is white, and
when it is to be dyed, the workman must be dressed in
linon in order that no article of any foreign nature eau be
dropped upon the cloth during the process of dyeing,
which is expensive, especially in view of the fact that every
other production must be abandoned for the purpose of
preparing this work. But with this exception, the blue
cloth and our heavy goods are manufactured in Canada.
I heard a great deal said to-night about the enor-
mous expenditure connected with this Bill. it may
be that ion. members have not examined into the
amount of money which Canada pays for ber mili-
tary organization, which is as perfect as any that exists
in any country in the world, for the purposes for which it is
required. It is not a tanding army which we do not need;
and the on. gentlemen who speak of organizing a stand-
ing army, are completely mistaken as to the intentions of
this Bill. Fortunately on this continent, we do not require
standing armies, but an organization-call it a military
organization, call it by whatever name you wish-merely for
the purpose of strengthening the civil Government, of carry-
ing out the laws, of preventing disturbances at home, and of
repelling any attack that may be made on us by designing
marauders, such as wo have already repulsed. The whole
military force of Canada costs per capita 19 ets.; and I will
submit to the House statistics which Iccollected to show that
I am not really as extravagant as the on. member for
Middlesex seeks to make it appear. I do not wish to obtain
more money for military purposes than we really require.
1 am aware that in this growing country, where large and
important publie works are every day needed in
the different sections of it, it would be wrong, it
would be unpatriotic to take from those indispensable
expenditures, any sum of money for the purposes of-as
my hon. friend from Middlesex puts it-pageantry, as
being the leading characteristic of the on. Minister of
Militia and Defence. Well, I must say, I never knew,
among all the faults which I possess and acknowledge, that
this was one of them; but, of course, the hon. gentleman
must know better than 1 do myself whether this be the case,
and I have no manner of doubt, that he can be in error;
but still, when one comes to the actual facts-facts, after
all, should be the only argument which should control and
influence this Homse-ais I understand them, of this most
important question, it will be seen that the charge is un-
founded. 1 will now compare the present current Militia

expenditure with that which was made previous to Confed-
eration, when the ordinary expenditure for Ontario and
Quebec was at the rate of 35 ets. a head; and at that time,
in addition, we had regular troops in this country, a large
standing army, which was stationed by the Imperial auth-
orities in the important cities, and at the leading strategical
points where they were required. Each ofthe other Provinces
had iheir own Militia, which also cost agreat deal of money.
The following table shows the expenditure of Canada and
the United States and England for the year 1881-82, for it
is only by comparison that this question, which, to a num-
ber of gentlemen whom the hon. member for Cornwall
styled laymon, may not appear to be of very great impor-
tance, that its real nature becomes apparent. I do not
doubt that the motives of these hon. gentlemen, when they
rose in their places and criticised this Bill, are excellent;
but I believe, and am convinced, that if, prior to taking part
in this discussion, they had looked into the figures and
ascertained the exact position which is occupied so far ai
relates to the expenditure and utility of the Militia force of
Canada, these hon, gentlemen would have come to the con-
clusion that the Department of Militia and Defence is not
administered in any extravagant manner, but that it really
costs very little money in view of the great services which
are rendered by the force to Canada and to the country.
It will be seen that in Canada, our population being
4,500,000, and the taxation being S7.41 per capita, the
expenditure on army and navy is 19 ets. per capita. In the
United States the expenditure is $1.12 per capita by the
Federal Government, outside of all the expenditure in the
different States, some of which maintain a very expensive
force for their own State purposes. In England the wholo
expenditure per capita for army and navy is $4. Now, it
should be understood in Canada that, if the Militia force is
to be abolished, if that is what is desired, it should be
abolished completely; but if it is considerel to be a usefut
force, one which is indispensable to a country like Canada,
hon. gentlemen should not grumble at the small expenditure
of 19 ets. per capita for the maintenance of the Militia force.
I must say, however, that I cannot complain much of the
grumbling. The criticism indulged in by bon. members
bas been very friendly, and it bas conveyed to me soe
very valuable information fron gentlemen who have
taken so deep an interest in the force as my
hon. friend the member for Cornwall, and my
hon. friend the member for Muskoka. That hon. gen-
tleman stated that he could speak as one having been con-
nected with the force, for many years, and I am ready to
say for him that during the time ho bas been connected
with the force no gentleman bas kept a botter record in the
Department of Militia than he bas. The hon. momber for
West Middlesex (Mr. Ross) criticised this Bill as he gener-
ally does military matters, and I think that, as usual, he has
not taken the trouble of reading the Bill before ho under-
took to criticise it. I have no doubt that the bon. gentle-
man made -these criticisms with the best possible motives,
but I do not think that ho was as well prepared on the
subject as we have a right to expect of an hon. member
who holds so prominent a position in the Opposition as ho
does. The hon. gentleman says that all the training re-
quired is receivedinl "A" and "B" Batteries. Now, I
would ask him, why should the infantry be deprived of the
advantage -which is granted to the artillery in "A" and
"B" Batteries. Is it not a fact that these batteries,
have been very successful in training artillerymen. The
mere fact that our Canadian artillerymen presented them-
selves for competition againet the artillerymen of England,
and carried to this country onle of the most important prizes
awarded in that competition, proved beyond the possibility
of discussion, that "A " and "B" Batteries have been
schools of instruction which have educated that branch of
the service to a very high standard. -I leave it to any hon.
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gentleman who bas taken an interest in the question, and who
knows what the competition at Shoeburyness is, to stato
whether I am exaggerating or not, when I say that the fact
of our Canadian team having competed successfully against
the picked men of England, is not a high tribute to the in-
struction received at these batteries. Now, if this train-
ing has been of such great value to the artillery,
why sbould the infantry, when Canada can afford to
give them that training which Canada gives to the
artillery, be deprived of such a training. It bas been said
that we have got all the training we require, and that we
sbould give all the money to the rank and file. ln reply to
that, I would be ready and willing to-morrow to leave it to
the rank and file to say wbether or not, in the view of the
whole force, they should not have thoroughly trained officers
and non-commissioned officers in the infantry, whether we
should not take that force and drill and train it in such a
way that instead of being a disorganized force it will be-
come a thoroughly organizod force, which is just exactly
what we intend to do by this Bill. We wish to expend the
money in such a way that the expenditure will be of the
greatest possible service to Canada. We wish not to expend
the moncy on pageantry, as an bon. gentleman chose to
stylo it. It is not pageantry, and when the bon. gentleman
was quietly at home,the very force which he has been accus.
ing of turning out for the purpose of showing their uniform
-for the purpose ofpageantry-was defendingbis proporty
and protocting the country against those who were trying
to invade it. At that time the hon. gentleman did not say
a word, he did not consider thon that there was any page.
autry in the Militia force of Canada. though to-day ho says
it is all pageantry. We have heard a groat deal of criticism
from the hon. gentleman about this new Quartermaster-
Gencral who is not appointed, who if ho is required will be
appointed, but who if ho is not required cortainly will not be
appointed. I ask the bon. gentleman who bas criticised the
Bill, without looking into it, whether it uems not right in
consolidating the militia law of Canada, and making changes
which wero required by the changes which have taken
place in this country to provide for the appointment of this
officer. Any hon. gentleman who bas taken the trouble to
look into military matters knows that the Quartermaster-
General is one of the most important staff officers required
in overy military organization; and it was right and proper
to take authority in this Bill to appoint such an officer, if
required. Before any lion. gentleman expresses an opinion
on the subjeet of this appointment ho should wait until the
Esti mates are brought down ; for the Estimates which have
already been brought down do not make any provision for
it, and the Supplementary Estimates may not do so. Until
they do, it is impossible for any hon. member to decide
whether this is a piece of extravagance on the part of the
Govern ment or not. In any case, every hon. gentleman who
bas takon the trouble to read in the pressof England, and of
other military nations, of recent developments, will know
that if we required a force for active service a Quarter-
master-General would be indispensable, although it may be
a question whether the Quartermaster-General should be
also the Adjutant General, or whether the two offices should
be separate. The bon. memb3r for West Middlesex again
displayed bis great knowledge of military matters by stat.
ing that this torpedo corps should not possibly be tolerated-
that it was frightful extravagance. Now, theré again the
hon, gentleman was talking about a question which ho bai
not taken the trouble of studying. If there is one thing
that is not extravagant in the Bill, it is the provision re-
garding the torpedo corps. With our extensive coast, if we
have a thorough and efficient torpedo organization we shal
be able to dispense with ships, batteries and many other ex-
pensive things; so1 knew when the hon. gentleman accused
me of extravagance, he did not half know me, because I
really am not extravagant.

Mr. CAaoN,

Mr. O'BRIEN. Yon are not half extravagant enough.
Mr. CARON. My hon. friend says, I amnot half

extravagant enough, and I am beginning to believe
he is right. But, in proposing a torpedo corps, I
am really proposing to save a great deal of expense to
the country; and, if the hon. gentleman wishos, I will
send -him a lot of the most recont works published in
England, Germany, the United States, France ani other
countries, indicating that the proper modern mode of
defence for seaboards as extended as ours is the torpedo
corps. The hon. member will find this ont when he studios
the question; but, it may take him much more time than
remains this Session, because ho bas not begun to under-
stand it yet, and, if I send to my hon. friend all the books
I have consulted, I am afraid the hon. gentleman will not
be able to express an opinion until next Session; but, by
next Session, I am convinced the hon. gentleman will say
that I was right and that ho was wrong. The hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), has gone into
this subject very thoroughly-and my hon. friend, though
generally right, was not right upon this question. The
hon. gentleman states that we are expending a very larga
amount of money, and he calls upon me as Minister of
Militi4 to state whether we want to get up a standing
arrmy, or whether we want ta get up a force more-
ly for domestic troubles. The hon. gentleman knows
that wo could not get up a standing army without
his knowle ige, and the Bill states beyond any pos-
sibility of doubt, exactly what the intentions of tho
Government are in organizing this force. Now, Sir,
this great standing army would be a force numbering
750 mon. You can imagine what a sensation we, as a
military nation, would produce among the military
nations of the world, when they heard that we had or-
ganized a standing army of 750 mon. Well, Sir, we are
organizing, not a standing army, but a force for purposos of
instruction ; we are organizing for the infantry, schools Fuch
as we have alrea ]y established for the artillery, and which
have had such a beneficial effect upon that branch of tho
service. I think tlat, ever since I have been at the hoad
of the Militia Dep-rtment, I have not atterpted to increase
the expenditure on the staff or the officers, and I am not
proposing to do so in the moasure I am now submit-
ting to the House. If hon. gentlemen will look into
the accounts they will sce that since I have been Minister of
Militia I have reduced the expenditure on the staff.
That saving on the pay of the staff I have given to the rank
and file; and I ask any bon. gentleman whother it is not a
fact that those camps have been of great benefit to the for,.e ?
1 state so not upon my own authority, because I can under-
stand that hon. gentlemen would say I am not in a position
to express an opinion on such matters, that I am not a
competent authority on such matters, but I express that
opinion, taking the record that appears in every report pub-
lished in the Depirtmont of Militia and Defence; I express
it as being the opinion of military men who have had a large
exporience in tho British service, and who say that the
military forces of Canada during their twelve days drill
have done more work and acquired more experience than
they ever bafore had an opportunity of acquiring. I can
frankly state that I should like a yearly drill instead of a
bienniel camp drill in every district of every Province,
becanse mon can learn more in these camps than in the drill
at headquarters. INo doubt, at headquarters drill the
mon do their duty and do it well, but you have not got the
large number of mon together that yon have in camps, and
mon cannot gain the experience there that they acquire in
camps, nor learn the drill which is given in camps and can
never be given at headquarters, and, besides, in camps that
feeling is aroused which should always exist in any
authorized force; and I should like to see camps where mon
would be brought together from the different sections of the
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country. But if I am extravagant, as the hon. member for
Middlesex eays I am, how can I ask this honorable House to
vote the appropriations which would be required in order to
have camps every year. That I can understand would b of
great value; but as we have been proceeding gradually,
improving, Session after Session, our force, we should
not be too anxious and ask Parliament now to vote a
large amount for yearly camps. We must wait; and the
force knows that whenever Canada, after the great expen-
diture which naturally has to be incurred on public works
becomes less heavy, can provido for yearly camps, we will
have them. I believe that in this matter, as in every other,
we should proceed gradually, so that the country will not
be burdened by any extravagant expenditure. Now, hon.
gent'emen attacked the expenditure upon the staff. If hon.
gentlemen had looked into the matter before attacking our
most efficient staff, and trying to prevent these men from get-
ting the remuneration their services are worth, they would
find that really the staff costs very little of the money voted
by PariFament-not more than one-twentieth. Now, it must
be conside 'ed that the men who thus devote thbmselves,
have not, like others in the Civil Service, the privilege of
retiring on pensions or getting superannuation money. The
day they have to leave the service they have nothing to fall
back upon, but the accumulation of the large salary which
bas been given them per annum, during the term of years
they have served their country. I do not wish to say any-
thing more about the staff, except to ask bon. gentlemen to
cons:der whether out of the whole amount voted by Parlia-
ment, one-twentieth is an extravagant amount to devote to
the staff. I am certain that bon. gentlemen wish to deal
with this question in the fairest possible manner, and I am
perfectly certain that when they look into it, they will see
that it is impossible to spend less money on the Militia
force. lon. gentlemen spoke of the pay which is given to
the rank and file, 50 cts. per day. 1 would ask the hon.
gentleman to take up the best paid military service in any
country-take Switzerland, ýFrance or Germany, any
country yon .wisi-and say whether the 50 ets. per day
is not rcally paying the rankand file as liberally as they can
expect to bo paid. I know that, in a country progressing
like our own, where every man who bas energy can find
employment, and obtain for his services an amount com-
paredwithwhich this is avery small pittance; but let me say
to the Militia force of Canada, that at 50 cts. a day we have
never found it difficult, without making any appeal, except
to the volunteer zeat of the people, in filling up the rank
and file. With the rank and file it is not a question of earn-
ing 50 ets, a day, but it is a work of love-it is the old feel.
ing of patriotism which exists among all classes in
Canada, and whenever the occasion bas arisen and the
force was required to come out, there was no question
whether they should he piid 50 or 75 ets. a day, but they
came to the front and did their duty like men. I have
visited many camps, and have seen men who told me they
were paying $1 a day to men who were replacing them on
their farm, in order that they might attend drill in camp.
If we look at the question from that point of view, I know
that 50 ets a day is no remuneration for men of their intel-
ligence and good behavior; and I know equally well that in
giving them 50 ets. a day, Canada virtually says to her
militiamen that it is only to defray thoir expenses, and she
makes no pretension of compensating them for their
time; and, under these conditions, these men go
into camp, and pay the extra amount which is
relnired to provide substitutes on their farms.
A very important feature of this Bill is the provision
to train and educate thoroughly the officers and
non-commissioned officers; and I Icave it to any hon.
gentleman who has taken an interest in military matters,
whether, if we can thoroughly drill and educate officers with
the sum that will be asked for to support those infantry

schools, Canada will not be prepared for any emergency
that is ever likely to arise. But, Sir, in speaking of the
expenditure of money we must consider that when we
undertook to organize a military force in Canada, England
had made over to us valuable propertios in several sections
of the country-the forts at Point Levis, for instance, having
cost millions upon millions-and it was right and proper
for us, when the Imperial-troops were withdrawn, asis
stated in clause 21 of the Bill providing for the formation of
these infantry schools, to add a little to the expenditure
already devoted by Parliament to Militia matters in order
to bo better able to rely upon our own resources. It is
simple prudence for us so to organize our force that it
will be not only a credit to the country, but that it may be
utilized by any Governmont which may happen to be in
power for the purpose of protecting oursolves against any
home disturbances, or resisting any attack that might be
made from outside. The hon. momber for West Lambton
has drawn my attention to clause 39. Well, Sir, this is no
change in the old law, and I see no reason why there should
be a change, because this clause really provides for what is
absolutely required. I do not say that there can be any
question about responsibility for that, as I think that the
hon. member in roading it over again carefully, willsee that
these schools are really required. It is not a new law, it is
not an amendment of mine, and I think tho hon. member
will see that the clause is roally rcquired. The hon. mem-
ber for Algoma has taken a very deep interest indeed in
Militia matters in his section of the country, and it was a
pleasure to me to discuss this question with him from
his stand-point. When the hon. gentleman called at
my office and submitted the matter to me, I must say,
as I told the hon. gentleman, that I could not give the hon.
member all that ho requires, because bis constituency is a
kingdom and it would require a standing army, such as my
hon. friend from West Middlesex desires for Canada; but I
think that, in making the changes which it is possible for
me to make, that I can give the hon. member about one-
half ho has asked for, and I am sorry it will be so little. I
must say that I feel deeply grateful tothose hon. gentlemen
who have conw idered this question and favored the House
with their views. I can only say that I have endeavored to
draw up a measure which would be as inexpensive as pos-
si ble for Canada, but at the same time one which will make
the militia force a force that will be perfectly organized
and put upon a sound basis. I believo that, without the
modifications in the present Bill which I have asked the
House to accept, the money we are now expending is ex-
pended without our receiving the value for it we ought to
receive. I believe that this training, which I have asked the
House to provide for, would b well worth the money it will
cost; I am perfectly satisfied that any hon. gentleman who
takes an interest in the subject and who has looked over the
Bill and studied its changes carefully, will recognize that
th's Bill is a step in the right direction.

Mr. MITCh ELL. The hon. gentleman has net answered
the question I asked him as to the extra cost this Bill would
impose upon the country for the maintenance of the force
which ho proposes to establish under it ?

Mr. CARON. i am sorry, indeed, to have forgotten the
question of the hon. gentleman. We military men know so
little about figures that the hon. gen tleman's question, whieh
was asked at the end of the discussion, had quite escaped
me. Under the new Bill, the organization contemplated
will cost about $150,000 per annum; and when the hon.
gentleman sees the details of the expenditure, I hope to be
able to convince him that it is really as low a figure as ean
possibly be applied to the organization contemplated.

Mr. MITCHELL. Io that over and above the cost under
the existing law ?
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Mr. CARON. Yes, under the existing law; but the hon.
gentleman will find that the existing law gives very little
money to the Militia.

Bill read the second time; and the IIouse resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committec)
On section 21, .
Mr. VAIL. Will the lon. gentleman give the Committee

some further information as to how he arrived at the esti-
mate of 8150,000. The two present batteries cost $125,000
a year, and they do not number more than 150 men; yet
the hon. gentleman proposes au additional corps of 750
men, part of which is to be cavalry, which is the most ex-
pensive arm of the service, and he estimates $150,000 as the
cost. I would like the hon. Minister to explain on what basis
he ias made his calculation and to give the cost of each arm
of theservice.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man is quite right in calling on the lon. Minister to count
the cost of the new organization. My hon. friend will do
that by resolution, of which we have prepared a series,
and on considering those resolutions in Committee it will be
proper for the hon. gentleman to make a full explanation.
The clause of the Bill provides for the formation of a certain
force, but if the money is not voted its provisions cannot be
carried out.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not agree with that proposition.
After the Billihas been passed we must vote money to carry
it out, but in order that we may pass the Bill we must know
the cost involved.

Mr. CARON. I do not so understand the matter. If the
resolutions are not acceptable to the House, the provisions
of the Bill cannot be carried out. .

Mr. BLAKE. The twenty-first clause makes it lawful for
Hie Excellency to maintain 750 troops, and so forth. We have
a right to know, before we agree to this proposal, some-
thing as to what will be the cost involved. When the hon.
gentleman brings down the Estimates he will say, "You
have passed the Bill, and the Estimates are merely to carry
out its provit-ions."

Mr. CARON. As I understand it, the hon. leader of the
Government bas stated that the details will be explained whea
the resolutions providing for the expenditure of the neces-
sary money will be presented to the House; and if the hon.
gentleman takes the view, as I understand be does, that
matters connected with the expenditure of money must be
brought down by resolution, it sooms to me that it is im-
possible to adopt any other mode than the mode suggested,
that when the resolutions are brought down the details of
the measure shall be discussed, and if found acceptable by
Parliament, money will be voted. If they are not accept-
able to Parliament the money will be refused, and the pro-
visions of the Bill will not go into effect.

Mr. BLAKE. Then yon decline to give any further
details to the Flouse. It is stated that the Bill is necessary
in consequence of the withdrawal of Imperial and regular
troops. What regular troops are to b withdrawn and
when ?

Mr. CARON. The hon, gentleman knows, I suppose,
that the Imperial forces have been largely withdrawn
from- Canada. At one time Imperial troops were stationed
at Quebec, Montreal, and Toronto, and these have been
withdrawn. That is what I mean. When those Imperial
troops were withdrawn it became necessary to provide for
the care of valuable property which had been transferred by
the Imperial Government to the Canadian Government. I
do not allude to any further withdrawal; I am meroly
speaking of the withdrawal with which every Ion. member
is acquainted.

Mr. MITCeLL.

Mr. BLAKE.' Then it is because seven years ago the
troops were withdrawn, that it is necessary now to increase
pormanently the fixed force; but what have we been doing
to take care of this property in the meantime ?

Mr. PAINT. May I remark that I think I see the point
in this Bill. Last autumn I made a rather careful examin-
ation of the fortress at Quebec, with an officer, and it was
plain that not less than 500 men can keep this fortress in
order; only 150 mon were there, and at every turn you
could see that the fortress was dismantled; grass wasgrow-
ing in the street, and it was utterly out of order and unkept
as a military position. I am ratherpleasedthat the hon. Minis-
ter of Militia has found out a way of protecting this fortress.
We have either to give it up or maintain it as a credit to
the Dominion; and I am in thorough accord with this
scheme.

Mr. VAIL. I presume the hon. Minister of Militia has
based his calculation of the cost of this force on the cost of
the present two batteries. Will the hon. gentleman kindly
inform the House of the strength of the battery at Quebec
-A? lie has provided $125,000 for the future, and the
Estimates name $128,000 as the amount spent last year.
Does ho decline to givo the information ?

Mr. CARON. I do not declino at all; but the bon. gen-
tleman is completely mistaken with regard to my calculation.
I have not calculated on the basis of "A" and "B" Batteries,
because batteries of artillery have to keep up an establish-
ment of horses, which are very much more expensive than
is an infantry school, which we mean to establish ; and it
would be a very false basis to go upon. The hon. gentle-
man knows very well, from his previous great experience
in the Departmont of Militia and Defence, that artillery
batteries cost a groat deal more money than would an
infantry school.

Mr. VAIL. My hon. friend bas given us no information
at all, as to the strength of Battery "A" at Quebec; but I have
a very clear recollection that when I occupied that position,
he desired very particular information as to the cost of the
battery at Quebec, and I naturally presumed that the
hon. gentleman would be able to give us all the information
necessary with reference to the cost of this battery-I
quite concur with him as to the cost of the force, which lie
proposes to provide, because if he has to have cavalry, he
must acknowledge; that it is the most expensive arm in
the force; and how is he to have cavalry without horses,
and how is ie to get horses without money; and he knows
very well the expense connected with providing horses
now, of keeping them up, and of replacing them, as they
become old and unfit for service. This will be a very heavy
charge to the Department. I only ask for information; and
I think that it should be given before this clause is allowed
to pass. This is not a clause providing for a force to exist
for one or two years but for a permanent force, and nothing
short of that; you may say that the military organization
of England is not permanent, because they are ton years
men. We are providing for a force of three years men, only
a shorter term of service, but this is as much permanent as
is the military organization of Great Britain. I cannot see,
for the life of me, why we should be asked to incur this
increased expenditure, to be for ever a charge on the
revenue, without fuller information on the subject.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman, from his experience,
knows exactly the number of men that constitute a troop of
cavalry. He will see that by this Bill, that I provide for
one troop of cavalry; consequently, the hon. gentleman
knows exactly what that number of horses and men wilt
cost. As far as the organization of and expenditure connect-
ed with a school of infantry are econcerned, the hon. gentle-
man knows perfectly well, that in a troop of cavalry or
battery of artillery, the horses are a very expensive item ;
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butin a corps of infantry, you have no such expenditure. I
am very desirous that the hon. gentleman should under-
stand that I will allow those .clauses to remain over, consult-
ing the hon. gentleman's wishes, in order that he may look
into them ; and I believe he will then find, that the pro-
posed expenditure is very much sinaller than lie believes
it will be.

Mr. BLAKE. I am very glad that these clauses are to
be left over, to give the hon, gentlemen an opportunity of
looking into them; but these hon, gentlemen are a Minister
and an ex-Minister of Militia, and it must be remembered
that some persons here have not had the good fortune to
occupy those distinguished positions, and yet who have
some responsibility connected with this mensure-se I
hope thatbesides this lon. gentleman looking into it the
bon. Minister of Militia will also look io it, and avail him-
self of ferther information in order that he may be able to
communicate it to the Committee at large on the next occa-
sion, because I intend myself-for I confess that at this
moment I do not know how many horses and mon are in a
troop of cavalry-then to make enquiries respecting this
and such like matters.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman, tlhe ex-Minister of
Militia, will tell my lon. friend.

Clause stood.
On section 27,
Mr. BLAKE. As this clause appears to involve a charge

on the revenue, it is clear that it cannot be proceeded with
as it can only be dealt with by a resolutiòn.

Sir. JOHN A. MACDONALD. I diffor toto co:o with
the hon. gentleman, as to there being any necessity of com-
mencing it by a resolution.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say commencing it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no principle
clearer that when an Act is a consolidation or a codification
of an old statute, the organization of the Bill by resolution
is not required, even in the case of money clauses, because
no doubt these vere introduced originally by resolution.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not say it was necessary to mention
the J3ill by resolution. I say that money clauses could be
incorporated only by resolution, and this is not only a con-
solidation Bill but an amendment Bill.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But this is a consolidation
clause.

On section 29,
Mr. BLAKE. I object to that clause, as it is one which

cannot be introduced except by resolution.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Clause stood.
On section 30,
Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman explain this

clause ?0
Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman will understand from

what ias taken place already in the Department, ex-
actly what this clause means. We had occasion to appoint
one Deputy Adjutant-General who now has control of three
military districts, namely, Lieutenant-Colonel Taylor, who
now has control of the military district of Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. It may occur again
that it will be necessary to amalgamate two districts for
administrative purposes, in which case we would dispense
with the services of the two Deputy Adjutants-G-eneral and
replace them by one who would take control of the amalga-i
mated districts.j

Mr. VAIL. I eau readily see that it might be a great
advantage to amalgamate these districts, but I would like toi
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know whether we may infer, from this clause being printed
in italics, that it is intended to enable the Department to
appoint one Deputy Adjutant-General for every district at
a salary of $1,200.

Mr. CARON. No.
Mr. VAIL. The hon, gentleman says that he las now

only one Adjutant-General for New Brunswick, Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island. It may be the case that he las
but one Adjutant-General over some two districts, and, if
so, he las one officer where this clause would give him
power to appoint two. I merely ask for information
whether that is his intention.

Mr. CARON. When the hon. gentleman was Min.
ister of Militia and Defence, he will remember that he had a
Deputy Adjutant-General for Nova Scotia, one for New
Brunswick and one for Prince Edward Island; but, in order
to economize as far as possible, we place the military dis-
tricts of these three Provinces under one Deputy Adjutant-
General, and reduce the expenditure by dispensing with
the services of two. The Bill divides the country into
twelve military districts, the same number as existed under
the law; but this clause provides for the amalgamation of
two districts under one Deputy Adjutant-General.

Mr. VAIL. But the clause has two meanings. In the
first place, it authorizes the Goverument to appoint one
Deputy Adjutant-General for every one of the twelve dis-
tricts, at a salary of $1,200 a year; and it also authorizes
the Government to amalgamate these different districts if
they like. I think we ought to have a little more information
on this subject, and as one or two other clauses have been
allowed to stand, this might stand also.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman must know that the
pay provided by the old Act was $1,200.

Mr.VAIL. I know that the amount paid was something
like $1,600 or 81,700. Consequently there is some object
in changing the clause, and I only want teknow what that
object was.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman is completcly mis-
taken about the salaries being $1,600 or $1,700.

Mr. VAIL. Not at al]. The salaries and perquisites
amounted to 81,600 or $1,703.

Mr. CARON. The allowances are not salaries, and they
might be withdrawn to-morrow by Order in Councit. The
hon. gentleman will find that the salaries are $1,200 per
annum. We are not interfering with the law as it exists,
but we are taking the liberty to dispense with the services
of one or more Deputy Adjutant-Generals if we like, for the
sake of economy. It is not intended to increase the num-
ber of appointments.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By the present law, as
I understand it, there are twelve military districts, oach of
which is to have a Deputy Adjutant-General at a salary of
$1,200 per annum. But my hon. friend, as an experiment
and for the sake of economy, bas, for the present, amalga-
mated the three districts of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick,
and Prince Edward Island under one Deputy Adjutant.Gen-
eral, and he takes authority so to amalgamate them. For
the present the three are amalgamated, and ho takes autho-
rity so to amalgamate; but should the experiment prove a
failure, should an alteration of circumstances, such as fear of
war, occur, the Government would have the right to re.ap-
point a Deputy Adjutant-General to each of the three
districts now amalgamated.

Mr. BLAKE. iUnless unforeseen circumstances arise it
is not proposed to depart from the existing policy. What
is the ebject of the fourth sub-section of the clause ?

Mr. CARON. At present the offleer in command of our
military districts is designated as Deputy Adjutant-General.
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Now, the Deputy Adjutant-General can never be a field I
officer, because he is supposed to remain at home for the
purpose of providing everything required for a force going
abroad or for active service. Hie is the channel through
which all the necessary arrangements have to be worked for
the purpose of expediting the force on active service.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He organizes the victory.

Mr. CARON. He organizes the victory. It may be
considered necessary in case of active service, instead of
having the Deputy Adjutant-General in command of the
district, to appoint an officer who would be dosignated as
colonel. For nstance,,the hon.gentleman knows ihatprevious
to 1868 commands were vosted in the hands of the colonels
who at that time were not lieutenant-colonels but colonels
of the district and had control of the forces. In the case of
active service, these men would not have taken command
and become field officers, whereas in ordinary circumstances
it suits perfectly well to have the control of the military
district in the hands of the Deputy Adjutant-General, but a
case of necessity might arise when it would bo necessary for
the Department to transfer the command-without dispens-
ing with the Deputy Adjutant-Genoral -fi om the Deputy
Adjutant-General to the colonels.

On section 32,
Mr. BLAKE. Are the words " under regulations to

bo approved by the Governor in Council " in the .existing
law.

Mr. CARON. As the law now stands we draw up the
regulations which are submitted to the Governor in Council.
It is now provided that the Governor in Council, will have,
under these rogulations, the right of providing for exactly
what we have been doing. We followed the system we
mean to follow now, but it did not appear in the law.

Mr. BLAKE. Thore are two important points. The
first is that the existing Act gives this provision as to
retirement onlyewith reference to officers holding c-mmis-
sion in the Militia, on the day on which the former Act
came into force. It would not give the power to any
officers who had commissions subsequent to that day. The
second point is that provision in the old Act, amended as it
was, is that they may be placed on the retired list with or
without a step of honorary rank. That is omitted now
altogether. The hon. gentleman says it is important that
the Governor in Council should pass regulations under
which stops of honorary rank should be given, but ho omits
the clause under which the step of honorary rank may be
given altogether. There is now no clause in the new Bill
which would allow steps of honorary rank to bo given to a
retired officer.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is true, as the hon.
gentleman says, the original clause was apparently inserted
at the time that the Militia force in each of the Provinces
was amalgamated into one Militia force, and in order to
enable arrangements to be made it was provided that
officers should be allowed to retire with or without
honorary rank to those below the rank of lieut.-colonel,
that is to say, that no person could get above the rank of
lieut.-colonel, and any persons below that could get up to
that rank. The practice has been ever since that the
Governor General, as Commander of the Forces in Her
Majesty's name, had the power to fix the rank which the
officers should retire upon. At all events, this is a good
clause to have ii the -Act, that arrangements should b
made by order of the Governor in Council under the direct
authority of the Commander of the Forces.

Mr. VAIL. As I understand the clause, the object is to
allow officers of the Militia to be retired, and te appoint
somebody who might be more competent to fill the position,
in the event of its being found necessary.

Mr. VARON,

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman will see that provision
is made for changes which were necessitated by the amal-
gamation of the whole Militia force under one system, when
Confederation took place. I find in my notes referring to
this clause that the first part of it was dropped. The hon.
gentleman will find by referring to that law, that this
clause provided for the retirement of officers who had served
previous to Confederation under a different system, and this
clause merely provides for one uniform system of retiring
these officers and putting them on the retired list by the
regulations being approved by the Governor in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. Ia it, or is it not, intended that the Gover-
nor in Council may hold the authority which was formerly
given him of giving a step of honorary rank upon retire-
men .,r the passing of this Act ? Is it intended th:at it
sho, _,e implied and exercised without the statutory
authority under the new Act ?

Mr. CARON. The question is left now for the Governor
in Council to decide whether that right which was statutory
will be exercised or not. Under the old law it was statu-
tory, and there is no discretion that could be exercised.
Under the new system it will be left to the Governor in
Couneil to accept and to approve of the regulations which
will retire these officers under this clause.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman is mistaken. There
was a discretion under the old law. and an officer might be
retired with or without a step of honorary rank. It was
therefore discretionary to give or witbhold honorary rank
upon retirement.. There was no right to the officer retiring
to have rank, but it was discretionary with the Executive
under the Statute to give or withhold a stop of honorary
rank. I ask now, whether it is intended that the power to
give honorary rank shah b statutory in the future?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In order to prevent the
possibility of doubt, I think the clause ought to be amended
as follows:-

Officers holding commissions in the Militia may ho placed on the
retired list with honorary rank not exceeding the rank of Lieutenant-
Colonel, or without honorary rank, according to regulations to be ap-
proved by the Governor in Council.

Mr. BLAKE. Why not adopt the old law which is in
effect what has just been proposed ?

Mr. CARON. This clause applied to tho old officers pre-
vious to Confederation. The hon. gentleman wili see that
it really confers on the Governor General in Council the
right which was exercised by Statute previous to Confeder-
ation, of retiring officers.

Progress reported i;Committee to sit again.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were severally read the second time:-
Bill (No. 45) further to amend and consolidate, as so

amended, the several Acts respecting the Publie Lands of
the Dominion therein mentioned.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

Bill (No. 34) to amend and consolidate the Acts respect-
ing the Customs. -(Mr. Bowell.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 11:40 o'clock p.m.) the louse
adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
WIDNESDAY, Ilth April, 1883.

The SPrAKE took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

CANADIAN E LECTRIC LIGIIT COMPANY.

Mr. BERGERON moved for leave to introduce Bill No.
105) to confer certain powers on the Canadian Electric Light
Company, and that Rule 49 be suspended so far as it relates
to such Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Has a petition been reported.
Mr. SPEAKER. A petition was reported on the 18th of

March, but the Bill was not introduced, owing to an omis-
sion.

Mr. BERGERON. It was my fault that the Bi1l was not
brought down earlier, and not the fault of the company.

Bill read the first time.

SEMAPHORES.

Mr. KIRK enquired, Whether the Government have
erected any semaphores on the coast of Guysborough County,
Nova Scotia, last year; if so, how many, in what places,
and at what cost. If none wero erected last year, is it the
intention to erect any this year; and if Fo, how many?

Mr. LANGEVIN. The Government have crocted no
semaphores on the coast of Guysborough County, Nova
Seotia, last year; and it is not decided whether any will be
orected this year,-nor how many.

POSTMASTER, IBERVILLE COUNTY.

Mr. 1BÉCIIARD enquired, Whether a postmaster had been
appoikled at Mount Johnson, County of Iberville, since the
15th March last; if so, what is his name, and on whose
recommendation has he been appointed? Daoes ho receive
a fixed salary; and if so, what is the amount ?

Mr. CARLING. The postmaster was appointed on the
15th March last, Mr. C. V. Pain. He is paid by commission
in the ordinary way. le was appointed on the responsi-
bility of the Department.

1RISII IMMIGRATION.

Mr. TROW, in the absence of Mr. CAsEY, enquired,
What steps have been taken by the Goverument, or by any
railway or steamship company, with the knowledge and
approval of the Government, to secure a share of the immi-
gration from the distressed districts of Ireland ; and with
what success ?

Mr. POPE. Correspandence has boeu going on with the
Commissioners on the other side with respect to Irish immi-
gration. Two gentlemen were sent from here to talk the
matter over, and an understanding has been come to that
seems to be satisfictory; and I have no doubt we will get a
fair sharo of Irish immigration.

MOUNT FORE3T AND GLEN EDEN MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. LANDERK[N enquired, Is it the intention of the
Government to establish a daily mail between Mount Forest
and Glen Eden at an early date ?

Mr. CARLING. The matter is under consideration.

FLESHERTON AND VANDELEUR MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. LANDERKIN enquired, Is it the intention of the
Government to establish a daily mail between Fleshorton
and Vandeleur; if se, when ?

Mr. CARLING. I am not aware that an application has
been made for a daily mail. One was made by Mr. 8proute,
for a tri-weekly mail, and it las been referred to the Inspec-
tor for report.

INSTRUCTIONS TO SIR A. T. GALT.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant), in the absence of Mr. Ross
(Middlesex), moved for a return of instructions given to Sir
A. T. Galt, by whichli e was directed to negotiate more
liboral trade relations betwen Canada and Spain, or any
Spanish colony.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In the absence of the hon.
First Minister, I desire to say to my hon. friend who bas
made this motion, that the instructions cannot be brought
down without prejudice to the public interest. Negotiations
are still in progress. As it is con sidered that the instructions,
which are confidential instructions given te Sir A. T. Galt,
cannot be made public without prejudice te the ebject
which is endeavored te be attained, I am quite certain that,
after this explanation, my hon. friend will withdraw his
motion.

Motion withdrawn.

TARIFF ALTERATIO NS.

Mr. BLAKE movel for lotters, momorials, or reprosenta-
tions asking for an increase in the Tariff on any of the
articles on which the proposed Tariff resolutions alter the
rates of duty; and also asked permission te add the words
" or grant a bounty."

Mr. BOWELL. I have not only an objection te the ad.
dition that the hon. gentleman proposes to make te his
motion, but te the motion altogether. Most all the com.
municatiens asked for by this motion are of a confidential
character. When information is asked from any gentleman,
whether he be a manufacturer or an importer, as te the values
of certain gooda, he, of necessity, sends them te the hon.
Finance Minister, and they are of a confidential character.
It would destroy, in the future, any prospect of obtaining in-
formation from persons engaged in manufactures, if you
were to expose or advertise-for such would be the effect
of the motion-all the letters which have been sent te the
Department on questions of this kind. When information
is desired in referonce either te' an increase or change of
duty, it is obtained from all possible sources: from im-
porters, m-.nufacturers, merchants, and every other person
interestod in that particular article ; and upon this informa.
tion the Gocvernment decide whether to increase or dim-
inish the duty. I am quite satisfied that if the hon. gentle.
man ever had occasion to enquire into the desirability of
making changes in the Tariff, he obtained his information
in the manner I have indicated, and I am sure he would see
the force of the objection «which I take te the production of
those letters. In addition te the letters there are a number
of specimens of articles which were affected, and if they
were all to be brought down bore we would have
a tolerably good cart load of them, and tumble them
on te the Table. The correspondence is somewhat vol-
uminous, and even ifthe Government consented to the passage
of this resolution it would take sometime te prepare these
letters. But I take a broader ground than that-and I think
the hon. gentleman will see the force of it-that it would be
improper te bring down this correspondence and iay it on
the Table, from the very fact that it would be exposing the
business of every man who has, either at his own instance
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or at the instance of the Government, furnished the infor-
mation required. I hope the hon. gentleman will not press
his motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I make a distinction. If the Government
obtained, either from manufacturers, importers or other
persons having cognizance of the facts, information for
their purpose, confidentially, and agreed that the answer
should be confidential, of course such confidential informa-
tion as the Government so obtained ought not to. be brought
down, because otherwise, as the hon. gentleman bas said, if
they make an application in confidence and the answer la
given in confidence, and thon brought down and laid on the
Table, they would net ho very likely te eobtain replies te
future applications of the same kind. That is one thing;
but there is a great deal, or may be a great deal, of corres-
pondence not of that character. I think if a person engaged
in trade communicates with the Government, either by lot-
ter, memorial or representation, and sets forth that ho
requires an increase of duty in order that the public inter-
ests may be promoted by bis manufacture being continued,
developed or created, I sec no reason why that evidenc'
which is so tenderod to the Government, should not be laid
before Parliament. I see no reason whatever why such
representations as are made on the part of one man or
another to the Government to induce particular action with
respect to the Tariff should be brought down to this House.
We have had Tariff after Tariff. Every Session there have
been various changes, and now there are no less than 135
Tariff resolutions before us, and many of them are based on
the statement made by the hon. iMinister that it las been
represcnted that an increase of duty is required. Did
he go aroun1 to the manufacturers and others and ask them
to say whatthey wanted, orwhether they wanted anything?
Did ho confidentially communicate to them that ho was
going to introduce changes in the Tariff, and asked them
how much they would like ? Did ho apply to them to give
him information, so as to enable him to judgo how much
more duty they wanted ? 1 presume as these changes were
made upon representations made to the hon. Finance Minis-
ter, they were necessary in the opinions of those who made
the representations, either for the creation or development
of industries in the country. In the course of last Session
we wero told that representations had been made to the
Governmont that, if the Administration was sustained, some
millions of capital would come into the country in the way
of new industries. I suppose different persons came and
surrounded the Ion. Finance Minister-in fact he mentioned
that several porsons came to him with respect to a particu-
lar industry, and told him so-and-so. I say if John Jones
and Thomas Smith come to the hon. Minister and say: "If
you increase the duty from 30 to 50 per cent. or so oD, I
propose to establish a factory for the manufacture of such-
and-such an article," there is no reason why the application
should not be brought down to Parliament, and why we
should not ascertain the moving causes of the increase in
the duty, and have produced the voluntary applications of
the different individuals for alterations in the law; and,
therefore, I am unable to consent to withdraw the motion,
though I do not, after the declaration of the hon. Minister
of Customs, expect it will prevail.

Mr. BOWELL. Permit me to add a word or 'two in replyi
to the remarks of the lion. gentleman. Even if the papers t
to which the hon. gentleman refera were brought down theyi
would give a very imperfect idea indeed of the reasons whichè
may have induced the hon. Finance Minister to have made à
a change on any particular article in the Tariff. For in- t
stance, to-day, if the hon. gentlemen and members of the c
Opposition are desirous of having all the information re- N
viewed, we sehould have required two or three shorthand re-F
porters,as from eleven o'clock until the meeting of the liouse, L
Ministers have been receiving three or four deputations, t

Mr. BoWELL.

one deputation consisting of some thirty persons, all urging
particular points in connection with the Tariff. While their
representations were urged notes were made by the Minister
who received the deputations of the points to which they
referred ; but no correspondence giving an idea of what
took place at that interview could be brought down to
the House. It is not true that either the hon. Finance Min-
ister or any member of the Government ran around to as-
certain whether manufacturers desired any increase in the
Tariff; but the hon. Finance Minister, and other members of
the Goverment havewhenever their time permitted, visited
the manufacturing industries of this country te witness the
progress made, and ascertain what wa8 neoessary to be done,
ir anything, in order to establish them more firmly, and
whether the prices of the articles manufactured were
not as cheap as they are procured in any part of the world.
I do not believe it is a crime for any member of the Govern-
ment to viit any industry, nor a crime in myself, as
3Minister of Customs, administering the laws placed on the
Statute-book, to consult leading importers and ascertain if
there is any harshness or grinding in the manner in which
the officers are carying it out, and endeavoring, as far as 1
possibly can, from the information I may obtain from them,to
make the law work more smoothly in its operation, adhering
strictly to the law, and at the same time to prevent any
clashing or any difficulty which might arise from a want of
knowledge on the part of any of the officers carrying out
the law. I do not know whether it was a sneer which
the bon. gentleman cast at Ministers for "going around"
and endeavoring to ascertain what the requirements of the
country are, or have been, in the past; but this
I can assure the hon. gentleman, that I think it
is the duty of every Minister having anything to do
with the administration of the laws, or with changing
or perfecting the Tariff, to ascertain and obtain from overy
individual that ho can possibly reach, ail the information
ho can to make the Tariff perfect. It- is truc a num-
ber of changes have been made since the new policy has
been inaugurated, and admitting as the hon. Finance Min-
ister did, and as every one must know, that in the changes
made you cannot possibly reach and provide for ail cases
that continually arise, and more particularly in theadop-
tion of a new policy in a country like this where new
industries are continually spriuging up, 1 deem it to be
the duty of the Government on every occasion when they
find there is anything in the Tariff which requires amend.
ment, to come down to the House and ask it either
to increase the duty or reduce it, as the case may be, or the
requirements of the trade may suggest. I certainlv think,
with the explanation I have given, that it would be more ln
accord with sound policy and sound procedure for the
hon. leader of the Opposition not to press his motion for the
papers, because, as I repeat, they will not supply anything
like the information which the hon. gentleman would like
to obtain by the motion.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not charge that it was a crime
against the Government to endeavor to ascertain what bas
been the progress of industry, and what is the position
of the importimg trade. On the contrary, I believe it is a
prime duty of the Government to do so. I did not mako
any sneer in respect to hon. Ministers having interviews
with manufacturers and importers. On the contrary, I hold
that they would be grossly neglecting their duty if they
were not to obtain information from such parties; but, 1
did say, that I did not suppose the hon. Ministers had gone
around to manufacturers and asked them how much duty
they wantod ; and that there were applications for increased
or new duties made voluntarily by manufacturers, and to
which the attribute of confidence could not properly be ap.
plied. The hon. gentleman stated that it would be imperfect,
because he cannot bring down all the samples, of which
here may be a cart-load, and further that it would be im-
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perfect, because he cannot bring down words of mouth
which passed on the subject. We alil 'know that there is
hardly a return brought down to the House which is a per-
fect picture of all that has passed on the subject, because, in
almost all cases, thero have been words of mouth as well
as written correspondence ; but whoever heard an hon.
Minister say, that he would not bring down the papers,
because he could not bring down the talking too. We see
what is written, and hear what is said ; but now, because
we cannot get on paper what was said, we cannot see what
is written either.

Mr. BOWELL. I did net say so; that is all.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am a little surprised at the hon.

Minister of Customs not bringing down correspondence, in
which the publice is so seriously interested. I think that if
there is one thing above another on which the House is on-
titled to information, it is in relation either to increases or
decreases in the taxes imposed on the people. The mover
of the motion does not ask-he at once concedes this point
-for any correspondence or any information given to the
Department, or the Government, of a private nature ; but
there must be a vast amount of information upon which'
increases or recessions of duties are granted, which this
House ought to have ; and I must say, coming as I do
from a county whiéh suffers under the National Policy-I
am free to admit it-that I regret this refusal. 1
was one of those who stood in the breach, because I thought
that the National Policy was in the interests of the whole
country of Canada; and I believe so now. I accepted the
consequences of it, and went down and defended that policy
and suffered for it; but the people, feeling that' they had
taught me a lesson, said to me3: "Mr. Mitchel, while the
National Policy may be for the good of Canada, we expect
you, when you go back to Ottawa, to endeavor to see that
ihe extension of this policy is not applied in such a way as

to bear hardly and arduously upon the people of our class
-fihermen, lumbermen and farmers; " and when I see the
hon. Minister of Customs refuse to give information upon
what increased duties are based, I must say I think that this
information ought to be conceded to this House which ieh
bas very injudiciously refused to grant. I have had, during
the past twelve months, brought to my notice many, very
many, instances of hardship connected with the National
Policy. In the county 1 have the honor to represent, Iknow of
no one single interest which is benefited by its application. I
am not one who is afraid to admit the facts-I am independent
enough to do so-and I say that in a fishing and lumbering
cummunity no interest is benefited by the introduction of
the National Policy. The axes which the lumbermen use,
the chains with which ho hitches his logs to haul them
out-

Mr. CARLING. These articles are not dearer.
Mr. MITCHELL. Are they not dearer, wo will come

to that by-and-bye. The harness they put on their horses,
the flour that they use, the cornmeal which foeds not only
the people but the horses, everything that goes into the
development of the natural resources of a country such as
Northumberland is, and a lumbering community, is taxed
by the National Policy. I may ho told that the bounty is
given the fishermen, but there are not ten men in my
connty benefited by it. They are not boat but net fishermen;
and I find that the hon. Minister of Marine, in introducing
his Bill, deprives them of fifty miles of river frontage
on the Miramichi, of' the right to sot their nets,
which they have enjoyed from time immemorial. I am one of
the members who was sacrificed for the National Policy. I
supported it, and I believe in it, to-day, as the means of
establishing Canada, and of erecting within Canada the
material for making a great nation of her; but in its per-
sonal application to the affairs of my county it is detri-j
mental; and when we find that taxes are to be imposed, and1

that the hon. Minister of Customs refuses to give the infor.
i mation through which these taxes are imposed, it is not
such treatment as this louse has the right to expect. I

am not now going to make any extended remarks about it.
I will take the proper time to deal with the question of how
far the present duties apply unfairly and unjustly to the
county I represent; but I do say, that when information
such as has been asked for is demanded, the people's repre-
sontatives in this House have a right to that information;
and it is not for the hon. Minister of Customs to tell us that
he gets information of a confidential character. This the
mover of the motion has conceded, and it is not asked
for; but the general information on which this legislation
is based, I have a right to expect, and I think that the
hon. gentleman is in the same position.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I think that this matter
should be better understood before we go much further.
Does the hon. gentleman refuse to bring down the informa-
tion on which the hon. Minister of Finance bases the duties
on several articles mentioned in the motion? I would liko
to know how the motion can be intelligently discussed in
this House, with respect to specific and ad valorem du ties of
the articles-

Mr. BOWELL. It would be well for the hon. gentleman
to diseuss the motion before the House.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I understand that the hon.
gentleman refused even that information.

Mr. BOWELL. Tho hon. Minister of Customs did
nothing of the kini.

Mr. BURPEE. I will then refer to the correspondence.
This correspondenco must contain a great deal of matter,
placed before the Government, not of a confidential char-
acter, stating why the duty should be incrcased, and thore
should be no objection to bring this down, as it cannot be
very numerous. There are two classes in this matter of
particular interest: first, one side of the House, and then the
other side; and it would be just as well that those who suffer
by this taxation should know the reasons why they are
taxed, as well as that those who benefit from it should in-
form the Govern ment why they should get this increase in
taxation. The party opposed to it should know the reasons
for it, and I think the hon. Minister of Custom should cer-
tainly bring down the correspondence wbich is not of a con-
fidential character, and give the roasons why this taxation
is incroased.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It certainly must strike the
hon. members of the IHouse as very strange that the hon.
Minister of Customs has taken the decided stand which
ho bas on this question. The motion of the hon, leader of
the Opposition is that the House shall be placed in posses.
sion of information which is furnished to the Government,
and on whieh they acted in framing the alterations in the
Tariff, and which have a bearirg on the interosts of the
whole country; and why this should be refused is some-
thing that is not very intelligible to Parliament. Of course,
he bas raised a difficulty in suggesting-what was not at
all raised by the motion-that the correspondence might be
something of a confidential nature. The hon. leader of the
Opposition never by any act in this House-and I am sure
he never will be-was guilty of asking directly or indirectly
for any information of a private or confidential nature; and
we have a right to get the information asked for.
To say that there is a difficulty in the production
of it would also be to ignore the line of argument
of the hon. Finance Minister himself on a previous occasion.
Why, who does not romember, and if any one does not
remember it let him turn up last year's Bansard, and read
the speech of the hon. Finance Minister, that the hon.
gentleman then became an advertising agent for several
large importing and manufacturing firms of the country,
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and did not scruple e7en to use the dignity of a Minister of
Finance to advertise the private affairs of companies in this
country. A letter thore appears-if I am not mistaken-
written by Mr. Greene, of Montreal, in -which ho detailed
how this business had enormously increased. This was a
cheap advertisement for Mr. Greene, and was very desirable
to him; and this is precisely one of the increases respecting
which information is asked for by the hon. member for
Durham, voluntarily given by the bon. Minister of Finance
on that occasion, because he thought it suited his purpose and
arbitrarily refusel by the hon. Minister of Customs on this
occasion because we are forced to the suspicion that there is
some correspondence there which might reveal something
of a selfish nature on the part of the correspondents rather
than a sincere desire for the benefit of the whole. Take
again the statement of the hon. Finance Minister in this
House in his Budget Speech :

" A gentleman said to me the other day :' If you lay down the prin-
ciple that books not published in Canada shall be admitted free, what
would I, an author in Montreal, do? I would go to the United States
and have my books published there, and bring them in duty free. I
would thereby have both markets, and there would be no inducement
to me to have my books published in Canada ; but, on the contrary,
there would be an inducement to go to the United States and pablish
them there.'I"

Ilere we have the hon. Finance Minister giving to us what I
would take to be a private conversation with a certain gen-
tleman upon a certain subject which led hiim to take a cer-
tain direction in the legislation which ho was proposing to this
louse on the Tariff ; but the bon. Minister of Customs to-day
tells us that it would be unsafe and unwise to give us such
information. The hon. Minister of Customs says that all this
information has been considered, and that after mature
deliberation they have made up their minds; but the House
wants precisely the same information in order that they
may make up thoir minds. Perhaps this information if it
were received, would redound to the credit of hon. gentle-
men opposite--perhaps hon. members on this side who hold
themselves ever open to conviction might alter their opinions
if they had the benefit of this information. lHere is another
matter of information which is in the possession of the De-
partment, judging from the speech of the hon. Finance Min-
ister, and which I would like to have beforo us:

" We find now that circulars are being distributed with reference to
certain articles, and atating that if they could crush the8e manufactur-
ers out for a year or two they could have the market for themselves,
and they are making an effort to get it.'"

Sir, I want to see one of those circulars. I do not deny the
statement, but I want to see the circular, and I think I have
a right to see it. It bas been publicly alluded to and I
want it laid on the Table of the flouse so that.I and the
people of Canada may be in possession of that authoritative
document so that it nay be printed in our newspapers, in
order that we may understand the line adopted to us by our
neighbors. It is in the public interest that we should have
it, and I think it is in the public interest that the motion
before the House has been made, and I think that botter
reasons will have to be given before we feel satisfied with a
negative answer to the request which bas been made.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it must be quite
evident, from the speech we have just listened to that the
hon. gentleman does not intend to be a Minister of Finance
because if ho had the most remote idea of filling that office,
he would not have made the announeement which we havejust
heard; because no Finance Minister eau carry on the busi-
ness of the country, can collect the necessary information,
can thoroughly do his duty, if ho would accede to the pro-
position contained in the motion, and which has been
pressed so strongly by the hon. gentleman. It is the busi-
ness of the hon. Finance Minister to get all kinds of inform-
ation frem aill sources-from interested sources, from sus.
picious sources, from sources which are dishonest, as well

Mr. PATERsoN (Brant).

as those which are honest. He las to get such evidence as
lie can, and ho ias to weigh that evidence and consider it ;
and then, on lis own responsibility, and the responsi-
bility of the Government, ho has to decide what he
shall propose in the way of taxation, or the remission
of taxation, when bringing down this his Financial
Policy. He does it on hie own responsibility and the
responsibility of the Government, and ho las to give such
reasons as he thinks necessary to convince the reason and
the conscience of the Flouse; and the House will judge of these
reasons and of these grounds, without reference to what in-
fluence may have been behind him. What does it matter
to this House what Mr. A or Mr. B says, or Mr. Green or
Mr. Blue. It is a matter of no consequence what informa-
tion he gets, for hoeis obliged to submit to this House such
good reasons for the measure he proposes that the louse
will accept them, and if they are not satisfiactory, they will
reject his proposition. The hon. gentleman says that this
information ought to be given, because, last Session, the hon.
Minister of Finance, in the exorcise of bis own discretion,
quoted a letter from a Mr. Greene, and hoesaid that was a
great advertisement for Mr. Greene, and that it promoted the
interests of that gentleman. If i remember aright, the hon.
gentleman, in his place in the House, objected to my hon.
friend the hon. Minister of Finance reading that letter.
Did he not say that it should not be used as an advertise-
ment ? lias the hon. gentleman, or has any friends of lis
own, any representations which they want to get advertised ?
Does he think that there is, amorng ail those papers, any
correspondence of that kind-for, at ail events, we have
agreed that there is some duty to bo put on cigars? Does
the hon. gentleman wish to search among the archives of
the Finance Departinent to find out whether there is any
such statement-any such advertisement of the necessity of
protecting cigars ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). A Il right.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. But the lion. gentleman

knows perfectly well what I meanu.
Mr. PATERSON. I know what you insinuate.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman

knowN s what I have said. I am rather surprised that the
hon. leader of the Opposition has made this motion, which
strikes at tho very root of the means of obtaining the best,
tullest, and Most exhaustive information on ail subjects
connected with finances. If it is to be understood that
every manufacturer, and overy person who is supposed to
bave a direct or indirect interest in the subject, is to have his
letters pressing his own views published to the world, the
Government vill be deprived of the usual and ordinary
means of getting such information.; and I venture toe say
that in the last 150 years no such motion has been made in
the British Parliament; and that if made it would be laughed
out of the House. My hon. friend from Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell), says he is surprised that this motion should
not be granted. That hon. gentleman, when he was the
able and efficient Minister of Marine and Fisheries, got an
immense amount of information of every possible kind con-
nected with the claims of Canada for compensation for in-
juries done to the fishermen ; but if there had been the most
remote idea amongst his informants that their statements
would be published to the world, Canada would have lost
all that information which enabled ber to get the large
verdict of $5,000,000-information which gave Canada and
Great Britain a triumph, and information which got, another
hon. member an hlnor and a decoration which ought to
adorn the. breast of my lon. friend. If such a motion as
the present had been made with regard to the hon. gentle-
man's Department, I am sure ho would have risen with very
vigorous indignai ion and rejected it. I have no hositation
in saying that this motion rcally strikes at the efficient
administration of every Department. I oppose it, and I
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shall ask all my friends and all the friends of effective
administration of affairs to resist this motion as unusual,
as uncalled for, and I venture to say, un:precedented.

Mr. MITCHELL. I must ask the forbearance of the
House fora few moments. As the right hon. gentleman has
chosen to refer to me in a manner so distinct, and I may say
so complimentary, I may venture, in justification of myself,
to draw a distinction between the two cases he bas reforred
to. The right hon. gentleman has referred to the vast
amount of information obtainod by me in connection with
the Fishery question. I admit that I did obtain a great deal
of information in relation to that matter, and I admit that
there was a great deal of correspondence moved for that it
would have been prejudicial to the public interest to have
brought down, and that was not brought down. There are
occasions in the experience of every hon. Minister, when it
would be improper tomake public, matters that come before
the Government. The hon. gentleman bas referred to dis-
tinguished honors having been conferred upon gentlemen
in connection with the Treaty of Washington. It is a little
singular that he should refer to these matters. There was
a time when honors were being conferred upon my col-
leagues for services performed in connection with the crea-
tion of this great Confederation, when titles were being dis-
tributed with lavish hands all around, when the lon. gentle-
man had it in his power to give a title to Mr. Mitchell, as
well as others, and he was left out. I may say that I did
not suffer much from the omission, because I am not one
who values these honors much. Sour grapes, it may be
said; but I have survived. This case is a very different one
from that to which the hon. First Minister las reforred.
The hon. member for Cardwell says: "Not a bit of it." IIe
will, perbaps, blindly follow his leader, because it is said,
although 1 will not say it, that ho is the nomince of the
hon. tirst Minister-

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Order.

Mr. MITCHELL. Who says order ? I am not out of
order. I am speaking the honest conviction of my mind in
this matter, and I say that there are hon. gentlemen in this
House who may follow the hon. First Minister blindly, and
when he calls upon them to refuse to give this information,
I suppose they will follow him, and vote down the motion.
The ca-e brought up by the hon. First Minister is entirely
different from this case. It relates to information obtaned
from a foreign country, and obtainel in a way which
hon. gentlemen opposite chose to designate as improper;
and I may say that I owe but little to hon. gentlemen on
the Opposition side for the manner in which they dealt with
the information then obtained ; but when there is a ques.
tion of principle, involving the right of tbis louse to infor-
mation as te how our taxes are imposed on the people,
whether they are for the advantage of the manufacturer or
of the people, I put aside party and the flattering reference
which the hon. First Minister has made, and I deal with
the bold question as to whether the people of this country
have a right to ask for every information that is in the
bands of the Ministry, which can be given to this louse
without detriment to the Government, or contrary to the
interest of the country.

Mr. BURNS. Coming as I do from a county in the same
Province as the hon. gentleman's county is in, and having
identical interests with the county of Northumberland, I
think it right to criticise, in a few words, the remarks
which have fallen from the hon. gentleman who represents
that county. I think he was rather unfortunate in the
argument he addressed te the flouse. I think he was rather
unfortunate in claiming that the National Policy had not
only not benefited the lumbering and the fishing industries
of the connty of Northumberland, but was actually injuring
them. That I entirely deny. The hon. gentleman men-

tions two or three items to show how the National Policy
bas injured these industries. He mentioned the item of
axes. Now, I would ask the hon. gentleman how many
axes have been imported into the county of Northumber-
land during the past fifteen years ? I contend that 95 per
cent. of the axes used in the county of Northumberland
during that time, and under a Tariff of 15 or 17â per cent.,
were manufactured in the Province of New Brunswick or
in the Province of Quebee. The National Policy did not
affect the price one iota, unless it lowered the price, by giv-
ing the manufacturers an enlarged mai ket. With regard
to chains, to which he also referred, I ask him if their cost
bas been increased 2â per cent. by the National Policy? I
might ask the same question with regard to the article of
harness. I can simply say that not 5 per cent. of the har-
ness used in the County of Northumberland, during the last
fifteen or twenty years, has been imported. All the harness
used in the lumber industry has been made in Canada, and
largoly in the chief town of the county; and its cost has
not been increased to any appreciable extent. The hon.
gentleman also spoke of flour. How many barrels of flour
have been imported from the Unitel States into the county
of Northumberland during the last fifteen years ? All the
flour used in the northern part of New Brunswick comes
from Quebec or Ontario, and that flour, being a por-
tion of the surplus proluced by those Provinces, is
not enhanced one cent in its price. In regard to the
question of cornmeal I am free to admit that the sen-
timent of the people of New Brunswick is in favor of
placing cornmeal on the Froc List; but, in acknowledging
that fact, I say there is not the clamor against the im-
position of the duty wbich is represented to exist, nor
is cornmeal used down there as a matter of food to the
extent claimed. A great portion of that which is used
in New Brunswick is used for horse feed, and, on account
of the imposition of the duty, a large quantity of oats is kept
out of the country to the damage of the American farmers
and the advantage of the farmers of New Brunswick, Quebec
and Prince Edward Island.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It is evident we are drifting into a
discussion on the Tariff, instead of limiting it to the ques-
tion whether the papers asked for should be produced or
not.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hardly know how mueh latitude is to
be given in this matter. The papers called for all relate to
the Tariff and it is difficult to say whether they have not
some connection with the subject broulit up by the hon.
gentleman. I would ask the hon. gentleman to use bis
discretion, and not branch out on other matters.

Mr. BURNS. I do not want to branch out at all. Un-
like the hon. member for Northumberland, I endeavored to
give my views on the Tariff in the debate on the Budget.
I was saying that cornmeal is not used for human
food in the Lower Provinces to the extent represented, and,
therefore, when it comes into competition with grain the
benefit is to the farmer. I come toanother item which shows
the fallacy of the arguments of the hon. member for North-
umberland, that is with respect to the fisheries. He bas
claimed that very few people derive any benefit from the fish-
ery bounty. I am not prepared to say what is the number
who are bencfited in bis county by it; but in the
county I have the bonor to represent a very great deal of good
bas been and is being donc beocause of that bounty. We have
at least 500 fishing boats there. The House can easily under-
stand the immense benefit the bounty is 'to the people of
Gloucester. In connection with the fishing ani lumbering
business I may refer to two important articles of food, tea and
pork. We have now free tea. That is a great boon to the
lumbermen and fishermen. No man knows better than the
hon. member for Northumberland the enormous consumption
of tea there is in the woods. Any time you go to a lumber-
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ing camp, the first thing put before you is a tin panakin of
good black tea, and as the quantity consumed is very large
the admission of tea without duty is a great boon to the lum-
bermen. The next item is that of pork. Under the old
Tariff the same duty was imposed on pork as now, that is
one cent per lb., se that in respect to that article the
Tariff does not impose any additional duty. I have no de-
sire to occupy the attention of the House at greater length,
but rose simply to refute a number of statements made by
the hon. member for Northumberland.

Mr. FARROW. I would very much like to have had
an opportunily of discussing the National Policy, while the
debate on the Budget was going on; but as time would not
thon admit of my doing so, I think I may be allowed a few
minutes now to give the coming Finance Minister a little
advice. I am sorry the hon. Finance Minister is not in his
place ; but I think the hon. member for Brant bas received
all ho could expect to receive from the hon. Minister of
Customs. If the hon. gentleman is seeking information, I
can give him one of these circulars. 1 am as little acquainted
with the hon. Finance Minister's business as any man in
this House. I know nothing about his secrets, about his
Department, se as to speak with regard to secrets. I do not
know who bas gone to him, or what representations have
been made to him; but I do know that there are circulars
throughout Canada-American circulars, which show that
the Americans are trying to get, if possible, the trade of
this country, and break down our own manufactures. I
am sorry that a man of worth-a coming man-such as the
hon. member for South Brant, should have any such teetotal
ignorance about those circulars. I nover expect to be a
Finance Minister. I make no pretence to that, but really I
have seen one of these circulars.

An hon. MEMBER. Send it over.
Mr. FARRO W. I will send it over. I am sorry to say

that that side of the House are generally wanting in gentle-
manliness, as I have found after about a dozen years'
experience in this louse. Now, the Americans had a very
good schooling when they began to manufacture goods to send
to this country. When they commenced to manufacture axes
the Br itish manufacturers drew together and set to work to
devise means to kill this competition. Take the manufac-
ture of axes. How shall we find out their prices ? One
says : " I will tell you how; we will, for one or two years,
if necessary, send in axes at a reducod cost and kill them
out." They tried that. They hampered them as much as
they could, but nevertheless the Amoricans succeeded.
How? By placing higher dutios. Now, if there is one
manufacturing interest in Canada that has been helped by
the National Policy, it is the manufacture of musical
instruments, organs and pianos.

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to a point of ordor. I wish to
enquire whother we are discussing the Tariff, the National
Policy, or the motion on the paper.
- Mr. SPEAKER. It seems to me that in discussing any-
thing relating to an increase in the Tariff, an hon. member
may say that an increase upon one article has raised the
price of other articles, that the duty was before too high,
or ont of proportion. He may cite these facts to justify the
state of the Tariff heretofore, or justify the increase of cer-
tain duties. If he can go into the Tariff at all'he can go
into the whole Tariff.

Mr. FARROW. I will bring my remarks to a close by
giving you this circular. There is a gentleman residing in
Washington, New Jersey, named Daniel F. Beatty. le sells
organs for $125 in his own country. He puts an advertise-
ment in the CHristian Guardian, of Toronto--a religious
paper than which there is no better paper that I know of-
that he will give Canadians that organ for $79 if they will
remit in ten days. He says: "If you will clip out this little

Mr. BuRNs.

bit of coupon that appears in the Guardian, that little piece
of waste paper shall be taken as good as $46. He goes on
to say : "All freights shall be prepaid. There are twenty-
seven stops. There are two golden reeds. There is a music
stool. There is a supply of music for a century nearly.
And all this at a reduction of $46, by sending this little
scrap of paper, if you buy from us within ten days. " Why
not twenty days ? Why not forty days ? Why not for a
whole year ? Will the hon. gentleman tell me that $125 is
not the real price of the organ, and that this 846 off is for the
very purpose of getting the trade of organs in this country
and swamping it ? I am glad that there is an organ com-
pany in Bowmanville ; I am glad the hon. leader of the
Opposition represents Bowmanville, and I am glad that that
organ company manufactures both organs and pianos.
They produce just as good articles and as cheap as can be
bought in the United States. The point is this : If you lot
this Yankee bring in these organe for $79, that are worth
$125, the Bowmanville factory will be snuffed out, the Bell
Organ Factoryat Guelph will be snuffed out,theClinton Organ
Factory in my county will be snuffed out, and all these mon
who are working in these factories will be snuffed out. They
will go to Daniel F. Beatty, Washington, New Jersey. I
will close by sending this circular to my hon. friend the
Finance Minister of the Opposition, and I trust that ho will
road it carefully. I trust ho will glean the news it contains.
I hope and trust that there will be sufficient good sonse on
both sides of the House to refuse the motion that bas been
moved by the hon. member.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have not had time to look at
the circular, but I listened attentively to it, and I did not
find that it says what the hon. First Minister said was
in it. What I want is that circular in which the American
manufacturers say-

Sir JOHN A. MA.CDONALD. This is not a personal
explanation.

Mr. PATERSON. Yes; it is.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No ; it is not.
Mr. PATERSON. It is setting myself right. I have

been misquoted.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is allowe. Ito make

an explanation if ho has been misquoted.
Mr. PATERSON. I have been misquotel. The hon.

First Minister need not have triel to take that point. This
is what the hon. First Minister said:

'" But more than that, we find that our enterprising neighbors to the
south of us have made up their minds that if such a thing is possible
they will have for their manufactures tie market of Canada at any
price. We find now that circulars are being distributed with reference
to certain articles, and stating that if they could crush these mannfac-
tures out for a year or two they could have the market themselves, aud
they are making an effort to get it."

That is what I said before. I do not deny that there is such
a circular, but I want to see it. I have not seen it in the
paper that bas been sent across the floor.

Mr. FARROW. Does the hon. gentleman not think·that
that kind of work will do it effectually ?

Mr. PATERSON. I am talking about a direct statoinent
of the hon. First Minister.

Mr. CHARLTON. I imagined, a few moments ago, that
I was listening to the dulcet tones of an organ, although I
could not imagine it was a Yankee organ. It was undoubt-
edly a good loyal Canadian organ. It had only one stop,
and we were very anxious to have that stop applied. Fin-
ally it was, and the organ ceased its toue. Well, Sir, I
think this is a most humiliating come-down, from the posi-
tion taken by the hon. gentlemen opposite with regard to
this circular-quoting an advertisement in a newspaper
witb reference to the sale of organe, an advertisement that
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professes to sell an organ for $79, the list price of which
is 8125. Well, Sir, I do not know that it would be a very
great detriment to the purchaser in Canada if he got the
value of $125 for $79. I cannot see it in that light. It
strikes me something as it did the little boy who was train-
ing hia bull dog-pup once. He got his f ather to get down
on the floor and let the pup take him by the nose. During
the operation the father yelled with pain, but the boy assured
him that while it might be hard on his father it was the
making of the pup. So, while buying organs at this price
may be lard on the organ manufacturer in Canada, it is
certainly good for those who have to buy the organs. How-
ever, I assure the hon. gentlemen in this House that though
this manufacturer sells hia organs at a discount of $46, he
is still selling them on better termas than they are usually
sold. I am informed that from the price list of musical
instruments a discount of 40 per cent. is given to the trade.
The discount on that organ, valued at $125, would be $50,
and the manufacturer was offering the organ at $4 higher
than the regular terms of the trade to the Canadian
purchaser. If this is all the hon. gentleman has to show to
back up the assertion that American manufacturers are
determined to ruin manufacturers in Canada, certain-
ly it is a very humiliating come-down fiom the state-
ment made. I do not propose to follow the example
of the hon. member for Gloucester and the hon. mem-
ber for Huron, and travel the ground so widely as they
have done, with reference to the National Policy. The
question before the House is a motion moved by the hon.
member for West Durham, calling for certain specifie
informations, calling for letters or documents with respect
to the increase of. duties. A very small return would be
necessary to include this correspondence. The hon. gentle-
man does not ask for any private correspondence ; lie asks
for nothing but informations that was placed in the hands
of the hon. Finance Minister, with respect to the duties on
certain. articles. There is nothing improper in the demand,
and nothing improper in the hon. Finance Minister acced-
ing to the motion. The hon. First Minister has told the
House that the demand strikes at the right of the Finance
Minister to receive and make use of confidential information.
The hon. gentleman has told the House that the hon. Fi-
nance Minister makes use of dishonest informations, as well
as honest informations. I dare say lie does. I dare say a
part of the informations submitted to the hon. Finance
Minister to induce him to make particular changes in the
Tariff, was dishonest, and that some of the influences used
were dishonest. I believe the hon. Minister was approached
by interested parties, not from a desire to promote the
country's good, but to promote their private and selfish
ends, and the hon. gentleman never spoke a greater truth
in this House than when he said the hon. Finance Minister
made use of dishonest informations, furnished by dishonest
parties for dishonost purposes.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I never said anything of
the kind.

Mr. CHARLTON. Did the masses of the people go before
the hon. Finance Minister and urge upon him changes in the
Tariff ? No; it was parties interested in having high
duties imposed in order that their gains might be increased.
The hon. First Minister has told the House that no Finance
Minister can conduct his business,if the information he obtains
is published. No papers are asked for which will interfere
with the efficient administration of our financial affaira.
Let me tell the hon. First Minister the way in which Tariff
changes are made in the country from which he copied his
fiscal policy. The United States last year was peram-
bulated by a Tariff Commission which sat in every principal
City i the country. It called before it parties inter-
ested in changes beiDg made in the Tariff-manufacturers,
producers, and agriculturists. It did not sit in the
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Star Chamber fashion in ;which this Government con-
siders Tariff changes, but it sat in the open light of day,
and in the presence of reporters of the press. IIow
are Tariff changes effected in the United States ? Not
by the Secretary of the Treasury recciving private in-
formation, correspondence and deputations, but changes are
organized in Committee of the House of Representatives in
open court, in the presence of reporters of the press, and
where all interested in the matter could attend and know
exactly what was going on. There is no secrecy there. I
bold that if the Government decline to furnish this infor-
mation, the inference which the country will draw will be
that the information was of an improper character, that
there is something to conceal ; and the country will be
justified in drawing that inference. If I were not in this
House, I would draw that inference.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course you would.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentleman had nothing
to conceal, if the information was proper for the Gov-
ernment to listen to, the information should be placed
in the light of day. Not only have the lon. mem-
bers of this flouse, but the whole population of the Do-
minion, through their representatives, have a right to
demand that Government should lay before Parliament
the information that induced them to make changes in the
Tariff. If the Government deny this information they stifle
free enquiry, they stifle the demand made by the repre-
sentatives of the people, that the people shall know what is
going on in the Star Chamber, and ascortain what were the
influences which produced the Tariff changes. The Gov-
ernment dare not make public the information. They know
that conflicting, selfish interests were seeking to over-ride
each other ard obtain unjust arrangements under the Pro-
tective Tariff. The people do not require to be taught on
this matter. I regret the Government should refuse to
furnish the information asked for. I cannot sny I am sur-
prised, for it was inevitable they should do so. Thore is
something to conceal, information which cannot be laid
before the country without drawing on them the condemna-
tion of the people.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwol). The bon. gentleman has ro-
ferred to the United States as if there could bo any possible
analogy between that country and ours. When he is com-
pelled to refer to the method adopted there in regard to
changes in the Tariff in order to justify a motion of this
kind, I think we may fairly say hon. gentlemen opposite
have given up the case. In the United States tlhere is no
Government responsible to the representatives of the people
for the Tariff changes brought down. The Tariff is adopted
by Congress itself, by the House of Representatives, and
the Senate. It is an open question; any member may
propose what changes he pleases, and Congress can appoint,
as it did appoint last year, a Tariff Commipsion to gather
information on the subject. In this country, on the contrary,
we have a responsible Ministry-thank God for that-and it
is a decided advantage of which we may be proud.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman
(Mr. Charlton) does not think so.

Mr. WHITE. The fact that the hon. gentleman prefers
the American system shows how little ho is capable of
judging as to what is the proper course to follow under our
constitutional system.

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to a personal explanation. I am
accused of drawing a comparison which is unfair. It is the
right of the people to know what are the influences which
have produced changes in the Tariff.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. WHITE. I never object to any hon. member inter.

rupting me if ho las a correction to make; but the hon.
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gentleman is now simply referring to the point which he
urged, that the people should have an opportunity of know-
ing precisely what was the information and from what
sources the Government obtained it, which enabled them to
bring down their policy to the louse. It is a matter of no
consequence where the information came from if the Gov-
ernment assume the responsibility of submitting their
conclusions upon it to Parliament. The objection I enter-
tain to the motion is this : If we adopt this principle it will
be impossible for any hon. Minister, no matter the Depart-
ment over which he presides, to be able to obtain information
from outside sources, from independent sources, from
sources which do not dosire to come before the public, not
because of any special interest they possess in the matter,
but simply froin the fact that they are quiet people who
do not like the prominence which the publication of their
letters would give them. If we had adopted the principle
at the time of Confederation, that every gentleman writing
a letter to an hon.Minister on any subject of publie interest,
is liable to have the letter brought down to the House, as a
public document on an Order of the louse, I could, per.
haps, understand a reason for the present motion ; but gen-
tlemen may have written to the Government in perfect
gocd faith, convoying information which they do not desire
the public and parties in the same branch of trade as them-
selves should learn ; yet, by this motion, the House will
undertake to make public that which the writer supposed,
according to all preccdents which have obtained in this
country, should be a personal and private communication.
I have reason to feel somewhat strongly on this question
myself. Last summer a gentleman happened to call at my
office in Montreal, and said: .I see by the newspapers
thatthe Governmont aro going to givo a subsidy for
a German lino of steamers. Is it not possible that Ger-
man Lloyd'i, of which I am agent, may secure an
opportunity to compote for the subsidy?" I said: "1I
do not know." He asked: IWill you write to Sir Leonard
Tilley?" I said : "I have no objection." I wrote a
etter which I considered a privato letter. I received an
answer aking for further information. I handed the letter
to Mr. Gilmour, who is the party in question. He thereupon
gave me certain documents, which I transmitted to the
hon. Finance Minister. That vas all that occurred, and
yet I find myself paraded all througb the newspapers as
being interested in German Lloyd's steamers, and as trying
to get tho subsidy, which I never thought of, or dreamed of.
That is a mere incident of what may occur. I happen to
be a public man, and have to bear such charges; but mer-
chants are not public mon, and the hon. Finance Minister
must and ought to be in a position to obtain from merchants
all information possible. Now, in this particular case
which is asked for, how are we going to get this informa-
tion ? Let us take what is now going on, and is known
from the newspapers as going on; lot us take the
case of agricultural implements, for instance, respceting
which there is a proposal before us that the duties
should be increased-I am not discussing the question
whether this is wise or unwise, but am merely stating
a fact-what did we see the other day ? That a deputa-
tion of persons-agricultural implement makers-came to
Ottawa and had an interview with the hon. Finance
Minister; their names were given in the newspapers,
and they then went away. Now, how are we going to get
sny information under this motion as to what they stated in
the Finance Department ? The only possible information
that we could get under a motion of this kind is precisely
that information for which we ought not to ask, because
it is information given by gentlemen to romain private,
as they supposed would be the case, although they migLht
not have marked their letters private-under the practice
which has always obtained, that communications
of this kind never corne down te the louse at

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell).
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ail. What we have to deal with here is the Tariff
rosolutions submitted by the Government. They are
responsible for those Tariff resolutions; and we have to
obtain from the hon. Minister, on the floor of Parliament, the
information upon which he as arrived at the conclusion to
submit them to Parliament; but whon we ask him to divulge
the names of persons with whom ie may have communi-
cated-and communicatel in perftet good faith, with the
view of ascertaining what the opinions of experts, who may
not be directly connected with the business in question at
the time regarding these matters-and when we ask him to
bring that correspondence down here, I think that if we
passed this Order, we should simply destroy a very useful
means of information which the hon. Minister of Finance in
particular may have in the future.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Such letters are not included
in the motion.

Mr. WHITE. I beg your pard>n. Letters are included.
Mr. PATERSON. No,
Mr. WHITE. Ail letters not marked private are

included.
Mr. PAT1ERSON. Only those asking for increases in

duty.
Mr. WIIITE. I bog your pardon. But suppose they aie

asking for an increase in duty; suppose, for instance, that
a merchant wiites up to say that ho thinks it would be for
the advantage of the country-not asking for it personally,
but meroly suggestino--that there should be an increase in
the duty on any partieular article, and a correspondence
occurred botween him and the hon. Finance Minister with
relation to it. The bon. Finance Minister considers it, and
may adopt it, or ho may not. It may be or it may net be
embodied in the resolutions brought down beore at al; but
are we to say that because that gentleman wrote a letter,
which he considered a private letter, to the hon. Finance
Minister asking for an increase of duty, or suggestiiig one,
he is to be paraded all over the country as havirg been seek-
ing secretly to obtain that kind of increase of duty, or that
change in the Tariff ? What we have to do with, is simply
with the resolutions as brought down bore; and we hold
the Government, as a Government, and the hon. Finance
Minister especially, responsible for their provisions. I am
not goirg to refer to the remarks of my pleasant friend the
hon. member for Northumberland, who appears to be
so touchy with relation to his own personality in this
House, that he cannot even hear anybody say Ihear,
hear," without angrily finging back something in retort.
The hon. gentleman was a Minister of the Crown for six
years. I was a supporter of the Government during that
whole time, and if I wanted to put a witness in the
witness box to prove that I am not subservient I would select
the hon. gentleman himself. Sir, as a party man, I know my
obligations, and as member sent here to support the Govern-
ment I know my duty; I intend to support them until I
find that their goneral policy is such that I cannot support
them; and then I think, as a public man, responsible to my
constituents and to my own conscience, I will know what
course to take. But that the hon. gentleman, who was a
Minister of the Crown, and who was very glad to get
members of Parhiament, and members of the prese, and
friends outside of Parliament to support him, and was very
indignant when they did not support him-who has been a
Minister of the Crown, and who knows the obligations of
Members of Parhiament to their party and to the Govern-
ment should simply-because I ventured to say that the
cases were analagous, as I believe them to be-throw that
insnlt,-shall I say-

Mr. MITCHELL. Say what you like.
Mr. WHITE. No; I take nothing from the hon. g<ntle-

man as an insult, because I know him too well to do so.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Might I ask the permission of the

House to say a word in responso to the insulting remarks of
the hon. member for Cardwell-the impirtinent remarks of
tbe hon member for Cirdwell ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Tho hon. gentleman has already
spoken.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman who has just sat down,
and who appears to have irritaten the susceptibilities of bis
mutual friend to such an extent, says there is no analogy
between the manner in which the Tariff is changed in the
United States and in Canada; that here we have a respon-
bible Government which formulates the Tariff, while, in the
United States, anybody may propose a Tariff in Congress,
and Congress inay adopt it or not, and that there is no an-
elogy between the methods of collecting information on
this subject here and there; but I cannot see that
this is the case. It Feems to me that whatçver
be the mode in which the Tariff is actually formulated, the
interest of the public in knowing exactly on what grounds
certain dutices are imposed, and for what reasons certain
privileges are granted to certain people, is exactly thesame
here as in the United States. By a sound principle in Ca-
nada, a Tariff hould be proposed upon information carefully
gathered by a Commissioner or otherwise as in the United
States; but my hon. friend says that the position is different;
that in the United States, where Congress may do as it
pleases with the Tariff, it is necessary to have a Commission
to get evidence and formulate the logical principles of a
Tariff which is best suited to the wants of the country; but
in Canada, nothing of that sort is needed at aill. We bave a
responsible Government, thank God! he says, to procure in-
formation inwhatever way they may choose, from p rivate per.
sons, from interviews with the Department and from private
letters which are not to be shown to anybody, and which ask
for increases in theduties. They may collect information in
all these ways, and then come down to the IIouse and tell
the House that they must accept this Tariff. He (Mr.
White) says it is of no consequence whore the information
comes from if the Governmont take the responsibility of
submitting 1 Le changcs proposeJ. That may be the case
with hon. gentlemen on that side of the louse, and with
hon. gentlemen who support any Government-because I do
not confine it to hon. gentlemen opposite-but it is not the
case with the public at large. It is of great consequence to
the public at large where the information comes from,
when a certain amount of money is taken from their pockets
and put into the pockets of other people; and it is not only
of consequence to them, but they have a perfect right to
know the details as to how the Tariff is formulated, and, at
the least, on what information increases are proposed, and
in what manner the Government propose to justify the
changes which they lay before the House; but there is one
difference: my hon. friend was correct in saying that there
is some difference between the state of things in the United
States and here, although there is an analogy. There it à
is necessary to lobby the whole majority of theB
Hoeuse, for the time being, while bore it is only necessary
to lobby the Government-that is the difference; and itlais
jast because the lobbying is confined to the few gentlemen
sitting on the Treasury benches that we have all the more
right to know; and it i the more necessary for us to
demand on what information this small clique of men B
found the proposed changes which they have laid before the&
House. My hon. friend from Cardwell has been proceeding B
throughout bis speech on the supposition that the letters Bi
asked for by this resolution include all the letters contain- B
ing information which might be useful to the Government. B
Although I say we have the right to get all the information 0
on which the Government have proposed changes, I do not c
say, and I do not think, that we have the right to ask for ,
all the privato lettera containing private information as to c

the processes of trade, &c.; but the Government should
give us the general results of them. We .have
not the right to ask for letters in detail, which may
reveal trade secrets injurious to business; but what the
resolution asks for is simply letters from manufacturers and
others, requesting incrcases in the Tariff on individual items.
It does not ask for the letters which the hon. member for
Cardwell (Mr. White) said should not be brought down, but
it does ask for the letters which should be brought down.
When changes in the Tariff are suddenly proposed by
the Government, I think we should have some explan-
ation as to why these changes are required; we
should know whether or not there has been a publi.o
demand for them ; and when these changes are
made without notification, we are driven to enquire into the
peculiar reasons which may have led the Government to
propose them. These letters, which are said to be private,
are about public business; they are asking the Governmont
to give these particular individuals certain advantages over
other individuals-to give them the right of charging
more for their productions than they otherwise could. A
letter which asks the Government to give a man a public
advantago cannot be a private letter, in the sense that a
letter which woulJ reveal trade procosses or secrets would
be a private letter. I repeat that a letter asking the Gov-
ernment to give awny a pecuniary advantage to an indi-
vidual is a public letter, and should be brought down to the
House.

Motion (Mr. Blake) negativod on the following division:-

Messieurs
Allen,
Armstrong
Auger,
Býan
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Bourassa,
Burpee (St. Jl»n),
Burpee (Sunbury),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cockburn,
Davies,
De St Georg s,
Fairbank,
Fisher
Fleming,

Abbott,
Allison
Amyot,
Baker (Missisquioi)
Baker (Victoria),
Beaty,
Bell,
Benoit,
Beneon,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Blly,
Blanchet,
Boldnc,
Boss',
Bourbeau,
Bowell,
Brecken,

7 yohn,Burnham
Burns,
Cameron (Inverne2s)
Campbell (Victoria),

oarling,

Cimons

Forbes, Paterson (Brant),
Geoffrion, Pickard,
Gillmor, Platt,
Harley, Ray,
Holton, Rinfret,
Innis, Robertson (Sheiburne),
Irvine, Seriver,
Keefier, Somerville (Brant),
King, Somerville (Bruce),
Kirk SP *ner,
Lanierkin, Sutherland (Oxford),
Laurier, Sutherland (Selkiu k),
Lister, Thompsen,
Livingstone, Trow,
Mackenzie, Vail,
McMillan (Fluron), Watson,
McGraney, Weldon,
MeIntyre,elis,
Melseac, Wheler,
McMullen, Wilson, and
Mitchell, Yeo.--65.
Mulock,

NAvs :
Messieurs

Dickinson, McLelan,
DoddyMeNeili,
Dugas, Massue,
Dundas, Méthot,
Dupont, Ifofat,
Farrow, Montplaiuir,
Ferguson (Welland), O'Brien,
Fortin, orten,
Foster, Oulmet,
FréchettePaint,
Gagné, Patterson (Essez),
Girouard (Jacq. Cart.),Pinsonneauit
Gordon, Pope,
Grandbois, Reid,
Gailbault, Richey
Guillet,Roberton (;amilton),
Hackett, RoyaI,
Hawkins, Rkr
Hay, Scott,
Hesson, Shakespeare
Horner, 8mai,
Ivest Smyth,
Jamieson, Sproule,
KilvertTassé,
Klaney, Taylor,
Kranz, Tupper (Cumberlant ),

1883. 555
t



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 11,

Cochrane,
colby,
costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
Curran,
Onthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,
Dawson,
De Beaujeu,
Desauniers,
Desjardins,

NORTIERN

Lebrosse,
Landry,
Langevin,
Lesage,
Macdonald (Sir John),
McDonald (C. Breton),
Mackintosh,
Macmaster
McMill,4n (Vaudreuil),
Mcoallum,
1,cOarthy,
McDougald,

Tyrwhitt,
V anasse,
Wallace (Albert),
Wallace (York),
White (Cardwell),
White (Hastings),
White (Renfrew),
Wigle,
Wood (Brockville),
Wood (Westmorelan 1),
Woodworth, and
Wright.-115.

AND NORTITH-WESTERN BOUNDARIES
OF ONTARIO.

Mr. McCARTHY, in moving for copies of all correspon-
dence between the Secretary of State and the Lieut.-
Governor of the Province of Ontario in relation to the
award respecting the Northern and North.Western Boun.
daries of that Province not already communicatel to this
House, said: I propose, when the papers are brought down,
to call the attention of the House to this subject, which is
one of sufficient importance to engage the atten tion of Par-
liament during the present Session.

Motion agreed to.

PROPOSED IMPROVEMEN T AT MORPETII HA RBOR.

Mr. CASEY, in moving for copies of all correspondence,
reports, &c., relative to proposed improvemnents at Morpeth
Iarbor, on Lake Erie ; with statement of appropriations
made for such improvements, and of sums contributed by
private subscriptions or by the township of Howard, or any
part thereof, towards such improvements; showing what
disposition bas been made of any funds so appropriated or
contributed, said: It appears that during the Session of
1878 an appropriation of $750 was made for improvements
in Morpeth Harbor, on Lake Erie. During the summer of
that year, the southern portion of the township of Howard-
in which municipality Morpeth is ituated-voted some-
thing over $3,000 towards the same work. Shortly
afterwards the Government was changed, as a result of the
Elections of that year; and it tufrned out-I suppose on
account of the poverty whiebcovertook the publie E'echequer
in consequence of the change of Government-that this
money could not be paid over'; but whether that was the
reason or not, the money bas not been Spent I believe. I
am informed, also, that a large portion of the money voted
by the Council, besides the further sum of $1,500, which
was subscribed by private individuals, was put into the
hands of the Government. I do not know all the det ails of
the case, because the Council of Howard was not in my
constituency at the time; but I am informed that the
money was paid over to the Government, and that it has
remained in their hands ever since. The contributors wish
to know, in the first place, wby the Government grant was
not expended, and, secondly, why the moneys contributed
towards the work was not returned. I have no doubt the
hon. Minister of Public Works will be able to give the
necessary explanations,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman
evidently knows the facts, as ho bas thought proper to lay
them before the louse before the papers were brought
down; but if he did know them, it was very unfair on bis
part to lay before the House as facts, figures and statements
which he cannot say are accurate. Under these circum-
stances, he will excuse me if I decline to give any informa-
tion just now. When the correspondence is brought
down, he may find that he s mistaken as to some of his
figures.

Mr. CASEY. I must correct the hon. Minister. My
object in moving for these papers was to ascertain why
this money was not exponded, and what funde, if any, were

Mr. CÂsET.

handed over to the Government as the result of private or
municipal subscriptions. I am informed that certain sums
were paid over-I do not know whether my information is
correct, or whether my informant knew the facta. It is
simply because there appears to be an injustice on the face
of the matter that I have moved for the papers.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman began
by saying that he thought it was on account of the change
of Government that the Exchequer was so poor, and that
the money was not expended. As he himself has given the
reason why the money was not expended, I shall have to
leave him with that impression until the papers come down.

Mr. CASEY. Of course, the hon. gentleman knows per-
fectly well that what I said about the poverty of the
Exchequer was meant as a joke; but I think it would have
been better for the hon. Minister of Public Works to have
explained the real reason why the money was not expended.
But as he bas deforred giving those reasons for such a trifling
excuse, I hope the papers when they come down will give
full information on the subject. If the papers do not give
full information, I hope he will be prepared to give a sup-
plementary explanation at a later date. Probably the
papers will not show all the reasons, and therefore I think
the hon. Minister should supplement them by a personal
explanation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I understand that the
hon. gentleman moves for papers, tecause the papers do not
give the information he wants.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following iReturns were severally agreed
to:-

Statement showing the ieduction made by change of
mode of construction in contracts A and B Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and thi amount involved by such change; also,
for a statement showving the amount of each payment male
to the respective contractors f>r each month since the
letting of the work; also, a statement of all claims made by
the contractors on each of these contracts, and the date of
each claim.-(Mr. Ross, Middlesex.)

Copies of all correspondence in reference to arny contraet
or contracts for lithographing entered into between G. B.
Burland & Co., of Montreal, and the Government of the
Dominion, showing what offers, if any, have been inade by
other parties for the performance of similar work, the
names and addresses of such parties, and the scale of
prices upon which such offers were based; also the scale of
prices agreed upon between the Government and the said
G. B. Burland & Co., or any other person.-(Mr. Ros;s,
Middlesex.)

Statement of the values assigned in makirg the calcula-
tions of the duties to be proposed for the various articles
on which specifie or combined specifie and ad valorem duties
are proposed to be charged under the Tariff resolutions on
the Table.-(M. Blake.)

It bcing Six o'clock, the Speaker left tho Chair.

After Recess.

TiIRD READINGS.

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

Bill (No 36) to amend the Act incorporating the Kingston
and Pembroke Railway Company, and the Act amending
the same.-(Mr. Gunn.)

Bill (No 65) to amend the Act to amend the Ontario Pacifie
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)
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Bill (No 80) to amend the Act incorporating the Grert

Eastern Railway Company.-(Mr. Massue.)
The following Bills were severally read tho third time

and passed:-
Bill (No. 42) to amend and continuo in force tho Act

incorporating the Grafton Harbor Company, and for other
purposes.-(Mr. Guillet.)

Bill (No 78) to amend the Act passed in the forty-fifth year
of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled: An Act to
repeal the duty of Promissory Notes, Drafts and Bills of
Exchange.-(Mr. Weldon.)

ACADIA POWDER COMPANY.

Mr. McCARTHY, in the absence of Mr. TUPPER, moved
that the flouse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
on Bill (No. 40) to grant certain powers to the Acadia
Powder Company, limited.

Motion agroed to; and the IIouse resolvcd itself ito Con-
mnittee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. IVES. I would suggest to the promoter of this Bill
that it should be again sent to the Committee on Banking
and Commerce, a bub-Committee ofwhich has been consider-
ing, in connection with a Bill to incorporate the Grange
Trust, questions almost precisely similar to those raised in
connection with this Bil, and have come to a conclusion that
it would be preferable to have an independent Act of incor-
poration. I think it would be advisable to take the same
course with respect to this company, rather than pass the
Bill in its present shape. I am sure there is no disposition
to prevent the passage of this Bill; on the contrary, it is de.
sired to take an action in the matter that would forai a pre-
cedent in future cases.

Mr. McCARTHY. I have been asked by my hon. friend
from Pictou, who has charge of the Bill, to move it to-night,
as ho is unable to be in his place. I do not liko to take the
responsibility of accepting the hon. gentleman's suggestion,
nnd if I bad charge of the measure I would not feeldisposed
to acccpt it. I think it would be useless to establish two
corporations when there is one already existing which has
appled to this Parliament merely to have its power ex-
tended. The House has agreed that it has authority to
grant those powers, and those who are interested in the
incorporation are the best judges of what is most advan-
tageous to themsolves. What I propose is that the second,
the fourth and fifth clauses should be struck out, and that
the first and the third should stand. The result of that will
be that we should bo granting this corporation those powers
which it could not obtain from the Local Legisiature;
1 ower will be given to the company to have a place of
business outside the Province in which it was created, and
the other powers asked for will be left teobe granted by the
Local Legislature which incorporated the company.

Mr. IVES. If those clauses are struck out, my objections
to the Bill will be practically removed. My principal objec-
tion to the Bill was that it was creating a sort of Dominion
corporation with local powers ; but I think thero is no par-
ticular objection to giving a local corporation powers suh
as to extend its business over the whole Dominion.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose the Local Act provides that the
head office shall be in Halifax. If we authorize the com-
pany to change its headquarters, we shall be in fact amend-
ing the Local Act in that particular. I suppose the hon.
gentleman considers that in our power, because the Local
Legislature cannot give the company power to have its
head office outside of Nova Scotia; but it rather appears to
me that we are turning the company into a Dominion cor-
poration.

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not think so. We are meroly giv-
ing it power te do business outaide of the Province.

Mr. BLAKE. How much longer will it continue to be a
local corporation if it ostablishos its head offico in British
Columbia?

Mr. McCARTHY. It will be a local corporation, because
it is incorporated by a local body; but it may do business
in any Province, or in a foreign country by the usual
courtesy.

Mr. BLAKE. Quite so; but it appears to me that it would
be advisable to strike that clause out.

Mr. AMYOT. I am not the only one in this IIouse who
believes this Bill is entirely ultra vires; but at this stage of
the Session, and under the present circumstances, I do not
intend making any further opposition to the Bill. I hope,
however, this will not be taken as an acquiescence in the
principle. I have, with some other hon. members, decided
to wait until next Session, and thon to bring down an
abstract motion as a declaration of principle against logis-
lation of this kind. In this way we will avoid the
accusations to which we have been subjected, of opposing
certain Bills because they came from other hon. members
-accusations which are always very disagreeable, especially
when coming from oeu' friends whom we support so
cordially.

Mr. BLAKE. I should like this clause, as to the bead
offices of the company, unless thore be something really
requiring the company te have that power, to disappear
from the Bill. It sees to me this will complicate matters
very much, as we will have to look te the two Acts of
Parliament, not merely as to the extension of the power of
the company, but also to domestic details, such as the
situation of the head office. If the hon. member for Iictou
were bore, and able, as I suppose he would be, to say it is
not intended te remove tho head offices from Halifax, there
would thon be no reason for the introduction of the clause,
and if there be no reason, the Bill would be a botter pioce
of legislation without it. Some of my hon. friends behind
me think we are overstepping ourjurisdiction in interpolait-
ing that clause; and without expressing at present ny
concurrence in that opinion, I think there is a great deai i o
force in that objection.

Mr. McCARTHY. It is not likely the hon. momber for
Pictou will be hbore for some days; and at this stage of the
Session it is, porhaps, best the Bill should botter bo read tho
third time.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

RETURNS CONCERNING DOMINION LANDS.

Mr. CHARLTON. I wish te call the attention of the
right hon. gentleman to the fact that I moved for certain
returns about two months ago to which I have had no
answer yet. About two weeks ago I visited the Depart-
ment, and saw Mr. Burgess, and arranged with him to give
me an abstract of the information I wanted, which h uin-
formed me could be prepared without much trouble in the
course of a few days. The facts I wishod to get have refer-
ence te the following points: The first motion was for a
return showing the total number of applications for land
under colonization plan No. 1, and the names of the
applicants. I wished upon that motion to have morely the
total number of applicants and the total amount of land a
plied for. Another motion was for the total number of appli.
cants for land where the conditions had been complied with,
and the names, &c. I wished, under that motion, to learn
merely the total number of acres granted. Another motion
was for the total number of applications and the total num-
ber of acres where the conditions had not been complied
with, and whore extension of time had net been granted.
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Another one was for returns giving copies of all regulations
made by the Department of Interior concerning the man-
agement and sale of agricultural, mineral, timber and
pasture lands, since the lst December, 1881. Another was
for an order showing the total number of acres of lands sold
during 1882; and another for a form of patent or
agreement between the companies and the Government.
iow, Sir, an abstract of the information that I referred to
can be easily given, and if it is to be of any service during
this Session it will be necessary to have it very soon. The
Land Bill may come up for discussion on its second reading
in a day or two, and I take the liberty of asking the right
hon. gentleman for an abstract of the information which I
have been informed could be given.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
says ho saw Mr. Burgess on the matter. Mr. Burgess sent
me yesterday a memorandum of the first part as to the
number of colonization companies, applicationq, numbers
allotted, and the numbers on which first instalments had
been paid, and the numbers on which second instalments
had notyet been paid. But on locking at this memorandum
the gentleman who acts for me said there was an error in
one particular, uni I sent it back for correction. Ie said
it would be ready at three o'clock to-day. The others I will
enquire about. Mr. Burgess is loiking after ail theso
returns.

Mr. CHARLTON. I piesume it will only be necessary
for the right hon. gentleman to tell Mr. Burgess to get
these things out.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. IIe is io tiat a'rcady.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

The Order for resumincg the adjournel debate on the pro-
posed motion of Mr. McCarthy, that the Bill (No. 14)
respocting Carriers by Land be now considered, and the
motion of Mr. Ouimet in amendment thereto, being read,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask the hon.
member to allow this Order to stand. I know it will be a
disappointmont to him if lie should allow it; but the fact of
the matter is this: I was not in the House at the time the
discussion took place, and have been so exceedingly busy
in matters of administration as not to have been able to
read the debate. If the hon. gentleman will allow the
motion to stand, I will take cure that ho will have an oppor-
tunity of moving it, and that ho will lose nothing by the
delay.

Oider allowed to stanI.

COURT OF RA1LWAY COMMISSIONERS.

The Order for the Iouso to go into Committeo on Bill
(No. 3) for constituting a Court of Railway Commissioners
for Canada and to auend the Consolidated Railway Act,
1879, being read,

Mr. McCARTIIY. Mr. Speaker. This Billihas been
reported from the Standing Committee on Railways, and
the report is adverse to the Bill. Under ordinary
circumstances, I would ho inclined to accept the
decision of the Committee, carried as that was by a very
large majority; but I feel that this question bas not yet
been discussed in this House, and that it is by hon. mem-
bers, and even by those who are on the Railway Committee,
but imperfectly understood. For that, perhaps, I am some-
what to blame. Although the question has been up many
years, it has never yet been discussed at any length, and I
myseif have not gone into detail in explaining the provi-
sions of the measure which I have the honor to introduce.
I believe there is, notwithstanding the adverse vote in
Committee, a very strong publie opinion-I am quite satis-

Mr. CUARLTON.

fied there is in the Province of Ontario-in favor of this
measure; and I desire it to be understood that the Bill is not
by any means dead yet, although it may have been disposed
of for this Session, but the measure will re-appear, I trust,
with a larger support than it at present receives in this
louse, if we are to judge by the vote given against it in the
Railway Committee. I, therefore, desire to take this oppor-
tunity of stating, as briefly as I can. the provisions of the
measure, and to endeavor, as I think I can, to dissipate the
misapprehensions which prevail regarding it. The Bill
deals with more than one matter. Although, of course,
primarily it is for the appointment of a Railway Commis-
sion, it also proposes to amend the Railway Act, and to trans-
fer from the Railway Committee of the Privy Council,
duties which have heretofore fallen upon it. These matters
must be dealt with separately. I observe in the discussion
which has taken place upon the measure that some hon.
gentlemen were opposed to the Bill, because it trani-
ferred the power of the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council, because in point of fact it practically
abolishes the Railway Committee. If that is it ho only
objection these hon. members have to the measure, it can
be eliminated fr om the Bill. The Bill is not by any
means dependent upon that particular branch of the sub-
ject. I, for my part, have prepared the Bill in the form in
which I think the measure should receive the sanction of
the louse; but I may be wrong in that, and if it be the
opinion of the House that the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council should not be abolisbed, there is no difficulty
in eliminating from the Bill all passages which refer to that
particular subject. I think, however, a consideration of the
matter will induce the House to adopt the form which I
support. The Railway Committee of the Privy Council is
not a judicial body. It i4, of course, composed of politicians,
sometimes from one side of the House and sometimes from
the other; always, I am afiaid, more or less weighed by
political motives.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Oh.
Mr. McCARTIIY. During the hon. gentlemau's term of

office that was not so, I dare say; but such an exceedingly
good and excellent man is not casily found, and perhaps ho
may not be found again. In most cases, at all events,
politics have something to say in the disposition of matters
by that Railway Committee, and whether political motives
between great railway companies do or do not influence the
Railway Committee of the Privy Couneil in determining
matters with which they are called upon to deal,
it is a tribunal which is unsatisfactory in this regard. It is
not always easy to get the Committee together. I am told
by those who have had matters of this kind before the
Committee, that one set of members, perhaps, heard the
first part of the case, and another set hoard the rest of the
case another day; and the delay involved in dealing with
questions before that Committee is another objection which
is apparent from the statement I make. However, as I
say, that is by no means the most important part of the
measure, and if, in the opinion of the House, it woull
be well to try a Railway Commission without vesting
the powers of the Railway Committee of the Privy Council
in the Commission, that can be donc in the first place. But
I propose to amend the Railway Act-and Ithink most hon.
members will agree with me that the Act requires amend-
ment-and that the amendments I propose are in the right
direction. The power of railway companies to impose tolls
is vested in the companies themselves. In this country,
differing in this respect from England, there is no maximum
rate of tolls plaecd in the charters incorporating the com-
paniesQ. The tolls are imposed by railway companies, sub-
ject to the approval of the by-laws imposing those tolls by
the Governor in Councl. That is the manner in which
railway companies have a right to fix their tolls. The law
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provides that they may from time to time alter those
tolls, but whenever that shall take place the by-laws must
be submitted to the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council and receive the sanction of that body. This
Bill docs not in the slightest degree propose to deal
with this matter. It does not propose to say that railway
rates shall be fixed in any other manrer than that provided
by the existing incorporation of the companies by the pro-
visions of the General iRailway Law of 1879. It leaves rail-
way companies in that respect just as they are, because in
that respect they may be said to hqve vested rights. But
the Bill does propose to impose additional obligations on
the companies, obligations which, I venture to say, most of
the members of this House have bithorto thought had been
imposed by this Parliament. If hon. members will look at the
thirty-second section of the Bill they will find it is copied
word for word from the English .Railway Act of 1854; and if
they will compare that with the corresponding section in
our own Statute, it will be found that although the language
of section sixty, sub-section two of the Railway Act, is net
very dissimilar from the legislation apparently proposed by
the thirty-second section. By the difference of language
used, a very great differenco indeed is made in the enacting
clause. In the Act, which I propose, it readis as follows:-

32. E ver railway company shall, according to its power, affârd all
reasonable acilities for the receiving, and forwarding and delivery of
traffie upon and from the several railways belonging to or worked by
such , company, and for the return of carriages, trucks and other
vehicles; and no such company shall make or give any undue or
umreasonable preference or advantage to or in favor of ariy particular
person or any particular description of trafflc in any respect wbatever,
nor shall any such company subject any particular person or any
particular description of traffe to any undue or uDreasonable prejudice
or disadvantege in ans- respect whatsoever.

Now, allow me to read the correspon ling ection as it
stands oâ tho Statutc-book to day:

"Every railway company shall, according to their respective powers,
afford al[ reasonable facilities to any otLer railway company for
receiving, and forwarding and the delivery of traffic upon and over the
several railways belonging to or worked by such companies respectively,
and for the retura of carriages and trucks, and other vehicles ; and no
company shall give or continue any preference or sny advantage to or
in favor of any particular company, or any particular description of
traffic in any respect whatever."

Now, the difference is great. By the law as it stands, the
railway companies are prohibited from givi"g any discri-
mination-to use a word which perhaps will more fully con-
vey my meaning-ngainst any other railway company. By
the law as it is in England, by the section which purports to
be embraced in this sub-section of section sixty of the Rail-
way Act, the object was to prevent discrimination between
any particular persoa or any particular description of traffie,
or in favor of any person or of any particular description of
traffic. The difference therefore is very great, and I pro.
pose, Sir, and I think that the IHou<e will assent at all
events te the wisdom of that proposition-that sub-section
two of section sixty should beo mended by adding to it, or by
incorporating with it the substance of the section which is
section thirty-two in this Bill. Now, I will read to the
House the language of a writeron railways, and a recognized
authority on the English railways, with regard to this
section, Sir Wm. Hodges, who observes:

grItis perhaps difficult to select any one clause ina moiern Act of
Parliament which is more pregnant in the resuits than the above."

That is the clause as I have it, section thirty-two in the
Bill, and not the clause that is at present the law of this
land. H1e continned :

"Its avowed objectis to protect the public from any evil consequences
that may reult from the grant which the Legislature bas undodbtedly
made to the railway companies of a virtual monopoly of the traffie over
these great public highways. Itiswell known that the Crown has, from
lime immemorial exercised a control over the public roads of the King-
dom, and the name they obtained of King's Highways, uufficiently points
to this right which the sovereign, as representing the nation, invariably
exercised The necessity of a supervision of some kind over the traffic

on our railways bas long been acknowledged,as it was felt that it would
have been an intolerable abuse if the Queen's subjects were deprived of
the protection which the Crown formerly afforded them when travelled
over the ancient highways; and it may be assumed, that the need of a
vigorous control and representation is even more necessary than it
formerly,,was, when there could be no monopoly of the means of cou-
veyaace."

Now, this beneficial clause thus spokel of by an acknow-
ledgod authority upon the laws of railways, thus in force
in England since 1851, is not yet, I amr astonished to say,
the law of this country; and why ? Why is it that the
railway companies here, possessing as they do, the mono-
poly to even a greater extent than in England, are not
bound down as strictly as they are in England ? Not to
give undue facilities, not to discriminate in the way of
traffic against individuals, and why is it? I would like to
have explained that when this clause was incorporated in
our railway legislation, it was altered in a way which prac-
fically makes it whollyinefficient, wholly worthless, wholly
without effect; because no two railways run in any marner
that it can be said of them that this section can b3
made operative, or can be applied to thom in any
sense whatever. Now, take this section as I propose to
amend it, and add to that the other section which is sub-
stantially the law, as it is at present-that is section
twenty-seven of this Bill, sub.section six of section seventeon
of the Railway Act, known as the equality clause. We
have substantially the law, as it is in England to.day; and
as I believe it is on the other side of the line. Now, let me
explain to the House what the equality clause means.
By the Common Law of England, which is the Common
Law of this country, carriers were not bound to carry at
even rates for individuals. The duty that was imposed on
common carriers, was that rates should be fair rates and
should not bo exorbitant. Well, Sir, as long as the carry-
ing was donc by stage coaches in the old fashioned way,
that law was found to be sufficient, because, if the carricr
imposed unfair rates, or exorbitant rates, ho was
very quickly brought to his senses by an opposition
lino being established ; but when railways wore creat-
ed, when they virtually had, as they have, a monopoly
of all the carrying trade of the country, it was deemed
prudent and necessary that they should be bound to
carry upon equal terms, and a clause, called the equality
clause, whieh I have copied in terms from the English
Act, and which I think is a little botter and more full
than we find it in our Railway Act-though substan-
tially I admit it is teobe fourd thero-imposed that duty on
railway companies; that is, between equal points, for the
same class of goods, they shall charge equal rates. Then,
adding to that this other clause which I have already
spoken of, as in clause thirty-two, I produce the sanme law
that bas worked so benoficially in England since 1851, and
these are a]l the changes, or rather this is the only change-
and I deem it a most important one-which is proposed for
the regulation of railways. Now, as an adjunet to this clause
thirty-two, and in order to work it, the louse will find
clause thirty-threo with its sub-section; and what does that
provide ? Clause thirty-two, amongst other thinge, provides
Ibis:

1 That one railway company shall be an aid to another."

That in point of fact the whole railway system of the
country shall be for the benefit of the public, as if it i but
one railway system under one control and management.
So that if a man wants to send goods from one point on
any particular railway over another system of railways, ho
has a right to go to the railway company and to ask that
company to impose a through rate; and that rate so
imposed can be enforced upon the other companies, so that
in fact tbe whole railway system of the country is made for
the benefit of the publie, as if it was, as I have already said,
one railway system. Now, Sir, is there any objection
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to that ? Is there any reason why a merchant or trader prior to the establishment of this court they had wholly
of any kind living on a lino of road-it may be a failed to do. laving thus briefly explained the provisions
short or it may be a long road-but short or long of the Bill in that respect, let me disabuse the minds of somo
it would not reach the point to which ho desires to send of my hon. friends as to the powers of this Commission.
bis goods; and is there any reason why this merchant The powers of the Commission, speaking generally, are con-
should not have the right to forward bis goods over the fined to the enforcement of these three sections. Somo hon.
lino on which ho ships to anoth3r lino, or for that matter, gentlemen seem to think, and judging by the statments
a third lino, to the place of destination ?-and how is made before the Railway Committee by those who attended
that provided for? In this way: That the forwarding hore as a deputation in the railway interest, they also seemed
company, that the company which receives the goods, to think that the Commission was intended to regulate the
shall fix the rate; say it be from any point in the interior rates of all the railways in the Dominion, to interfere in all
to the city of Montreal, going over two lines, they shall fix their traffie arrangements, and to meddle in their busi.
the rate for the whole distance; they shall notify the coin- ness whether they were called by any person to do
pany on whose road they propose to send the goods that so or not. There could not be a greater mistake. The
that is the rate suggested by the forwarding company of Railway Commission will not have power to interfere
which they purport to give such a percentage, or so much unless there has been a'violation of the provisions I have
to the second company. The second company either referred to, and unless by reason of that violation complaint
accepts that rate or they reject it. If they accept it, the has been made to them by some person who, under the Act,
matter is settled at once. If they reject it, thon this has power to make complainb. Now, if the equality clause
Commission has power to settle whether it is a fair rate for is a proper clause, if it is honest and right that railway
the whole distance, whether the proportion that is to ho companies should between the same points, and under
given to each company is fair, having regard to all the similar circumstances, carry goods for one man at the same
circumstances of the case, and to compel the different rate as for another, if they violate that law, I would like
railways to be what they were intended to be, contributory to know why it is that they should be free from obeying the
to one another for the benefit of the public. These are law, and being made subject to it. If the clause with
the main provisions of the amendment of the Railway Law regard to discrimination and affording facilities is a proper
-1 am not now speaking about the court, but about those clause, why should not the railways be made to obey it?
provisions which are necessary to be made, and without When we consider, after all we have heard, that the mátter
which the court would be useless and unnecessary. First, we las been so grossly misunderstood, that many respectable
must enact the law, and having enacted it, it will be for the mercantile men bave come bore and represonted that
court to see that it is carried out. Now, taking the equality this is an interference with the whole railway interest
clause in the first place, taking the clause providing against of the country, when it is only providing means by
discrimination and compelling the companies to give which the railway company shall be compellel to ob3y
facilities which will afford the means of working out that the law, I think it will be seen that the explanation
clause in one particular, and I ask this House whether I am now making is not entirely unnecessary.- It was
thero is any one of these amendments which is not in the argued by the representative of the Northern Railway Com-
public interest, or any one to which any railway manager pany before the Railway Committe-and I have a right to
or company could fairly or properly object to become sub- refer to that matter because the papers have been sent down
ject to. Thon, Sir, if it be conceded that these amendments to us-that notwithstanding this change, the people who
are in the right direction, if they should become the law of suffer would still have to resort to the ordinary courts of
the land, thon how are the railway companies to be made the land. Nothing can be further from the truth. The
subject to that law. Some of my hon. friends will perhaps Bill provides a simple and easy method by which the com-
say that there are the courts, and if the railway companies panies may be compelled to obey the law. At present, if
do not obey the laws you can appeal to the courts. When the railway companies do not grant equal rates, if they
the clause which I have alluded to as clause 32 was first carry at a lower rate from point to point for one man than
nade the law in England, it was perfectly plain that for another, I admit that the man who is charged the over
it was a matter which could not be enforced in the rate can sue the company, if ho pays the extra rate under
ordinary courts. It was a matter, as stated by several protest, and recover the balance. There is no doubt about
of the law lords, more of administration than of law, that ; but it las been found in practice that this is not an
and it was considered that the courts would not effectively adequate means of compelling the railway companies to
execute law in that respect. Notwithstanding these obey the law because one individual is not able te fight a
opinions, the head of one of the courts-the Court of Common railway company. He is carried from court to court, and
plas I believe-thought otherwise, and the jurisdiction of the amount involved, though, when multiplied in a number
working out this clause thirty-two was imposed on that of transactions, becomes a serious matter for him, is not in
court. Several years elapsed, and that court was found to each transaction of itself of sufficient importance to warrant
be wholly inefficient for the purpose-wholly unfitted for him in taking proceedings in a court. Provision is made
the discharge of the duties which had been imposed upon as follows:-
it ; and this section, beneficial as it was considered to be by
everyone who understood the subject, was found to be a " Any municipality or railway company may, with reference to any

Of the matters set forth in the preamble, or any person complaining of
dead letter, because there was no effective tribunal before anything done or any omission made in violation or contravention of
which railway companies could be summoned and compelled the sections of the Railway Act relating to traffie arrangements or of
to obey it. The result was bat an amalgamated Committee this Act, apply to the Court.

bouseof Lods doer. "ny Municipal Corporation, Board of Trade, Chamber of Commerceof the louse of Commons and the Couse of Lords deter- Corn Exchange or Agrieultural Association, or any number of persons
mined that it was necessary, not that this law should be not less than five, being persons whose goods are forwarded or carriel
ropealed because it was a dead letter, but that a court by any.Une of railway against which complaint is made, may be the

woul hoablote nfore odl-omplainanta in respect of any violation or contravention of theshould be constituted which would be able to enforce obedi- "ailway Act or of this Act; and thimunicipal or other bodies corpor-
once to its provisions and give the public the benefit to ate or sncb five persons as aforesaid, shall have a locus standi to be
which it was considered the public were entitled to, and complainants without being required to show any interest in the
accordingly the Court of Railway Commissioners was matter of the said complaint."
established. Since that time the law bas been workable, I think that meets one great dilfculty which is found in
and the railway companies have not required to be brought the laws now in force against railway companies. A maxn
into court, for they yie!d that obedience to the law which I1may suffer, and he may not be willing to incur all the riska

Mr. McCAury.
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of a law suit on his own account. In agricultural districts
farmers may suffer by being virtually taxed by tolls im-
properly imposed, and yet you would hardly expect one
armer to involve himself in a lawsuit to enforce bis rights;

but in this case an agricultural association of which he is a
member may, if the majority of the farmers belonging to it
agree, become complainants; and so with a Corn Exchange,
and a Board of Trade. But, although they may be con-
plainants, they cannot be complainants unless there is a
violation of the law. I desire the House to bear that in
mind. They cannot call upon the Commission to inter-
meddle with the officers of a railway company so long as
it acts fairly and in accordance with the law; but if it is
guilty of a breach of the duties for which it obtained its
charter, then these parties only become complainants, and
see that the law is enforced. These provisions, it appears
to me, are not unfair to the railway companies. And that
brings me, now, after the short explanation of the different
powers the Bill proposes to confer, to consider the manner
in which it would affect railway companies. le the first
place, do we doubt, ought we to doubt, that the railway
companies now habitually violate the law ? My hon. friend
the Minister of Railways, and my hon. friend the ex-Min-
ister of Railways, seem to think 1 am incorrect in charging
the railway companies with a habitual violence of the law.
I venture to say that there are not many men of that mind
in the Province from which I come. I venture to say that
it is as well known as any matter can be known which has
not been absolutely proved, that railway conipanies are
constantly and daily in the habit of discriminating both
between individuals and between different classes of goods.
I believe it to be a fact capable of the clearest possible proof
that the railway companies so manage their business that
they can make one man's fortune -nd ruin another man. I
believe they so manage their business that they eau build
up one town, and Jet the grass grow in the streets of another,
just at the mere whim of the manager. I speak of what I
know, learned from my own experience. What is the
answer to this ? It is said: " If you interfere with our
railway system, you will destroy the through traffic; if you
impose by this measure restrictions upon the companies-
if, in fact, you make them obey the laws under which they
have obtained their charters, you will destroy the through
trade of the country, and you will cause the vast quantities
of freight that now find an outlet at the ports of Halifax
and Montreal to be directed to Boston and other ports."
I entirely deny that. If you invest this Commission with
absolute power, I utterly deny that there is a word or a
syllable in the Bill which would give to the Commissioners
the power to increase the rate of toll between Chicago and
Montreal, or between Chicago and Halifax, or any such
points. All that the Bill proposes to do is to require that
the rate shall be equal, net to enhance it or to prevent a
company in Canada from carrying the through trade on
competitive terms with companies on the other side of the
line; but it provides also that, so far as the jurisdiction
of the Parliament extends, companies chartered by this Par-
liament shall obey the law under which they have obtained
their charters-that railway companies shall carry on
equal terms and conditions to all men ; that there shall
not be this and that favorite; and in this respect a
great dealihas been said which was wholly besifde the
object of the Bill. Sir, it is plain to me that an
attempt bas been made by the chief railway com-
pany in Canada, which bas entered into the contest,
and made it, as it were, a personal matter, to defeat this
Bill, and bas brought down' hore deputations in hundreds
to oppose it. A great attempt bas been made by that
company to imbue the public mind with the idea that if
this Bill is passed, the through trade of the company will
be, destroyed. We have listened to their assertions; but
did either Mr. Barker, of the Northern, or Mr. Bell, of the
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Grand Trunk, or any of the deputations who came to
addrecs us, point to one syllable which interferes with the
through traffic of the railways ? Why, it was amesing to
hear one of these gentlemen, Mr. Plewes, tell us that the
trade would be.very seriously affected by the provision of
the Bill, that the rates could not be lowered without thirty
days' notice. We turned to the B11, and we found that the
provision was that the rate could not be increased without
thirty days' notice. Mr. Matthews, from the Toronto
Corn Exchange, fell into the same error. These gentlemen
did not even understand the measure they came to oppose.
All tbey said in the way of argument was that that provi-
sion would seriously injure the trade; but the provision is
in the opposite direction, and why? Is it not right, if a
man imports goods, whether from the United States or
England, on the basis of the existing rate, that a reasonable
notice should be given to him of a change in that rate ? Is
it unreasonable to say to a railway company, you have
power to change your rates from time to time, but before
you increase those rates-not lower them-you shall be
bound to give sufficient notice to enable the trader, whether
an importer or an exporter, to make his arrangements
a4cordingly ? Then it is said, you will destroy the ship-
ping of the country, if you interfere with railway rates.
Well, I ask hon. gentlemen to look at the measure
for themselves, and point out to me where it makes
any attempt to destroy the shipping of the country,
or to deprive them of any freight which they convey
to or from our shores. It is a fact that the railway
companies carry from Brantford to Halifax, or from Brant-
ford to Montreal for Mr. Plewes at a given rate, and that
they charge his neighbor 5 ets. a bushel or 5 ets. a hund-
red more. Does-that build up the trade of the country?
Would it interfere with or destroy the trade of the country
to require the railway companies to carry at the same rate
for Mr. Brown, or Mr. Jones, or any one else, as they do for
Mr. Plewes ? All that the Bill stipulates is that whatever
the rate is, whatever the special bargain is, that bargain
shall be published at the railway office and shall be known
to everybody, and that the railway companies shall be
bound to carry for everybody at the same rate. But, it is
said, "wholesale transactions are always done at a cheaper
rate than retail transactions," and therefore it is impossible
to allow Mr. Brown, a poor man, who is able to send only
two or three car loads of grain, to compete with Mr. Plewes
who is able to send twenty Car loads. Now, if thatis agood
argument we ought to carry it out here. Mark you, I
draw the line when I speak of discrimination between
goods carried the same way, and I say the rates per ton
ought to be the same, if goods are teobe sent by the ton, per
hundred if they are to be sent by the hundred, and by the
car load if they are to be sent by the car load. But beyond
that there should be no discrimination, because one man
can send ton and a poorer man only one car. A friend of
mine gave me an illustration which appears to me to be an
apt one, and I take no credit for it myself "Why," said he,
" if railway companies have a right to discriminate because
they carry twenty car loads for one man and ten for another,
i bou a man who imports $100,000 worth of goods ought to
get a reduced rate of Customm as compared with the man
who importa only $1,000 worth." Is not that a fair illustra-
tion. You have on the one hand the wholesale transaction
in the cse of the great importer who brings in his $100,000
wortb, and a retail transaction in the case of the man who
imports only $8 ,000 worth; and according to this argu-
ment tho former should have, say the 25 per cent. rate of
duty reduced to 20, and the other should be compelled
to pay the full 25.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Oh, no.
Mr McCAR TIIY. My hon. friend will have an oppor-

tunity for pointing out why the same argument doeis not
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apply in both cases. 1 say it does apply and I venture to
say when we know trains are made up, not because I send
a car Joad of goods-they do not send off my particular car
load to the sea-board at once but they wait until they get a
number of cars. That I cannot object to. Then why should
that car of mine, forming one of twenty, pay a higher rate
than the one twentieth of the twenty cars which the rich
man has to send forward. But, it is beyond argument.
This is not a matter now open to argument, because the
law of the land says so. If the hon. Minister of Railways
thinks that is a wrong law lot him repeal it. Let himn
come down and say the equality clause should not be the
law; but so long as it is-and I venture to say no hon.
Minister of Railways would dare to assert that it should be
repealed-the law should be enforced ; and it is equality
according to the law that railway companies should
charge per ton, per car, per mile and not by the train
load. If you like you can say that when a man
furnishes a train load be should get a choaper rate.
I deny that. It would destroy tho business of every
man of ordinary means in the country. Take grain, for
instance.' I arn a buyer of grain. I go into the market and
I buy from the farmers on the same terms as my neighbor.
I pay $1 por bushel for it if the price be $1 per bushel, and
I send it to the same destination as he; but because, forsooth,
I am able to send twenty car loads forward and get $1.10
per bushel at the end i ar able to make a profit of 5 ets.
per bushel, whereas the man who sends five car loads for-
ward can, although he gets the same price, only makes 3
ets. per bushel profit on the transaction. Is there any
fairness in that ? Is there any reason why these great
monopolies whiclh we have chartered, which we have con-
stituted as our highways, to which we have surrendere],
we may say, the whole carrying trade of the country,should
have the right, ut their option, to fix rates in that manner.
In the same way, when we speak of the shipping we are told
that Mr. Andrew Allan is adverse to the Bill; we are told
that Mr. Cramp who appeared bore and who is, I believe,
the agent or one of the proprietors of the Dominion line, is
adverse to the Bill. Of course, we are bound to pay re-
spect to men who have large interests in the country. We
are bound to listen to what they have to say. But, after
all, if we have merely the opinion of Mr. Andrew Allan,
and Mr. Cramp, and Mr. Andrew Robertson, they do not
give us any argument, I do not think we are bund to pay
respect to their opinions whcn not founded, as I submit
they are not, on reason. Tlhese are the reasone which
commend themsolves to me as, I venture to say, un-
uswerable. I may be quite wrong in this; I may be
quite prejudiced; I may have espoused this matter
so strongly as to be blinded but 1 venture to say
that so fai, ut all events-and 1 nave studied and reau
with very great care the authorities, and listened
carefully to the arguments, on the question-no solid
ground has been advanced why this power to discriminate
should be given the raihway comupanies in this country,
with its several million dollars invested in railways, with
its 8,000 to 10,000 miles of railways, a very large portion
of which wero built with the aid of bomises given by the
people, giving a special clain to the people to impose
conditions and terms on the companies, and ditfering in
that respect whully f'rom England, where the railway
companies were established by capitalists and private
means. Why, the people lurnished a-:3 per cent. of the
amount which has gone to build up our railway system,
and yet we are deprwed by the power of the raiLway con-
1 ani ', by the c mtrolling influence they exercise, of the
samue rights over then that is to be found in England over
tihe raiiway companies tihere, of the same means of con-
trolling them that is now to b found in several States of
the Union -sevonteen, I beieve-where Railway Commis-
siens are established, and all on wlhat grounds ? Let me

Mr,. MoCAWnar,

recapitulate them. Our positi'>n, they say, is so wholly
different from that of England that no comparisons can be
fairly drawn. That is not correct. I am willing, still, if
this House is sensitive on the point, to have it enacted
that through rates shall not b interfered with. I do not
believe that this is at all necessary. I think the good sense
of the Commissioners would be quite ample protection.
But I am willing that through rates sheuld not be affected.
Then, if these are not affected, in what other respect do we
differ from England with regard to our railways ? Why,
our railways, if we take out the through rates, are
simply the conveyances for local purposes, and ought cer-
tainly to be subject to our laws. They ought not to have
the right to discrirminate between individuals and between
point and point. A railway company ought not to have
the right to ruin one town by carrying perhaps to the same
point of destination freight from 150 miles distance at a
cheaper rate than from 100 miles distance, passing over the
same lino. It may be said there is competition, but com-
petition for how long. The manager of the Northern road
told the Railway Committee that it was, in point of fact,
doing an injury to these places which had intelligence and
public spirit to establish competitive lines. Why, in the
county from which I have the honor to come, they did
establish competitive lines at an enormnous expense to that
county; they built a rival road to that other road which the
manager of the Northern road represented, bonusing it to
the extent probably of a third of its cost, and the people
expected all ihe benefits from this competition. Weil,
within six months, under the precious Railway Laws of this
country, these two roads joined hands, pooled receipts, and
put up freights ail round; and yet the Northern Railway
manager tells the Railway Conmittee that if this Bill is
passod we wiil destroy public competit ion and public spirit
for the establishment of railways. That is. but a single
instance, and there are many others of that kiud which
could be pointed out. Thon we are told-and that is the
favorite argument of the hon. Minister of Railways-that
our railway system is in its infancy, that we are
still suppliants in the money market for more capital
to build more roads. and if we pass this Bill we will
frighten capitalists away, and I think my hon. friend was
so far imposed upon as to tell the Committee that the stock
market in London Wâs shaken to its foundation, or in sone
state of trepidation at the action of this Hoase. Well, now,
if the people of England who have their money invested in
railway companios have been willing t. create a court for
enforcing the laws which regulate railways, they, who are,
perhaps the most conservative, in the sense in which I use
the term with regard to capital,of any people on the face of
the globe. Is it likely that these same English capitalists
would ho frightened by our repeating their law in this
country ?

Mr. MACKENZIE. It was stated on the Committee that
the Commission had ceased to exist.

Mr. McCARTHY. That was a mistake. I have since
conferred with my hon. friend from Pictou, and ho admits
ho made a mistake. I must tell my hon. friend opposite that
that law is yet in forco and will be in force until the end
of this year, as ho will find by loikng at the list of expiring
laws for the year 182. Why is it entorced until the end
of this year ? Because there was a Committee sitting in
1882 which had b.en constituted in 1881, and at the close
of 18SI this Committee was ouly able to report that they
ihought the court should b continued, and they recom-
monded th4t it should be contfnucd to the next Session.
In the Session of 8S2 t beame Conmmittee Was re-appointed,
and they came doawn at the ed of' that Session with a
report in favor of contiruing the court, in favor of making
i: more pernanent and givinig it iicr eased powers; and yet
it would be supposed that in lace of that report, the House
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of Commons intended to abolish the Railway Commission. Mr. GIROUARD (Jacques Cardier). I do not intend to
But nothing can be found of the kind, and if my hon. friend speak very long upon the motion of my hon. friend. It is
will take the trouble to look ho will find that the Railway safficient to mention that bis Bill was rejected by a vote of
Commission is yet in force. Now, I do not really know at seventy-six to twelve to be convinced that it is not a popu-
the moment what other objections there are to meet in this. Jar one, at least in this House. Is it more popular in the
J think I have sufficiently established that the amendments country? We have had several deputations and petitions
proposed in the Bill are in the right direction-J mean the against it, while most of the petitions in favor of the Bill
amendments to the law regulating railways; and I trust, came from municipalities. We did not, however, hear the
whatever be the fate of this Bill, that my hon. friend will representatives of those municipalities before the Commit-
not lose sight of these amendments when ho brings down tee. We received a petition from the Board of Trade of
the Railway Act which is promised to us. In making that Toronto, but that body was evenly divided on the question.
the law of the land it is proposed that there should be some Mr. McCARTHY. That is a mistake. The Board ofadequate means of enforcing that law. It is not the Trade was divided at the first meeting, not on the final vote.intention, nor is there a syllable in the Act which would At the first meeting there was but a small attendance, andgive rise to the argument that this court is to b a court to the vote stood ton for to ton against. At the second meet-meddle with railway companies unless they have brought ing there wore seventy or eighty present, but when the votethemsolves under the censure of law, unless they have was laken it stood nineteen for to one against.
been carrying at illegal rates, unless they have been
discriminating against localities or individuals, unless they Mr. GIROUARD. I presume the fifty or sixty members
have been dealing in a manner in which they are not who did not vote had left the meeting under tbe impression
permitted to deal by their charter, they cannot be in- that the question would not come to a vote. However that
terfered with by this Court. Their rates are not may ho, we have a petition from the Board of Trade of
within the purview of this Commission so long as they Montreal strongly objecting to the Bill. We also heard the
are kept within their by-law, nor can they be reduced shipping companies of the Dominion make the same objec-
increased, or affected. That is a matter which is not tion. Now, what is the real object of the Billi? Is it to
proposed to ho dealt with. Al that is to be dealt with introduce new principles? The hon. gentleman says it is
is that their rates shall be equal. My hon. friend from not. Hie says that the "equality" principle ias been in exis-
Monck suggested that if we do that these railway com. tence not only in this country for years, but also in England,
panies will at once put up their rates. I believe it to be a and in the United States; in fact we know that it has been
fact that they are now carrying at less rates than by law in force in England since 1834, and in Canada since 1849,
they could carry at. Why ? Because they are already but the hon. gentleman says wo have no means of enforcing
exacting as much in the shape of tolls as they can get that law. We ail agree upon the principle; we ail
goods to carry at. They know tiat there is no other obliga- know that when the goods are offered for transportation
tion upon them, and they do not do it for love of the public. from one point to another under similar circumstances,
They are not the great benefactors that carriers by water the same rates must be charged. We ail agree with that
are, they are not the great benefactors in that respect that principle, but the hon. gentleman wants to introduce
my hon. friend may be, for they are carrying simply at a new mode of enforcing the law. I contend that the
the highest rate they can exact and get a car load of goods. mode before the ordinary tribunals is quito ample. I will
The law of supply and demand regulates that as it does not trouble the House by quoting ail the docisions on the
almost everything else That law fixes the rate and says : point, but I will mention that from 1851, down to the pro-
If you charge beyond a certain rate thoso goods will not bear [sent time, at least ton decisions will be found in the law
it. If you charge passengers, for instance, boyond a certain reports of England, where the difference charged by com.
rate the result is there will be less travel. If you do not panies to shippers has been returned te the party who had
give return tickets it is found there i4 not as much moneyl been wronged. I will trouble the House only with a quota-
made in the passenger traffic. Why ? Because the lower tion from one of the decisions. It was rendered in 1869 in
you charge-within reason, of course, I speak-the greater the case of the Great Western Railway Company against
is the bulk of travel, and the greater in the aggregate is Sutton rendered in the House of Lords in England. The
the amount of receipts. I venture to say that ail railway noble lord, Lord Chelmsford, said:
managers regulate their tariff and their tolls simply by the " The last subject to be considered is the fnrm of the action; whether
quantity of goods they have toe carry and what charges an action far money bad and received, will lie to recover back over-
these goods will bear, knowing full well that an additional charges made upon the carriage of the plaintiff's goods, not absolutely,

but relbtively to the charges made to other persons. It was argued foramount would in ail probability prevent the carriage. Now, the defendants that the charge upon the plantiff's packed parcels being
that sarne law will still exist. That same rule, which is warranted by the1th and1I lth Victoria, chapter 226; and being reason-
higher than any law, will sti'l prevail and will still compel able, and within the absolute discretion of the company, the plaintif'

can was not injured by other persons heing charged less than'he was. But
railway comlanies te carry ut r .tes which the public thiis a fallacious way of viewing.the question. The plaintiff's com-
endure in that sense, and which will bring the most profit plaint is not that others are charged less than himself, but the fact of
and the most money into their coffers. Therefore, their having been charged less, entitled him to claim the same rate of
I think that argument has only to be mentioned to charge, and that all beyond.that rate is overcharge. The very fact of

the smaller charge to others is the ground of bis complaint of an over-be disposed of; and so it is with ail the other argu- charge to himself. Now, if the defendants were bound to charge the
monts. I think if time and opportunity were affbrded plaintif' for the carriage of bis goods, a less sum, and they refused to
for a full and fair discussion bore in open day in presence carry them except upon payment of a greater tum, as he was compelled

to pay the amount demanded, and could not otherwise have bis goods
of the peoph's representatives ani before the peoplo carried, the case falls witbin the principle of several decided cases, in
themelîves by means of the gentlemen of the gallery, that whicb it has been held that money which a party bas been wrongfully
it will be fbund that great misapprehensions prevail as compelled to pay under circumstances in which he ws unable to resit

the imposition, may be recovered back in an action for money had andto this Bill, that the railway companies have endeavored received. In the language of the Court of Common Pleas, in the case
to create them, to foster them with a view of preventing of Parker vs. The Great Western Railway ÇCompany, the payments made
the Bill from passing. But I still think this Bill is in the by the plaintif' were not voluntary, but were made in.order to induce
public interest, and that this law cannot be much longer the company to do that which they were bound to do without them."

delayed. I, therefore, move that you do now leave the But the hon. member for North Simcoe asks how it hap-
Chair, and that the louse do now resolve itself into pens that if ordinary modes of proceeding had been effi.
Committee of the Whole upon this Bill. cient, a special Railway Commission had been appointed in
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England ? The reason is very plain. The English community more than another, and lays down the doctrine
railway system is not in its infancy. The whole that if a man ships goods, the companies should carry
country is covered with railways, and as differences 1,500 lbs. as cheaply as they would a ton-in other words,
between shippers and forwarders and the companies were they should haul one car load as cheaply as a whole
becoming more frequent, it was thought desirable, with a train. Now, I have practical knowledge on this question,
view to adjusting claims', that a special court should be ap- and it is somewhat different from that; and if any one
pointed. But the circumstances there are not the sane as will consider it, he will see that if you ship a steam
here. This country is new; our railway systeni is only in engine, it will cost yon more than a car load of gools; and
its infancy. The movement of the hon. member for Simecoe if you ship goods in a vessel which has to call at two or
seems, therefore, to be in the wrong direction. Not only do three storebouses to load, you will pay more than if she
we find decisions in England and the United States on that bas to load only at one place; and it will cost the railway
point, but we also find decisions rendered both recently companies more to cari-y one car Joad tban twenty car loads
and some time ago in the Dominion, A remarkable in proportion, because they may have to load ut half a
case is on record in the Ontario courts. The shipper did dozen different stations to make up the train. So to-day,
not claim damnages for the difference between the true rate although my bon. friend thinks tlat they are discrimnat-
and the overcharge. He went further and ashed through ing, they are really not doing so; they are only charging
the Attorney-General for an injunetion against the com- what is right and proper iii that respect. Further, the hon.
pany. The injunction was granted, and it was to the effect gentleman says he is willing to strike out some of the clauses
that the railway company should not make any discrim- in his Bill, because ho had desired to place it in the power
ination. ln that case the court said: of three men, not only to run, but to propounce as to the

"Different rates may be charged, even upon the same portion of the building of these roads. He wished to put the power of the
road under different circumstances; but then those different rates must be Ri"lway Committee of the Pnvy Council into t bands of
sanctioned by approved rules, applicable to alil Her Majesty's subjects these Ihree men, who, I nay say, would not be responsible.
using the road under the same circumstances. But in the present case I tell him that to place the whole railway systein of tho
the established tariff bas been reduced, most materially reduced in y
favor of the defendants, not upon any principle recognized by the country from British Columbia to Prince Edward Island, in
by-laws of the company and applicable to the public gtnerally, but in the hand of' three mren would be intolerable; the people
virtue of a private contract, in which no other member of the would be obliged to cone from thence to Ottawa to present
community has any right to participate." all their grievances, and this would be most inconvenient.

Not only an injunction will lie from the Attorney-General, He says, he does not want to interfere with their rates; but
but I believe an injunction applied for by a private party in his speech, when he introduced the Bill, he had a griev-
will lie also. I say more, that proceedings can be taken in nce> and what was it? He thon at least intended to inter-
the name of the Attorney-General to bave a rail eay com. fore with their ra4es, holding that it wzs agreat injustice to
pany's charter cancelled for having evaded tho provisionsof tho people, beuause they carried goods fron Chicago to some
the law. It seems to me, therefore, we have to-day ample other place, at less than the local rate. He said:
means to enforce the law, and I do not sec why the country "One instance occurs to me at this moment where a large corpora
should go to the expense of establishing a court which will tion carried a certain kind of goods from the city of Chicago to the
cost at least $40,000 or 850,000 to enforce laws which can be interior of the Province of Ontario at a less rate than from one part of
enforced to-day by the ordinary tribunals, especially as th Ontario to another. 1 think it was this- This company charges moreenféeedto-dy b th ordnar trbunas, speiall asthete carry by tbe carload froni a local point te Belleville than te carry it
Bill is not demanded by the people. The hon. member for ail the way from Chicago."
North Simcoe said that great advantage would arise if actions
could be taken in the names ofmunicipalities and agricultural Tihis must have been a grievanoe, which ho wanted to rom.
societies, as the railway corporations wore very power ful and edy by this Bill; but if ho does not now want to interfere
would take a litigant from court to court until his means with through rates, why did ho nake theso remarks ?
were exhausted. What has been the exporience in this Mention is made Of the management of railways in Eng-
respect in the results of cases against railway companies ? land ; but it is, of course, differently situated. They have
Invariably not only the jury, but also the Judges are in sym- there no foreign railway competition, while wo have to
pathy with the individual parties. And it is very remark- compote with American railways, and if our railway com-
able in looking at the eight or ton cases I have referred to, panies are to be curtailed in their powers, in any way,
that in every case the railway company was condemned. It respectirng through traffic, it will work thom great injury.
is true that one company carried the case to the louse of My worst grievance against the railway companies is this:
Lords, but there the company lost it. There is no more When two roads get on bad terms with cach other, they
difficulty in enforcing claims against railway companies for make their connections as crooked as they can, and one
overcharges than there is for damage to, or loss of goods. train of ton leaves five minutes before the connocting train
For these reasons, I think there is no necessity at the of the other line reaches the station. This is the greatest
prosent time for the Bill, and it will not be required for a fault I have to find with them. When my hon. friend says
great many years to come, at least until we have covered that the railways of this country are taking all the money
Canada with railways, as is the case in Great Britain and they can out of the people, I can say I know botter than
the United States to-day. that; and I have no doubt that every man within the hear-

ing of my voico knows that, if they so desired, they could
Mr. McCALLUM. Mr. Speaker: I desire to state the take more money from the people. In faet it is rt desirable

reasonswhy I intend to voto against the Bill of the hon. for the- ceon 1 »îies to be on bad terms with the people.
member for Simco. In the rst place it mnay be renme. Whie on this question I would ob.serve that, before long,
bered that there are $300,000,0f.0 investcd in Canadian this Parliament will have to compel the railway companies
railways, and by the Consolidated Railway Act they can to afford proection to the lives·of the brakesmen in particu-
charge tolls until they earn 15 per cent. on the capital in- lar, which could be done by the expenditure of probably 84
vested. The investment of this capitail gives the companies or 85 a car, in placing a hand rail on the top of the cars.
vested rights, and while I am in sympathy with the people, I know that a great many young men have lost their lives
I do not desire to check the development of Our railway owing to the absence of this protection, and it could be
system and place the companies in the bands of three Con- provided at a very small expense. I thought that my hon.
missioners. Listening to the remarks of the hon. member friend, in view of the feeling of the Riailway Committeo,
for North Simee, one would imagine the railway corn- would drop this Bill; and I have no doubt at al!, that if te
panies were operating their roads to favor one class of the does not withdraw it, the House will soon dispose of it.

Mr. GIBOUARD Jacques Cartier).
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Mr. CA SEY. I confess I sympathize to a very great not improbable in the future, if not immediately, the cheek

extent with the promoter of the Bill in the position which of competition will bc almost entirely gone, for there *ill
he has taken. I think that the public have an undoubted only remain a few small roads here and there calling then-
right to regulate a great many points connected with rail- selves independent, but really dependent on the large roads
way traffic, even more than we now do so. There is no for what freight they carried. I think under those circum-
doubt that, as these companies owe their existence and stances there should be some means of enforeing fair rates and
privileges - many of which are very remarkable, and arrangements of trafflo which will control ail the roads of
whih entrench to a considerable extent on what otherwise the country. We are told by the opponents of the Bill, that
would be the rights and liberties of the people in the way the argument derived from the existence of a IRailway Com-
of expropriating lands, &c.-we have the right to regulate mission in England is of no force here, because of the differ-
their action afterwards and soe that it is guided to some ent circumstances in this country, our roads having to com-
extent by the public interest, and not merely by the interest pete with the railways across the line. True there
of the roads themselves. Beyond this is the fact that a is a difference, and it would not be possible for a
great deal of the people's money is invested in these roads. Commission in Canada to enforce rates with the same
We are told here night after night how much private capi- uniformity as in England. Some account would have to be
tal is invested in them, but we are not so frequently told taken of the competition of these American roads, but we
how much of the people's money is so invested, and how must remember that this competition to-day is of a char-
much bas been given them by this and the Local Govern- acter which is reckless, and what some people would think
monts and by the different municipalities. We are apt to of a stupid character. We find these roads carrying pas-
forget these large contributions, by which we are, to some sengers et rates which do not pay them, but it must also be
extent, shareholders in thom, and as such have a direct remembered that we, the people of Canada, have to pay so
right to interfere in their management. It is scarcely far as it is possible to make us pay, for the losses which are
worth while to discuss this point furýher, because our right incurred in carrying freights and passengers at these low
to regulate them is admitted and maintained Session after rates. That, Sir, is a direction in which a Commission
Session, in our legislation. The question at issue is rather might regulate with advantage, althougli, as I said, they
as to the mode in which the regulating laws should be could not enforce snch absolute uniformity as they can in
erforced than as to our right to regulate, and I am convinced England, but there are other matters which a Commission
that a Commission of some sort, though perhaps not exactly would have to take care of besides the more regulation of
sucb as the hon. gentleman proposes, would be for many froight charges and passenger rates. There are many
purposes the most convenict way of enforcing existing regulations necessary for the safety and comfort of the
laws. No doubt it is true that we have a remedy in the passengers, which cost something to the railways, and
courts for any actual brtach of the law by these companies, which they are not likely to adopt of their own motion
but many of these breaches are in themselves so slight and unless they arê going to gain something thereby. Where
unimport ant that it is scarcely worth anybody's while to go keen competition exists these accommodations will be pro.
to law about it, while, at the same time, they create greut vided to the passengers, but where competition does not
inconvenience and irritation amongst the people. In other exist, and I fear that within a year or two it will not exist
cases, although I believe there is some truth in the state- in Canada, there is no incentive to the companies to do
ment made, the juries are apt to go against railways, still more than is necessary to give ordinary accommodation to
undoubtedly a railway company -has a great advantage in travellers so as to prevent them from shunning therailways
appealing from one court to another, and eau fight an altogeth :r. But, of course, people must travol, and they
action of this sort much longer than eau a private party. must travel largely by railway, so that there is little power
We have ail known of cases of poor people, who are to ensure those comforts and conveniences, and a Commission
scarcely able to bring the first suit, resisted by the com- could do valuable service in this direction i need net g)
p nies in claims which appear to b just on the face further into all the Commission might profitably do for the
of then, and are carried on until the suitor is worn bonefit of the public. I think we are ail agreed that some
out, and an apparent injustice is done. I think, central power, having regulative authority over railways,
Sir, that it is possible in many cases the Commission would be au advantage; but as to the particular scheihe
might act very efficiently as arbitrators-more efficiently propoeod by the hon. gentleman, I am forced to agree, to a
ihan a court, and thatt the railway companies would b great extent, to what was advanced in the Railway Com-
willing to agoree to an arbitration before the Commission. mittee. I am afraid that the Committees, or even a Special
My hon. friend in front of me (Mr. Mackenzie) reminds me Committee, have not the time and, perhaps, have not
that there is an appeal from the Commission, but still I the knowledge of railway matters sufficient te frame a
think the Commission might act as arbitrators in such cases. perfect scheme. I am afraid I have te agreewith the proposi-
I think it is rather in the way of prevention than of remedy tion te proceed no further with this Bill at the present time,
that the Commission will ba useful. I think that the regula- and that the proper mode would be to have a Commission
tiens that they have power to make, would have the effect of Enquiry, before which evidence migtt be taken on both
of preventing many of those cases of litigation which arise sides of the question. I am afraid-although I am one of
between railway companies and individuals. Of course, the twelve-apostolic in number, if nothing else-
competition keeps our railway companies in order te a Mr. McCARTHY. I am afraid ou are the Judas of thegreat extent. When two railways run between the same Mr.a
points, the one which is the more obliging, and gives the I t e
better rates, will have an advantage over the other. But Mr. CASEY. I say I am afraid that thougb I was one
we must recollecf, that the day of competition is of those who voted for the preamble of the Bill, in order
apparently come te an end, and that the amalgama- that it mighbt be saved and that we might have a further
tion of these great corporations is prevailing te an discussion in the House, that there is net the slightest pros-
alarming extent. Rumor has it, that what virtually pect of getting anything aecomplished under the present
amounats te an amalgamation is going still furthcr, and that state of feeling, and I think it would be rather wasting the
arrangements are being made between the two great corpor- time of the House to go on discussing the Bill in detail
ations which control nearly allour iron highways-I mean when we have not sufficient evidence on the matter before
the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the Grand Trunk Rail- us. I trust that the proposition first mooted, I believe, by
way-which will have the effect of amalgamation se far as the hon. Minister of Railways, te have a Commission of
traffic is concerned. If this rumor should be realized, as is Enquiry, will be carried out, and that we will be in a posi-
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tion to act intelligibly next Session with all the evidencE
before us which cari b obtained from both sides on the qucs
tion. But if the Government do not see proper to take thiE
stop I think I shallbe inclined, under those cirumstances
to assist the hon. gentleman and as far as we can to get th
best possible Bill under the circumstances.

Mr. ORTON. Notwithstanding the expression of opin-
ion given by the Railway Committee, and notwithstanding
the views of the hon. Minister of Railways for whose opinion]1
have the highest respect,and who is held in the highest respect
by the people of this country, for the eminent serviees he
bas rendered in developing our resources, by the encourage-
ment he as given for great railway enterprises, and the
able manner in which ho bas administered the Railway
Department-I say that, notwithstanding these opinions, I
feel that this matter is one of such great moment, that the
more it is discusse 1 the botter it appears to b in the general
interests of the country. I cannot help feeling that the
time is coming when a great battle will have to be fought
for the rights of the people, against the claimed rights of the
large railway corporations of the country. I must say that
this Bill is, at any rate, in the right direction, and so far as I
can judge of its different clauses, I believe if itwere carried out
by the Hlouse, and brought into effect, it would do away
with a vast number of the evils which are acknowledgcd on
all hands to exist with reference to the management of our
railway corporations. I shall endeavor to go over some of
these evils for tho purpose, in my feeble way, of placing
them before the Hoiiso in order that they may b remedied
The first great evil which the people of this country are
feeling more and more every day, is the discrimination given
by our great railway corporations in favor of the produce
of the neighboring Republic, over the produce of
our own country, in carrying it to the markets
of the world. I referred, before the Railway Committee,
to some facts which are very suggestive in this particular.
Last fall the Grand Trunk Railway carried American flour
from Detroit to Boston at 14 ets. per barrel cheaper than
it was carried from the county town of Wellington, and 20
ets. cheaper than it was carried f ron Chatha m. Millers at
Chatham had the flour taken to Detroit, in order to have it
shipped from Detroit to Boston and thence to the Lower
Provinces. Now, the National Policy was promised to
give the farmers of this country the first choice in their own
markets, but owing to the discrimination which has been
given by the great railway companies of the country in
favor of American produce,the beneficial effocis of that policy,
with reference to flour and other products of the farm, have
been, to a largo extent, destroyed. Why, Sir, we find that
American millers are sending a much larger amount of flour
and selling it in Canadian markets this year than they did
last year. Why is this? Simply because they get lower
railway rates. ln Montreal American flour is much more
largely sold than it was last year. If this continues I have
little doubt that wo shall, in the future, see the flour of
Minneapolis and the wheat raised by the farmers of Minne-
sota and Dakota paesing over the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
past the very doors of our own farmers,to supply the manu-
facturers of Ontario and Quebec at a cheaper rate than the
railways will permit our own people to do. During the
past year the railway companies have perpetrated another
great wrong ufoi our people to a greater extent than they
did in former years. I refer to the discrimination which
they have given in favor of the United States over our own
country in the accommodation provided for carrying farm
produce. There is hardly a point in Ontario where com-
plaints aire not made by those cngaged in purohasing the
products of our farmers, that they cannot get what
they have bought taken to the markets of our
own country for the want of cars. The railway com-
panies are employing themselves more and more in carry.
ing the produce of the United States, and they allow the

Mr. CAsor,

e produce of our own country to remain until a more couve-
- nient season. The result is serious loss to the farmers of
s Canada. There is not a farmer in the country but is deeply
, interested in this important question; and I venture to say
e that in a short time they will show, in a very unmistakeable

way, that they desire to have some such Lgislation carried
into effect, as this Bill proposes. The discrimination in
favor of individuals is also a very grave wrong. We were
told before the Railway Committee, the other day, by a
gentleman engaged largely in the shipping trade, that
cheaper freights weregiven to individuals who knew how to
be sourteous and polite to the railway companies-in other
words,to those who knew how to behave themselves,and would
conform to the railway companies' rules. In that remark a
gentleman was giving away his case, because ie came down
bere in the interest of the railway companies, and he proved
that the railway companies do discriminate in favor of
individuals, in spite of the provisions of the General Railway
Act. Moreover, they do not make their rates public. They
evade the law by giving rebates, and the true rates are not
made known to the public, to the great loas and injury of
shippers and others. Now,we see railway companies coming
to Vhis House, day after day, seeking for incorporation and
asking for great powers. We see them asking to be allowed
to hold timber limits and mineral berths, and to engage in
the work of developing them; and I have no doubtthey will
shortly want to engage in the business of purchasing and
dealing in grain. We can easily see what serious evils are
likely to arise from the exercise of these powers by railway
companies. The result will be that individuals who are not
subservient to them, cannot possibly compete with them in
purchasing produce, or in developing the timber and mineral
resources of this country; so that in time the railway
companies will have a monopoly of our natural re-
sources, and will absorb the great bulk of the profits
that should accrue to the people at large. I am strongly in
favor of this Bill. It has been said that the people of'Eng-
land, who have tried a Railway Commission, have become
disgusted with it ; but so far as I can learn, such is not the
case, on the contrary I learn that the English Railway Com-
mission bas been an eminent success. Other countries also
are learning the evils of railway monopoly. In Germany
the large railways have been bought up by the Government,
and the same course has been taken in France and other
countries. It is not the intention of this Bill to interfere
with through traffic in the proper sense, that is, traffic pass-
ing from a foreign country through our country to another
foreign country. It is, no doubt, of the greatest importance
that we should encourage the products of the United States,
whether agricultural or manufactured, to pass through this
country to other foreign countries, but it is not in the in-
terest of the people of Canada that those products should be
brought to our own markets at more favorable rates than
our railways will give to our own people. There has also
been great evils in connection with the amalgamation of
railway companies. Many municipalities which have given
large bonuses, and involved themelves in very serious debts
in order to obtain competition, have been totally defeated in
the objects for which they invested their money, by these
railway companies exercising their power ofamalgamating.
We fnd that their lines are absorbed by the great railways,
and they have only one l'ne ins'ead of two. Now, [ hold
that when municipalitis have, for the sole purpose of cre a-
ing competition in railway'freights, given large bonuses, no
Government should allow any large corporation to amalga-
mate with or buy up said railways without refunding to the
municipality or individuals the bonuses they have given for
the purpose of creating competition. It is said that rail-
way companies have lst money in this country. While
this may have been true in'reference to the Grand Trunk
Railway, we all know that this railway was built at enor-
mous expense, at a time when railway construction was,· I
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might say, in its infancy on this continent; but we know
that to-day railways can be built at one-half or almostone-
third of the cost ut which the Grand Trunk Railway was
built. I would also point out the fact that on the other
side of the lino the wealthy mon are the great railway
kings. The Vanderbilts, the Goulds and other men of that
stamp are the accumulators of wealth in the neighboring
Republic, and when we recollect that we have in the Domin-
ion as largo nu area as the United States, and with a
great variety of resources, there is no reason why our rail-
way corporations should not accumulate wealth in a legiti-
mate, honorable way in this country. I maintain that the
railways are chartered for the purpose of being the public
carriers for our people and not for the people of a foreign
country alone, and they should therofore afford proper
accommodation for our people, and then if they can a9so
accommodate the people of a foreign country, let them do
so and gain all the profit possible. I shall not make fur-
ther remarks this evening in reference to this matter, but I
hore this House will, at any rate, give a great deal of
encouragement to the movement of my bon. friend.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I cannot hope that any remarks
of mine will have the effect of inducing this Hiouse to accede
to the motion placed in its bands by the bon. member for
North Simcoe. Iiideed, if I had any hopes of that from the
beginning, the fact that the hon. member for West E!gin,
one of the twelve apostles who voted for this Bill in the
Railway Committee, bas declared himself now against the
proposit*on of the bon. member for North Simecoe, would have
disabused my mind of any such idea. listory repeats itself,
but J hope that bon. gentleman will not follow the examp '1
of that other apostle who went out and hanged himself. I
mande a statemont in the Railway Committee the other day-
a statement wbich I declared was, Vo my own personal know-
ledge true, that a discriminating rate had been made by a rail-
way company in favor of one shipper against another on
freight between the same points and under similar circ'rm-
stances. That statement was correct, but I have since 1een
informed by the manager of the railway company to which I
referred, that the discrimination arose from some incompre.
hen- ible error on the part of the agent, at the point at whieb
these goods were shipped, and I think it due to the railway
c mpany and myself to take this opportunity of putting
that explanation before the House. I accept that explana-
tion on the part of the mananer of that railway company,
but, notwithstanding that, I believe that discriminations are
sometimes miade, and I believe that they are made under
the law as it stands. It has been declared by bon. gentle-
men who have spoken on this Bill, and who are opposed to
it -and I thin k the bon. member for North Simcoe expressed
the same opinion-that the law regarding equality, as it
stands on the Statute-book, is sucb that if the courts were
called upon it could be enforced, it wouid be found, however,
that the railway companies may discriminate in favor ofcer-
tain persons without being amenable to the law at'all. The
clause reads as follows:-

"All or any of the tolls nay, by any by-law, be reduced and again
raised as often as deemed necessary for the inerests of the undertaking;
but the same tolls shall be payable at the same time and under the samé
circumstances upôn all goods, and by all persons, se that no undue ad-1
vantage, privilege or monopoly, may be afforded to any person or class
of p-rsons, by any by-laws relatng te the tolis "

You will ob-erve their declaration is that no undue advan- t
tage may be given to any person by any by-law of ther
company relating to tolls; but even under that provi-ionc
of the law, a lower rate than that fixed by the company r
might be given to some particular individual. I would i
draw the attention of tbe hon. Mini-ter of Railways to this1
clause of the Act, anýd suggest to him, in addition to what L
has already been suggested by th, h>n. member for North g
Simcoe, that the 60th section of the Aet, relating to traffic i
arrangements, sbould be amended, that the 17th section t

be also amended, so as to provide that no undue ad-
vantage--if this court is not to be constituted-be given
to any person, under similar circumstances, by a rail-
way company, either by its by-laws or in any other
way. It is a matter of fict, whatever may be said to the
contrary, that railway companies do oftei violate the law
as it stands upon the Statute-book. The 26th section of this
Act provides that railway con panies shall put up at overy
station, whore thore is a telegraph polo, a board upon
which they shall register the tine of the passenger trains
that are overdue. .1 believe that very few, if any, of the
railway companies in this country observe that law. It is
true a penalty is provided and railway companies may be
suei for that omission, but the very fact which was stated
in the Railway Committee the other day, by a gentleman
wlho appeared against this Bill, on behalf of railway com-
panies, that the companies did sometimes discriminate in
favor of those who addressed themselves properly to the
railway iagnates, will, I think, establish the faut that it is
almost impossible for any individual who expects to have
any business to do with the company, te put the machinery
of the law in force, and punish the company for the.viola.
tion of the law. 1 simply desriîe to draw the attention of
the House to these two question-- lhst, for the purpose of
setting myself right, or givimg to thHo liuse the statement
of the manager.of the railway company to which I roferred
the other day in the Railway Committee, and secondly, for
the purpose of drawing the attention of the bhon. Minister of
Railways to thuat claue whieh hlas been called the equality
clause, and which I think oughit to be put in a botter
position than that in which it stands at present on the
Statute-book.

Mur. McNEILL. Il is not my intention at ihis late hour to
ecupy the time of the IIoue at any longth, but the ques.
tion is one of such great im portauce and so very intere-ting
to the counti y that I should like to claim the indulgence of
the House, while I make ono or two observations with
reference to it. It scoms to nie there are two questions
involved in that matter. Th first is whether the interests
of the public, in tueir dealings with these great railway
monopolies, are properly gua-ded, or wlhethe- they are in
some degree at the nercy of theso corporations ; and the
next question is whethîer, if they are not properly safe.
guarded, wo ican, by some such machinery as that pro-
posed in th Bill, safeguard then witihout at the saie timoe
doing greater harmn to the railway compaies thomsolves
and thereby injuring those very publie interests we wish to
protect. Now, as to whether the publie intere.ts are
efficiently guarded in their deahings with the railway com-
panies, 1 venture to think there can be but one opinion. I
venture to think there is no bon. gentleman in this House
who does not know and feel that the public are simply
helpless lu the bands of these great railway monopolies, and
that in Canada we are especially and of necessity so. The
people of Canada are a scattered population, and a com.
paratively poor population, and they find themselves con-
stantly in the presence of a few great and powerful
corporations who have laid their hands upon the whole
carrying trade of the country. That is a condition of things
which unfortunately admits of no dispute ; it is noto-ious
and patent to eve-yone. Now, the public carriers of Canada
occupy suuh a position as I have described. They are
theoretically subjeet to the laws, theoretically any individual
may have his grievances redres-e 1 by appeal to the courts
of law ; but we alil know that pract'cally there is no sac
redress, we all know that pructically no private individual
s in a position to carry on litigation with a railway com-
pany ; we all know that if he attempts anything of the
kind he will be ruined, and lie knows it very wel a-id con-
sequently does not attempt it. Now, with the permission
of the House, I will call the attention of hon. members to
he evidence on this subject of Mr. Scott, the Manager of the
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South-Eastern Railway Conpany of England, who was was appointed and it sat, and has carried out its functions
examined before a Joint Commission of the Lords and Com- from that day till now. Some doubt has been raised, both
mons. Though Mr. Scott was a hostile witness, and says that in this House and the country, as to whether the Commis-
Mr. Cardwell's Act was a strong power to protect the sion has been a success or not. That is a point which,
public interests from enoroachment by the railway com- I think, can be very easily decided. If this issue is to be
panies, yet ho says : decided on the answer to the question whether the Commis-

"No private trader scarcely, unless he is a large carrier or nominal sion in England has been a success or not, we can decide it
owner, bas sufficient stake to raise an action in a court of law." in a very short time, because a Committee composed of

twenty-seven of the most experienced mem bers of th fHouse
But Mr. Scott being, as I have said, a hostile witnesq, prove, of Commons was appointed recently by the Imperial Parlia-
his hostility by his remarks in answer to another question: ment to consider this matter and report upon it. The Coni-

"I think it is very diffcult to appoint a board, or define what the MIittee was appointed and reported, and fortunately they re-
board shall be composed of, or what its functions are to be. It appears ported unanimously. And it is worthy of remark that when
to me that the legislation already provided should be exhausted befure the Commission roported as to the advisability of appointing
any new legislation is attempted." a iRailway Commission there was a difference of opinion ; but
This is a line of argument with which we are familiar in after the Railway Commission had been in operation this
this country, and it is a lino of argument which had Committee of twenty-seven members submitted a unani-
formerly been employed in England in reference to this mous report. It will commend itself to hon. members that
matter. Now, just no we have these grievances, just as we if twenty-seven members of a Special Committee appointed
have this difficulty in Canads, sotheyhavehad to encounter to investigate the subject, after having obtained all possible
in England the sanie didiculties, where they found it was evidence, arrived at a unanimous decision, that decision
necessary in some way to bi idl the power of the railway should have considerable weight with this House and the
companies. But there was this difference in England, that country, and the Committee of the Imperial House of Com-
the railway companies there never had and never could mons reported as follows :-
have iho same power and influence that they have in Canada. ''"The Railway Commission has,to a great extent, been hindered, in its
The circumstances wero widoly different. In the first place, work by the temporary character with which it has hitherto been
the population of England was not, as it is in Canada, a invested. At the same time your Committee are convinced that the

establishment of the Commission has been of great public advan tage,scattered and comparativeiy poor population, butnlb wa8 a fot merely in causing justice to be speedily done in those cases that
population which was vory dense and very rich. In the have been brought before it, but also in preventing differences from
next place, railway enterprise had its origin in England, ad arising as between railway companies and the public. Iti utility is notso to sa assed its childhood there, and it was therefor to be measured solely by the instances in which it bas been called upon.ts e ad w rof to hear and determine, but aiso by the deterrent and controlling infli-
subject to the great influences by which it was surrounded ence of its existence."
in that country. Railway enterprise in England was subject That was bhc unanimous report of the Speeial Cammittee,
to the influence of the great cor, orations of the ancient cities and they proceed ta recommend that thc Railway Commis-
of England; it was also subject to the influence of the ancient sien ho made permanent, and a Coui t cf Record. I tbere-
and wealthy guilds, to that of the landed aristocracy, and to fore bhink the matter should naw ho flnally set at rest, sa
that of th oenormously wealthy commercial classes Of far as the success of the Railway Commission lu England is
England. It was alsoî subject to an influence which was coucerned. There can ho, J bhink, no possible doubt on
still more powerful and effective, and that was the influ- that hoad. It bas been snggcsted that, becanse Jegidation
ence of society as it is constituted in an old-established has fot beon placed on the Statutc-book ta carry out the
country, a society which is very jealous of any interfer- tecommendations of the Commibtee, thero still romains some
ence with its rights and ready to rosent such interference. doubt as ta whebher bbe Commission bas been a succe.s or
These are some of the influences which controlled rail- not. But I venture ta say there bas nat been imo for such
way companies in England, which prevented them from legisiation ta be passed, because bbc Committees repart was
obtairing dominance in that country; but notwithstand- only brouglt in at bbc close of the Session; and en sup-
ing these great influences which thev had ta contend
with it was found in the case of England that the rail-
way companies, holding, as they did, the whole carrying n ment have not placed suclegisation on Statute-book
trade of the nation, required to be controlled, and the people evidence that the Commission bas not been a success.

brae c bb ntio, rquredta o oîîroled au th PooÇdlb I may ho a reason why there shonld ho, a vote of censur-e
of England set about discovering sorme remedy for this state on Mr. Gladstone's Gaveramont, but it doos nat alter, in the
ofthings. The first proposal was that the railways should be slightesb dogme, anc tittle of the evidence placel beforo the
taken over by the Government of the country, that the Gov..' overnment by the Commitbe whidh btceGoverament
ernmentshould deal.with the matter themselves and protect itself callod into existence. There las been an abbempt
the publie interests by taking possession of the railways. This made ta show that, although the Railway Commis-
idea was, however, soon exploded. It was thought, for sion ia Englaud las been successfnl) yet, for saie reason or
many reasons,.undesirable that the Governmont shonld take h
possession of the railways, one reason being that it would .n ber aofmbjcion hvehenogb aa inahepo

bean enormous political engine in the hands of the Gov. ubro betoshv enbogtaanttepe
enment, such as it would beiunsaf to entrust them with. ntBili and it is rather curions ta note that almost evry

ermment snb asit oul hounsao t enîusbthen wth eo e oeabjections brought againat it have boon pro-vod
The matter, however, was not allowed to rest. It was con- by the hest of all tests-bbc test of practical expriencc-to
sidered of too great importance, and a nunber of Commis have been fallacions. One of thc abjections is that the law
eions and Committees were appointed by Parliament and as it at proseut stands is sufficiont. That was brougbt up
the Government to investigate the matter. Finally it wIs again aid again bore the Commission, duriug their ùaquiry
decided that a remèdy should be tried-or that a remedy la England. Ariother oljectien is that if the railways are
having beenprovided it should, at all events, be put iiito interfered withby a Commission, the sharholders' moncy
operation. The experiment tried was a suggestion by a will ho endangered, and railw<y companies will thus be
Joint Commission of the Houses of Lords and Common, and endangored. 1 wilI read what the late Mr. Wa-d Hu-1t,
was some such remedy as that proposed by theb on. mom- who was ane of the mon upon the Crnmissimn of Enquiry,
ber for North Simcoe, the remedy of a Railway Commission saîd, in raising the same abjection:
composed of three members, an eminent lawyer, an eminont
railway man, and a person who is designated by the hon. Yeur regulations may be well calculaad te prodace the highest p-of cmmno s~ae. his misionsibla dividend for yuur shareholders, but thay are flot weIl adaptad forgentleman as a man of common ene. This Commission ving thgreatst possible facilitis tte publi;and tntest
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cf the company and the interests of the public do not coincide, we shall
force yeu te eacrifice the interests of the shareholders to those of the
public."

Another objection raised was, that it wotld be an injurious
interference with through freights, and so would diFlocate
trtffic. The same objection was taken in England, and on
it Mr. Pease said:

"Being bimself engaged in trade, he depended very much on the
through rates on railways, but hA very mgch doubted how far Parlia-
ment could sanction the powers which this Bill gave te revise every
special Act and special toll, and te treat as waste paper agreements
between existing companies which had been eanctioned by Committees
of both Houses, and by the House itself."

Then we have the objection that the enormous amount of
property invested in railways is to be handed over to three
gentlemen who would. make ducks and drakes of it. The
same objection was raised in England, and on it Mr. Pease
said :

"l With regard te the appointment of the Commission, one of the 0om-
missioners was te be a lawyer of great eminence, another was te be a
man of experience in railways, and of the third they had no deserip-
tion at all. Such was the tribunal te which was confided a trust affect-
ing the £600,000,000 of capital which Parliament-had given the com-
panies power te raise.?

Another objection is thus stated by Mr. Pease:
" The Commissioners were te be paid at the rate of £3,000 a year each,

a snm that would net secure the services of men required for the dis-
charge of sucb important duties as they would have te perform ; in fact
they would be paid slaries inferior te that received by many railway
managers."

SD here is another of the same objections, another of our old
friends urged here, as it was in England; but we find, by
tho test of experience, that it is utterly fallacions. We have
another objection presented: that such an interference with
railway management would depress the stock market and
roduce railway values. This is a very important objection,
and we find that the very same objection was urged in Eng-
land. The Railway Commissioners in England, thenselves,
on the sixth page of their Report of 1878, referring to the
very same objection, say:

through fraffic passing from some point of the United
States through Canada, there will be some insuper-
able diffictulty which would make it impossible for this
Commission to work hore. I just wish to call attention to
the fact, that such an objection may be urged, I think, with
much greater weight and force to the existence of the
Railway Commission in England. If you take traffic from
the north of Ireland by Belfast to Liverpool and Sonth-
ampton, and to some port on the contineut, you will find,
that there is a far greater difficulty to its application in this
case, than in that which is pointed to us as an insuperable
difficulty here. Take litien for example, which is being
bleached at Lintourne, carried by railway to Belfast,
shipped thence to Liverpool, and then carried by rail way to
Southampton, and then carried to some port in Europe.
Now, yon wilI find, that in this process there are two portions,
of the freightage which are altogether beyond the control
and outside of the control of the Railway Commissioners;
the sea voyage from Belfast to Liverpool, and the sea
voyage from Southampton to the Continent; and yet through
rates there are and must be influenced by the sea freight
rates; just in the same way, as you find, the freights passing
through Canada are influenoed by the rates on American
lines. Moreover, you have another system there outside of
the railway system altogether, which competes with the rail-
ways in such transactions, the shipment by sea. Vesselsare
lying in Belfast ready to carry that freight which passes
over the railways in England direct to the ports on the
continent in Europe; and, again, when the freight reaches
Liverpool yon also have -vessels there prepared to do the
same thing. This brings me to the objection that there is
no system so competing in England as in Canada with the
railway system, and there never was a statement made
which is more inconsistent with the facts than is that state-
ment. You have the whole shipping trade and interest of
England competing with the railway system. Take, for
example, freights from Glasgow which are to be carried to
Southampton by railway: you have a railway making the
charges and fixing the tolle while lvingy at the same port

"We have seen it stated here andthere that this right is fraught with oha c -ar e in a r
possible danger to railway property; but certainly, as yet, it las doneady
an harm, nor developed any tendency to do harm: ;ather bas it been of p amti
excellent effect as a additional motive to harmony of arrangement, and outside and beyend the control cf the Railway Cemmissioners
an additional motive to induce the companies to act as one concern lu in England just as mnch as any eystem which we have on
providing for the forwarding of through traffic." this continent. I have euly te say, in conclusion, I arnper-
Another objection is made that capital is sensitive, and that fectly satisfied on this peint: that there is a feeling in this
the appointment of this Commission, and even the know- country that if the Government do net in core way control
ledge going forth that such a Commission is likely to be the railways the railwayc will before longcontrol the Govern-
appointed, would deter capital from coming into this coun- ment; and there ie a feeling in thia country,and it ie grew-
try to be invested in railway enterprises. So far from this lng up day by day in the breacts cf the people, that they are
being the case, I venture to say that the very opposite is heipless and at the mey'f thb railway c(mpanies cf this
the case. What is it that deters more than anything else country, and with that feeling there le a feeling cf indigna.
the investment of capital in new railway enterprises? Je tien growing up u the country; and 1 amn atisfied that hon.
it notthe fact that new, young, and feeble railway enterprises gentlemen when they go back te their constituents, will
will be dominated by large railway corporations in this find that the hon. member for North Simcoe has the people
country? le not this the thing which more than any other cf the country at hic back on thie question. I amnperfectly
prevents the construction of railways in this country atertain that the people will net be satisfied until there je
present ? And you find on reading the reports of the Rail- core control hrenght te bear on the railway companies
way Commissioners, as they have been presented from time ofthis country. I do net wish te be misunderstood as te
to time to Parliament in England, that one of the greate-t what L arn caying. I amn oneef those who wouldjoin
feats they have achieved, and one of the greatest advan- in a howl of cxecration againet the railway companice. I
tages which has accrued to the country from the èxistenceventure te say that they have doue a great deal et good for
of a R'ilway Commission there, is the fact that thev have Canada, and that they have on the whole treatel the people
interferd to protect feeble companies against the stronger cfthis country wellMore especially when.ene coneiderethe
companies, and have forced the larger companies in Eng- position i which they stand, and when one knows that
land to do justice to the emaller companies, and to give thoy have a4olute power in their bande. But I venture te
them opportunities for through rates over the line, and for say this, that it is just as truc cf haman nature te-day as
connecting trade and carrying on traffic, which otherwise wben Robert Burns caid it thal:
they would be unable to carry ou, just as we have seen
companies in Canada unable to carry on traffi ohere,"Wen self tht wsveba s
eventually being obliged to strike the flag to the largert g
companies, by whom they are swallowed up. I would like1The'rilway crnpaniee cf this country have the eetting of
to refer to one other objection: that, owin g to the the alaÙce entirely iu thcir own bauds, and the people ob-
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ject to that. The people of Canada knowing, as they will
know, when the remarks of my hon. friend go forth, that
the people of England have a remedy which is practically
effectual, or at all events of enormous advantage, knowing
that there is such a remedy in the United States and that in
the continent of Europe the railways are controlled and the
people are not left to the mercies of these corporations-I
say, knowing this, the people of Canada will call upon the
Government to put in force such a remedy here to protect
the interests .of the people.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. At this late hour of the evening J
have no intention of taking up the time of the House at any
great length. But I do not wish to give a silent vote upon
this question, and I have to say that I feel it my
duty to vote for the Bill. J have the honor of repre-
s3nting part of the county of Middlesex, one of the largest
and most populous in the Dominion. The County Council
of that county is composed of more than fifty members, and
from a long acquaintance with them1, am in a position to
say that no more intelligent men of that description exist
anywhere in the Dominion, and they have unanimously
petitioned this Flouse to pass some such measure as the one
before us to-night. It therefore becomes my duty to vote
for the measure. • At the samo time I beg to state that the
Bill commends itself, to my sense of right; I entirely agree
with its principle. 1 may go further and say that I am
happy to think that there is an hon. gentleman in this
House who bas the courage to bring the matter before tbe
public; and if it is any satisfaction to him, I can assure him
that there is one humble individual who, whether in this
House or out of it, will stand shoulder to shoulder with him
in the fight. Great stress has been laid on the
fact that a few days ago a very large deputation
came down to the House to oppose this measure. I
quite ncknowledge the fact, and I have to say, at the same
time, that I was very much astonished to see some of the
gentlemen who composed that deputation. 1 do not know
what the motives were that prompted them to come. We
know that a free ride on the railway, with the condiments
thrown in, is a great inducement to some persons, and Ihave
had ocular demonstration that railway magnates, when they
have great interests at stake, are not niggardly with the
condiments. I would not for one moment suppose that
the gentlemen composing that deputation wore influenced
by any such motives-J know many of them too wqll to
suppose that. Thon, Sir, there is the other alternative that
they were in some way or other compelled to come. I do
not wish to insinuate that that was the case, but we do
know that these railway corporations, where there is no
competition, largely have the fortunes of the people carry-
ing on business with them, almost in their hands-
that they can make one man and ruin another at
their will. I do not man to say that these gentle-
men were coereed, but J am somewhat forcibly remind.
ed of a little incident of the war on the other side.
One of our newspaper men was going down the streets of
New York one day where a great row was going on. News-
paper men are always very enquiring, and wish to know
the reason of everyuhing, so this gentleman waited until
one individual bec'ame detached from the crowd, and he
asked him what was the matter. This man happened to be
a rolicking Irishman, and ho replied: "O, nothing; they
are only forcing a man to volunteer!" A word or two
about the nocessity of a mensure of this kind. Pacts have
been brought before the flou e and the Committee,showing
that railways do niake most unjus discrimination. As
the pronoter of the Bill said to night, they can, -if
they see fit, uuild up one place and let - the grass
grow in another. They can do the same thing with
individuals, and this discrimination in certain localities
is, perhap,, one of our greatest grievances. Allow ne to
refer teo oe or two instances in my owa observation. A
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number of years ago I left this city in company with a
friend who was going to a point on the Grand Trunk Rail-
way. On the way to the station he said :1"I will ask what
is the price of a ticket to Buffalo." We went into the station
and he asked the price of a ticket; and would you believe
that the price of a ticket to travel 150 miles further was $1
less than the price of a ticket to the place he was going t.
Anot her case that came under my own observation was that
of a gentleman who was buying cattle in one of our western
localities. He was something between twenty and thirty
miles from the far end of the railway and he was buyiug
cattle and driving them on foot to that end of the railway
and then shipping them back, and ho said he was making
money by so doing. I believe if my hon. friend from North
Middlesex (Mr. Coughlin), would state what ho knows on
this subject ho would say that at the present day they not
only drive them on foot but put them on the cars, send
them back te the end of the railway, and thon re-ship
them in the opposite direction and thereby make money.
Some years ago one of the largest miliers in the city of Lon-
don,which, as hon. gentlemen know, is just half way between
the two termini of the Great Western, actually shipped
a cargo of flour that he-wished to send to the East ail the
way back to the other terminus, from which it was reshipped
back in the other direction, and ho made money on the
transaction. These are the things which compel us to corne
to the House and ask for relief. Great stress has been laid
on tho rights of the railways. We have been told that
these railways have an enormous amount of capital in thoir
enterprises, and that if we were to do anything which
would injure them we would deprive tbom of part of their
rights. I am prepared to admit to the fullest extent the
rights of these corporations; but, Sir, we are pointed to the
fact thut thesc railway corporations are not paying divi.
dende to the stockholders. I know that there are many
hundreds and thousands of poor people who have invested
their all in the railways of this country from which they
have received no return; but who is to blame for that?
Is it the people of the country? Have they had anything
to do with it ? Why, it has been the fault of the railway
corporations themselves. Allusion bas been made to night
to the original cost of our railways. It is a notorious fact
that, to assist in building the Grand Trunk Railway, the
Parliament of this country gave somethingover $20,000,000;
and it was only two or three years ago that Mr. Laidlaw, of
Toronto, in a speech ho delivered there, stated that he could
take the bonuses that had been given by Pàrliament and
the municipalities tg the different railwayz, and build the
railways with them, without asking the stockholders for a
single cent. That is the way the railways came to be un-
remunerative. That same Grand Trunk Railway, too,
instead of paying dividends, has been engaged in buying up
ail the railways it could get its hads upon, with the view
of shutting out competition completely. With regardto the
Great Western Railway, now a part of the same concern,
time was when its stock was selling at 140, and to-day it is
not selling at one-half cf that figure. That company, being
carried . away by its anxiety to obtain the trade of the
Western Peninsuls, built a loop line, which it had no more
need of tban a cart has of a third wheel. But, Sir, it scems
to me that there are other parties besides the railway com-
pauies that have rights in this matter. What about the
great ma-s of the people of this country-have they no
rights ? Is it not a fact that almost every municipality in
the country has burdencd itself by voting bonuses and
granting privileges of varions kinds to railways ? They
bare doue so, if not in the hope of obtaining competition, at
least to prevent this very discrimination ot' rates of which
complaint bas bon made. They have burdened themselves
alinost ruinouslyand what has been the.result ? The very
companies so aided in a very few yeanrs have amalgamated with
the very companies they were given the bonuses to compete
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with, and the municipalities have been left with nothing but
the disappointment and the debt. They, I think, have some
rigbts that this House is bound to consider. Allusion has
been made to-night to the great question of railway
monopoly. We have been told that the indications are,
and I believe events point in that direction, that so far as
this Dominion is concerned, one single management is going
soon to control the whole of its railway business, and on
the other side of the line the same process bas been going
on. If we can judge anything from the events of the past
and the indications for the future, at no very distant day the
same thing is going to happen there, and when it does
happen, and there are only two competing railway systems,
what is to prevent them from going together and consolid.
ating into one ? I ask this hon. House if it is the part of wis -
dom to wait until that combination becomes so strong that it
requires nothing short of a revolution to successfilly grapple
with it ? Is it not the part of wisdom, while it is in our
power, to grapple with theo evil, to try to have it remedied ?
Objection may be raised. Hon. gentlemen have a perfect
right to take exception to some provisions of the Bill if
they see fit; but their proper course is to have the Bill
amended and made workable, and I cannot see any other
way in which the evil can b remedied than by some such
measure. I have a pretty vivid recollection of the speeches
made in this House not many years ago, when the Pacific
Railway Company's charter was about to be granted. It was
pointed out that a tremendous wrong was going to be done
to the .people of the North-West by imposing upon them, for
twenty years-nay, for all time to coine-a grinding
monopoly. I want to ask in what better condition are four-
fifths of the people of the rest of the Dominion to-day, or in
what botter condition are they likely to be in unless the
flouse takes hold of this question, and passes such a
measure as that now before it? I have great pleasure in
voting for the Bill.

Mr. FAIRBANK. The question before the House
has resolved itself, in my mind, into two parts. In the
Committee and in the House arguments have been advanced
to prove that there is no grievance. -It is to this branch of
the question that I wish for a few moments to direct my
remarks. I am one of that now celebrated twelve who in
the Comrmittee sanctioned the preamble of the Bill-not
that I was sure that it was the remedy, but because
arguments had been advanced in order to show that there
wore no causes of complaint. In treating this question, it
is necessary to keep constantly in view the real subject with
which we are dealing, Roads in one form or another are
by no means new. The man who views Rome in her great-
ness, and refuses to consider her magnificent highways,
twelve in nu;iber, with many branches extending over the
country, and constructed with a view to such permanence
that some of them have resisted the wear of 2,000 years,
and are serviceable as highways to-day-the man who does
not consider these will fail to appreciate the full greatness
of Rome. Itis well known that the peculiar civilization of
Peru was marked by her highways. In England the high-
ways attracted great attention at the beginning of this-
century. Under the skill displayed by Macadam and Tel-
ford, ber roads underwent a great change. In Canada we
have assed through several periods in roads. We have
passo through the period of the blazed linos, we have come
through corduroy roads, the turnpike and the gravel
roads, and the railway is now the public highway.
It has passed from the period of being a luxury to that of
being a necessity. Any man who has anything to buy, or
to sell, is forced to use these highways ; and this is the first
time in the history of our race, in.which the State has not
owned the highway. The highway is now in the hands of a
few corporations; but this result bas been brought about
so gradually that we have hardly perceived it. The per-
footing of roada has been attained by th. reduction of fric.
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tion and the utilizing of the most economical forces by the
combined use of steam and steel. We probably have arrived
at the greatest perfection that it is possible to attain. We
thought we had advanced much when we were using the
iron rail, but the discovery of the Bessemer process for con-
verting iron into steel rails, has quite revolutionized our
highways again. It lessened the exponse of naintaining rail-
ways very materially-so much as to quite revolutionize
commerce. Now, I do not wish to be understood for
one moment as being opposed to railways, or as oppos-
ing the Grand Trunk Railway, or any other lino, but I wish
simply to call attention to some of the difflculties under which
the people labor. As was remarked in the Committee, this
question is not one which can be buried in a holo dug
in the Committeo room, but is one which is before the peo-
ple, and to which attention will be called until the
existing etils are remedied. Under this wonderful change
in the character of our highways fortunes have been amass-
cd, to which the world betore was a stranger. As an illus-
tration of this, I may refer to the report which appeared
in the press a few days ago, that one of our railway kings
expended $27,000 on a faucet for conveying water to his
bath room. It has been intimated that the railways have
shown no discrimination. That is not correct. To my
own knowledge, I am positive that discriminations of a
very injurious character have occurred and may occur
again, but there is one point to which attention has not
been called. It has been claimed that we wish to interfere
with through rates. I bolieve such is not the case. There
can be no contention based upon sound reason that we
should injuriously interfere with railway's relation to
their through freights which give employment and in many
ways benofit the country. But thore is a point in
connection with through freight to which I wish
to call attention. It is this: that local freights
should not be compelled to wait upon the convenience
of through froight. I know that in my own county much
suffering has occurred, timo and again, from this cause.
Empty trains of grain cars have passed through to the
west, while the granaries of the stations were filled with
grein, and the shippers had to wait many weeks before
thcy could ship ut all, although the empty trains were pass.
ing through to the Western States to accommodate through
freight. It is necessary some stops should be taken to pre-
vent Canada being made simply a right of way, over which
railways may carry on the business of the United States.
I think that Canadian business should not have to
wait upon the through business, and that the Canadian far-
mer and shipper should not be compelled to wait until the
American shipper has been fully accommodated. I do not
wish to presume on the patience of the House at this hour,
and will conclude my remarks by simply saying to those
others of the twelve that as allusion has been made to
another twolve, who lived a long period ago, we should bear
in mind that their doctrines spread nearly over all the civi-
lized world.

Motion negatived.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (ut 11.40 o'clock p.m.) the House
adjourned.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS,
THURsiAY, 12th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

TITLES OF LAND.

Mr. MçCARTHY, in introducing Bill (No. 97) for the
declaration, of titles to land, and to facilitate its transfer in
the Territories of Canada, said: The Bill which I have
the honor to introduce, is for the puipose of bzing-
ing into force in the Territorics of this Dominion
what is known as the Torrence system of the transfer
and registration of land. This system was intro-
duced in Australia, founded- or ratlier invented- if I may
use the term-by Sir Robert Torrence, as he now is, who,
at that time, was a clerk in one of the Customs offices, and
who conceived the notion that land might be as easily trans-
ferred asvessel property-as shares in vessels are according
to the Merchants' Shipping Act. He followed that idea up,
and the result was it became the law in the colony of South
Australia, in the year 1855. I hias since been adopted in
New Zealand, in Tasmania, in Victoria, and to the same
extent also, though not altogether, in England. The object
of it is to simplify the transfer of land, and to render the
title of land absolute, and indefeasible, and unqnestionable.
When a person is entitled to a lot, or parcel of land, either
by patent from the Crown, or by bringing a portion of the
land which he owns under the operation of this law, he
obtains a certificate to that effect. That certificato enables
him to transfor the land to any person without the necessity
of the purchaser seeing or examining the title ; it
enables the purchaser to assume, as lie has the
right to assume, that the certificate is, as it parports to be,
the statement that le is the owner of the land subject to
such claims as may appear endorsed on the cortificate, and
which ho bas himself created and burdened the land with.
When the owner's title ceases ; in other words, when ho
transfers absolutely his property, that certificate is brought
back and a new certificate issued, so that the purchaser of
the land is not required to, as in tho old Provinces of
the Dominion, go back to the time of the issue of the patent
from the Crown, and see that the various conveyances or
instruments by which the property bas passed from hand
to hand are correct, and be subject to the possibility of some
difficulty arising, notwithstanding all the care he may exer-
cise, and b deprived of his estate; but ho is entitled to rely
absolutely on the certificate wbich the owner bas and whieh
enables him to transfer the land as if it were a chattel pro-
perty. The Bill is a lengthy one and deals with these dif-
foi-ont matters in detail. One thing it is to do, for instance,
is to make land pass as personal property, so that on the
death of an owner of land, the property goes to his personal
repr esontative instead of being distributed among his heirs,
if ho dies intestate; or among his various legatees if ho makes
a will. It then goes to the executor or administrator, who
becomes, for the purposes of the Act, the owner, holding
it subject, however, to the trusts and to tbe rights of the heirs
it law, or the devisees, as the case may be. So in ca-e of
bankruptcy, or any other case, provision is made by the
Bill which it would be wearisome for w e to enter into at
any length. Now, this is by no means at the present day a
new law, and in considering the expediency of adopting it
we would bo guided very much by the success it has met
vith in those colonies whie it bas been in force for some

years. We have in our North-West an enormous quantity
of land. I find in the new Provinces which have recently
been created, provisionally of course, that there are 431,000

Mr. FAIRBANK.

square miles, and if I am right in my arithmetic that would
be about 200,000,000 acres of land. Probably that 200,000,000
acres of land, apart altogetherfrom the division into town
lots and town bites, would afford settlement for about
2,000,000 settlers. Now,we have been at great expense,in the
first place, in obtaining that North West; we are at very
great expense in opening up that great country; and we are
at very considerable expense in bringing immigrants in,
and we give to all bona fide settlers 160 acres of land
free upon payment of a small registration fée
of $10. Sir, it wili be a great boon, I believe, ii, to those
settlers, we.falso give a cheap and inexpensive system of
indefeasible titie. It will be another additioral reason, to
those which that great country already bas, why settlers
should iettle there where they will be free from the burdens
entailed in the old Provinces with respect to the transfer of
property. How is it with us here ? When property is sold
the purchaser bas a right to call uponq the. vendor for au
abstract. The purchaser or his solicitor examines the
abstract and makes what ho calls perquisitions or objec-
tions to it, matters that require to be cleared up; and al-
though it is not yet as bad with Es as it is in England, yet
it may be very many weeks and sometimes months before
a titie can be deduced and made satisfactory if strictness
be insisted upon. Under this system that would be entirely
dispensed with. A man would have his certificate, occupy-
ing not much more th.an a sheet of papèr. If there was
a mortgage it would appear on the face of it ; if there was
a lease it would also appear there; whatever ho himself had
done would also appear on the face of the document.
When he sold either the whole or a part of it a new certi-
ficato would issue, and from that title he could start afresh
as if a patent had been granted fbr the land. Under
these cireumstances, it does not appear to me that
we ought to lose a day in bringing this law into oper-
ation in our great territories. We cannot of course deal
with any of the Provinces which have already the powers
of Government, but we have a vast territory, far
greater than the (ld Provin;ces, including in that
term the Province of Manitoba, yet subject to the
laws of this Parliament, in which the greatest part of the
land is yet not taken up; and I would press upon this House,
that not a moment is to be lost if the law is, as I believe it
to Le, of a most beneficial character, for it adds to a great
extent to the value of the land by sinplifying the trans-
fer of it in those territories. Let me draw the attention of
the fHouse to the fact that, according to the report of the
hon. Minister of Interior, there have been sone 21,000
entries made in our North West Territories, including, I sup-
pose, the. Province of Manitoba. This is exclusive of
3,000,000 acres of land which have been granted to colontiza-
tion companies, and altogether it appears that, to the end of
last year, there are in the neighborhood of 7,000,000 actes
of land sold or acreed to be sold to different settlers of
different companies. Now, these have not yet, except in
rare instances, received their patents, and to all who have
not received patents, this Act at once becomes operative ;
to those who have received their patents, they can mako
application to the registrar of land titles, and if satisfied
that the patentee is the rightful owner of tle land, these
cases will also come under the operation of the Act. Now.
it would be unwise for us to deal in a matte' of this impor-
tance, to miake this gî eat change in the law of reapi prop-
erty, without. cxamining how it bas worked c-lsewLere. We
are fortunate in having brought down, amongst papers of
the House of Commons, reports from the various colonies in
which this law has been in force. One report was brought
down in 1872; I will not trouble the House with any refer-
enco to it, but I will read some extracts from the report-
brought down in answer to an Address passed in May, 18S1.
The first of these is from the colony of South Australia,
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and the report is made by the solicitors to the Lands and have already read, and, therefore, I need not trouble the
Titles Department, and what do they say? House in reading them in detail. The reiult appears to be

" Up to the present time October, 1880, no difficulty whatever bas that, after over twenty years experience of this law in those
occurred in carrying out t'le ordinary transactions in land, such as great colonies, it has been found to be workable and to hve
tranefers, mortgages and leases, and there can be no question that, as given unqualified satisfaction. It simplifies the transfer,
regards such transactions, the ''Torrence system' is a perfect success; and if hon. members, when the Bill is distributed, willland, in fact, being as easily and securely dealt with as stock in te look at the shedules o the Act, the practicable way in
fonds."1lo tteshdlstteAt h rcial a n

which the matter is to be carried out will thon be seen. A
Agaufl: man, for instance, who is owner of land and either has a

"As to indefeasibility of title: This important result of tlza.1 Torrence patent foi it or desiros Vo bring it under the operation of
system1' of registration of title has not yet been upset. The only in- this Act, obtains this certificate: A.B. (o such a place)
stances in which a certificate of title has been ordered by the Supreme
Court to be cancelled, are as follows.subjet, neverheless to such encumbrances, liens d
H1e gi ves one or two instances where certificates have been interest as are notified by memorandum endorsed there-
obtained by fraud. This is, in short, a report from the first on, in that parcel of land situated i the (township,
colony in which this law was introduced. Now, from the town or city,) as the case may be. That is his titie
c&ony (f Queensland, also te be found in the same return deed. lis patent is held in the office, but this deed
to the inperial House of Commons, I find this statement. enables him to sel to any person, and so long as he un
l irst, ihis question was asked : produce that paper the mans land ean b sold with

" whether indefeasibility of titie las been practically secured under out theriecessity of examining ail the deeds The tranefer
the law in force in your colony, or whether the courts of law or equity is also quito simple in form. If the man dous not propose
have been upset, and if so upon what grounds, any title which hu been Vo part in toto with his land, but mercly to encumber, mort-
registered under such law? " gage or lease it, the mortgage i stated, as in bills of sale for
The answcr to it is this: shares in sbips, on the back ofthe certificate, and appears on

" Although the number of new titles issued by the office to the end of the face of hie muniment of titie. Then, upon the death of
the year 1879, was 57,143, there bas been no title registered under the the owner, hie representatives core in bringing letters of
Act sought to be upset in a court of law or equity. A case occurred administrution or letters of prbbate, as the case May be, and
about eight years ago when a purchaser of a town property, having, by the trans
the blunder of bis surveyor, included in hie trasfer a larger piece of
land -.han the vendor was possessed of, and the mistake, not having therefore, have ventured te introduce this measure, believ.
been observed by the draftsman of the Real Property Office, a title was ing it should go into operation. I believe it will enhance
wrongfully issued for the whole of the land asked for, and the purchaser the value of the land in the North-West, and, whon under-
sustained serious loss, by erecting a valuable building upon another
person's land. The loser did not proceed against the office by action at stoo,
law, butpetitioned the House of Assembly for compensation, anda Select on learning that they eau obtain land almeet for nothing,
Committee, appointed by the House, recommended that he should be and would hold iVilusn a way that its transfer would not
paid the sum of £1,500 for the loss sustained." be attended with any considerable cost, and would praeti-

I should have mentioned, perhaps, that it is impossible cally, therefore, add te the value of the estate. 1 have
in every instance to avoid mistakes, but it bas - been much pleasure iu introducing hs Bill, sud I may inform
enacted, and it is strictly observed that the certificate of the fouse that 1V 18 already in type sud will be distribnted
titie is indefeasible. If a mistake be made compensation is within a day or two te hon. members. It may be impossible,
to be given to the true owner. I am now assuming the and probably will bu impossible, to carry the Bil11throngh
land certificate to bu given to the wrong man ; that mantiis Session uniess the Goverument choose to adopt it aa
bas taîisferiod it to a bona fide holdor, and the question measure which dsi the publi interest, and that is tho
arises between the man who je the truc owner cf the land reason 1 have occupied se much time iu makiing the sLate-
and the person te whom the certificate bas been transferred. ment on t, Bin whih cI have the hoer of submitting te
iicrniding ts the law, and witnout that enactfeatnrthe law the flouse.
would flot bu workable, the man who has a certificate, and 31s. BLAKE, I am very glad the bon. gentleman bas
ias bought upon the faith of it, jeentitledte hold the iintroducedt hs Bin. Witheut enquiring into the details
land ; but the true owner is net without rudrese, asbu is and ascertaining how far the non. gentleman bas adopted
entitiedto compensation. For that purpose an insuratce or departyd f arom the general lino which is taken by the
l'and bas been cstablished, wiich is found amply sufficient in Australien Acts, iL je impossible to epeak of the inerits of
those colonies te make such compensation as, in the circum- the mesure in detail, but that an immense improvement
stances te, which I refer, canpessibly bucalied for. An- will be effected and a boon of increasind value conferred
othor question asked was: upon the people who are to inhabit the North-West le very

Il"Wbether persons availing thenseivescf the provisions Zef the A&ctclearduc the satisfactory and workale method which I doubt
have, as a general rie, recourse te legal advice, and whethr it is con- nothexs been adopted by the bon. member. h former
sidered that they de se unnecetsarily, or that their expenses are toerebi member of tis house, one whom some of us believe te
much increased?" have been elected t the lae Eletaions, and whom we hope
The auswer la: will shortly vindicate hie right te sit here, did, several

"In Lh. great bulk of transactions the generalpublie-have reeeurshyears ego, introduce a Bik oacomplish ths particular
to prufessional assistance, the general opinion being that the filling up purpese, whicb Bil le ste be found among our records. I
of the form is 5e simple that legai advice a unnecessary; but thu dees do noVtspeakeof that Biea commending ap its details-
net apply thie bringiug ef landanader the Act, by applications or there were some that might have been improved-ibnt it
transmissions af propdrty, tmorisgh deith of registered owner, as dtssnob
cases profk>-sicinai assistance is eioeost invariabIy resorted te. wuthe first practical application te wich the hon. gentie-

SHow bas the law worked in respect to mortgages and isases ? man bas aledd Since that period thave, on several
"There ,lues net appear Ie be any difficlty in the working of the ocasione cale the attention of the hon. First Minister,

ActstasotwmortgAgesiandlneaseitThet Real Property Actooavecgreatly
c it ortgaes and leaseo, the simple formd wh leamainly charged with directing the affairs of the

lease alowing aan sume of money raised ou mortgage, te. promnpt] wouse,laud who is in charge o? the Departmnt of Interior,

reeatteededwith anrycnsiderablesostaandrwule practi

ri te repat i t te ase u aassistance il not required te this particular subjec o thev the fact that the introduc-tion and application cf a Bingf this kind would be inf
If teflouse should thik it worth while I could refer te nitely esier, while the country i yet unsettiled ad lan e
similar stftemeuts mde rspectig New Zealand sud the are yet unpatented, thane t a later period. On the
cooy ofgh toria. They are ipurprt the same as I lt ooaion on which I called bis attention te th
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subject the hon. First Minister said he was exceedingly tracks running along the Esplanade; and that a Board of
doubtful, however applicable the principle migbt be to the Commissioners should be appointed by the Government for
Australian colonies, whether it would be applicable to tbe the purpose of rearranging the different linoss0f raitway.
North-West Territories. The hon. gentleman did not give The Bil is not yet printed, but it will be shortly placed in
any reason for that statement, and I confess I do not se the hands of members.
any particular reason for it either. I know the point of Bil read the first lime.
difficulty in a measure of this kind is the one to which the
hon. gentleman has alluded-the apprehension of mistakes INLAND REVENUE CONSOLIDATION ACT.
orfraud, and the possibilityof large liabilities being incurred
in consequence thereof. That was a matter on which we Mr. COSTIGAN ioved that the Bouse resolve iteif into
could speculate only when the Australian measure was Committee of the Whole to consider the following reiolu.
introducod, and upon which, as the hon. gentleman bas lion
stated, the practical experience furnished to us valuable Regolvd,-That it is expedient to consolidate the Aets respec ing
information; but before we could rest with absolute confi- the laland Revenue and to amend the saie as follows

doue uon hatparicuar xprs~1n a saisfing To provide that returus under the Act shall ha made monthy, anddce upn that particular exprssion as satisfyingaken annually.
us in this regard, it would, of course, be necessary'ro provide that the license bonds to be taken for carrying on busi-
to ascortain the number of cases in which there bave been ness subjeet to Excise shah cover over the duty accraing on goods in
transfers, and so forth, and to sec what are the differences wareh use during the currency ofthe liceuse.To provide that the security of an approved guarantee company
between the cases dealt with under the Australian Act and May be accepted by the Department oflnland Revenue in lieu of other
our own Act. I think if we adopt a good plan as to its sureties.
details, and if we obtain high class officers, as regards intel- To provide better means for obtaining evidence in matters connected

with the collection of the revenue, and for enforcing penalties for in-ligehrce and ietegpity, for ebinkpthemui fractionnofethe law.
manage very well, witbout the danger of imposing a heavy To facilitate the use ofpdistilery apparatu ued in the manufacture
burden on the public. Atn assurance fund, sucheashhats of medicinal, chemical and pharmaceutical preparations.

To make better provision as to the wareousing and ex-warehousing
to w.e h o.mmbrbsrfreg ol cfud oods subject to Excise.
adequato, if sucb were thout necessary, in order t quiet omauthorize the establishment of Inland Revenue bonding ware-
the apprebension of the public. As I have Faid, this Villbouesod by the Governor i Council, and the making f regulations fcr
not only ho a great boon, but an incrcasing boon, not merely the us thereof, nd for the botting of spirits in bond.

To make better provision for the protection of the revenue in
for the preseut generation, but for generations ye to corne, respect ofused stamps tod stamped packages, ofthe afxing and cat-
bocîuse tboy will bc benefited, and that in a constantly celiation ofidtamp, brandssad labels, n d of the taking o n raw leaf

w as under the present system etdrc into tobacco and cigar manufactories.To provide for the granting of a drawback inres ct of stamp anused
]and tenur, the more transferm, mortgages and liens y bthe payment of the duty on certain manufdetureitobacco put up in
there are, the more conftrsed do tities become. The packages of one pound or lais, when antered for duty ex-manufactory.
longer oach link in the weary chain tbrougb which the To provide for the separation of cigar mnufacturing from tobacco

manufacturing, sud for defining certain infits within whieh licenses forpurchaser has to cause to b invkstigated ested and tried, ither may bo granted.
tm discover whetherthe ithotbegood, the more expensive To establis a minimum rate of production of tobacco ud cigarin
the operation, the more uncerLasn, the more dou btfulh if relatioint, the quantity of raw material taken for use.
thon wica thedo amemanbe haferr, w n obea fund °To provide for charging the d wt on cigaro by the thousand nsateadthone arehenion othpuablic.AsIhmavesaidthiswillou h o ceby weight.
this simple form a tithe, ulear, plain and indefeasible, e To provide for the registration of cigar makers.
doubt we will have done a great thi g for the country. To provide for modification of the metode in which packages of
recolleet, Sir, that on onefoccasion, when a notable charac- tobacco may b put up for sale sand sold.

To provide that the duties of Excise on tobacco sud cigaranshauobe
.er in fiction was being 'onsoled foh a greet grief ho had as fonlowst

sustained, Weller remarked tnis son: "rAller ah there was on ailm manufactured tobacco, the product of foreigb raw leaf (ex-
some consolation for this dispensation, Ise wbat would be cept moist suof) 12 cts. per lb.ed

On cigarettes or cnt tobacco, the product of freign raw leaf to-core of te undertakers ;" think t one question that may bacco, when put up inu packages of one-tweutieth of a pound or lees, 20
th asked on this occasion when we are not consoling with cts. per lb.
anybody in affliction, but are congraîulating ourselves on a On meut menuif, 8 cts. par lb.

tsan te, culealaning and insibn o pOnvnufactured tobacco (inclding Canada twist) the product ofgroat boon,t ing frdhecontr T raw leaf tobacco grown in Canada, exclusively, 2 cts. pacr keL
flecetion whih may serve to moderato Our joy when our On cigaresmauufactured frem foreigu raw leaf tobacco, 30 cts. pae
hon. frind's joy is achieved, is. f What will become of the lb. until oth June, 1883, sd $3 par 1,000 thereafter.
susaid, WhOn cigars manufactred from Canadian raw leaf tobacco,(exclu-cawyers oively, 15 ct. par lb. until 3th June, 1883, nd $o.50 par 1,000 there-

Bie read the firsat ime. after.
Ailf uch duties tga ba charged from sun aftar lt May, 1883.

TORONTO HARBOR AND ESPLANADE. I would ask the indulgence of the House for a very few
moments while I offer a few explanations with regard

Mr. SMALL, in introducing Bill (No. 106) to increase to the above resolutions. In the first place, it bas been
the harbor accommodation of the City of Toronto, ex- thought advisable that al the Acts respecting the Inland
tend the Esplanade, and control the use thereof by Revenue should be consolidated in the interests of the
railway companies, said: I may say that in consequence Government as well as of the public, and certain amend-
of the accommodation furnished vessels in the bar- monts have also been found neoessary. Provision is made
bor of Toronto boing insufficient as to the depth of water, that the returns shall be made monthly, and this regulation
it has become absolutely nocessary, in the interests of the will b equally effective for the parties concerned and im-
vessel owners and of the citizens of Toronto, that the portant for the Government. It is -further provided that
Esplanade should bc extended to deep water for some little stock shall be taken by the. manufacturers annually. Under
direction ; and owing to the crowded state of the Esplanade, the present Act our officers have power to take
by reason of the maiy railway tracks extended over the stock, but this is not obligatory on the manufacturer.
water front, to compousato the Esplanade, impeded by cars The next clause provided that the license bonds to be taken
standing constantly on the track and to provido for the for carrying on business subject to Excise shall cover the
safety of tl inhabitanta, it is absolutely necessary to duZ accruing on goods in warehouse during the currency
increase the accommodation ; and hence it is thought advis- of helicense. This clause providesfor a change in the law
able that a new Esplanade should be constructed, and that with regard to the license bonds which are taken out.
there should be a rearrangement of the different railway There are complaints that these boads are very heavy at
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present and difficult te obtain. Parties are put to great in- for charging
convenience not only on account of the amount required to by weight.
be given, but because a separate bond is required for eachdeclares that
transaction. The proposed change will provide for greater tection of cig
convenience to the Department as well as to the public, be- vide for the
cause one bond may be given governing all the transactions m»nufacturer
during the currencv of the license. The next clause pro- minimum i a
vides that the security of an approved Guarantee Company cigare, we 0
may be accepted by the Department of Inland Revenue revenue, the
in lieu of other securities. This will be a great conveniences idea whether
te the public, and will at the sane time afford an equal of the establi
surety to the Department. The next clause is to public, and w
provide botter means for obtaining evidence in mat- Tho next cia
ters connected with the collection of the revenue, and foi' in which pa
enforcing penalties for infractions of the law. At present the acldl,1I may
offleers of the Department are obliged to proceed in certain slight. The
courts, or before certain Judges, but under the proposed on tobacco ai
system the cases may be brought before any Judge or court on all nanufa
having jurisdiction in such cases, and penalties may be re- anuif), 12 cts p
covered. The next clause is to facilitate the use of distil On cigaretteswben put up in
lery apparatus used in the manufacture of medicines, OnmOist suni
chemical and pharmaceutical preparations. By this clause On maaufacî
there will be increased convenience to those using such raw leaf tobacco

9On ci gars mat
apparatus, and a greater control will be exercised over them lb. until 3Oth Jul
by the Department. The next clause is to make botter on cigare me.
provision as to the warehousing and ex-warehousing of 15 ets. per lb.
goods subject to Excise. Under the existing law no provi- The reason th
sion is made for ex-warehousing or warehousing, except in this ehangesi
the case of malt; but under this provision other articles presentprepa
will be treated in the same way in that respect. The next gencver lht
clause is te authorize the establishment cf' Inland ]Revenue add a few wor
bondiug warehouses by the Governor lu Council, atd dhe the changes (
makiig cf rcgulations for the use thereof, and for the are fio the
bottling of spirite in bond. This provides, when put in cases, for thei
force by (irdor ln Council, that Inland Revenue ness te transai
bonding warehouses may ho in the same building relates tctoi
as the Inland Revenue Dopaitmcnt in thses maller prvens dh
p)la-es where warehouscs do net at prosent exti. that thoculti
The next clause la te make botter provision for the which nl begi
p)rotectioncf the revenue in respect of u6ed stamp i and long ago it wa
stampcd pat'kagets, cf the affixing and canceltation of wero not sui ta
s'amtps, brands and labels, and cf the taking cf raw leai manjufzited
tobýaco ito tobîc-o and cîgar man ufac toîca. This iaa now lht. The
matier of ditail in the workiugcf theo' Department dcaling olbeasacc th
wiih the mara ia wlmich. stamps shal ho uscd anti afllxcd. have a mn
1V provideý aIsoe that manufacturors shall be obliged te have vinced that, a,
aIl the raw Icaf taken lu by the outrance, and a tiotice te duced and coi
the public is to ho put over the door of such entrance. The with the pî'ogt
next clause providei for the granting cf a drawback in re- DOw seed, that
spect cf stamps used ln the payaient cf duty on certain ducod that wî
mainufaetured tobacco put up in packages cf Oe epouDd or foreigu loaf'.
lss, wheu entered for duty ex-manufactory. The parties mnfde l the.
who will ho affected by this change are those engaged in sorte difficulty
the manufacture cf cut tobacco put up in packages cfoe f ptaking char
pounid or les. Such tobacco ferma the great proportion of pretation ocft
the tobacce paying duty at preseîît, and for the greater the growers
proteetioncf the Department and the convenience cf the Governi ent,
public, lt bas been found necessary te require payment cf the flouse, tha
the duties in advance, and a drawbaek cf LI per cent, iu people as te th
consideration cf the mouey being paid in advance. The The Bi l te h
next clause prevides for the separation cf cigar manufactur- anount cf Ex
ing frein tobacco manufacturing, and for defining certain Canadian leaf.
limitfa within whieh licenses for cUie: nay he granted. This fro pCaradia
provision will only affect two establishmnents which are twist or ro l t
carried on la theene place. It has been found almost impos- a great iptrepa
sible se fur to provide regulations whigh would allow the that the vanue
werking cf these twe branches of manufacture tegether pi'ohibitod, and
satsfactorily. The next clause istm establih a minimum to manufactu
rate of production of tobacco and figare ln relationt the cunsider IL a h
quantity of raw material taken for u-e. - The necespty if 2 ts. a lb.
such a provision has aways eentecognized, but it is net within the lim
provided for in the present Act. The next clause provido withot any 

the duty on cigars by the thousand instead of
This is consistent with the other clause which
a maximum anount Aall be fixed for the pro.
:ars and tobacco. The next clause is to pro-

registi ation of cigar makers employed by
rs from time to time. While we establish a
ate of protection for tobacco as well as
ught also to know, for the protection of the
number of men employed, so as to form an
the production iq consistent with the strength

ishment. It is no great inconvenience to the
'ill be a source of protection to the revenue.
use provides for a modification of the methods
kages of tobacco may be )ut up for sale and
y say that these modifications aro very few and
next clause provides that the duties of Excise
nd cigars shall be as follows:-
actured tobacco, the product of foreign leaf (except moist
er lb.
or eut tobacen, the product of foreign raw leaf tobacco,
packages of one-twcntieth of a lb. or less, 20 ets. per lb.
ff, 8 ets. per lb.
ured tobacco (inc!nnv Canada twist) the product of
o grown in Cana la, exclusively, 2 cts. per lb.
anufactured from foreien raw leaf tobacco, 30 ets. per
une, 1883, and $3 per 1,000 thereafter.
nufsctured from Canadian raw leaf tobacco, exclusively,
ntil 30th June, 1883, and $1.50 per 1,000 thereafter.
hat we fix the :Oth June as the time at which
all corne in fo'rce is,that the )epartment is notat
red with the requisite amount of stamps. Having
ese ehanges in detail, I may now be allowed to
rds as to wIbat I think their eff, et will be. Ail
contained in the first portion of the resolutions
bettur working of *the Department-in some
greater convenience of the public having busi-
aet with the Departm<nt. The other portion
bacco. Hon. members who have listenod to
cussions on this question, must agree with me
vution of Canadian grown tobacco is a subject
rnning to atti aet a great deal of attention. Not
as thought that ilsN country fand this climate
able for the growth of such a leaf as could be

into a merchantable article. I am glad to
t iimlpr'essioni has gi''on placeoto more favorable
e capabilities of th e ountry. From what I
of Canadian grown tobacco, I am firmly con-
at no distant day, it -will be very largely pro-
nsumed in the country. I am quite satisfied
rwes being made, and with the introduction of
t a quality of Canadian loaf will soon be pro-
ill, to a great extent, take the place of the
Having stated the changes proposed to be

Excise duties on tobacco, I wish to add that
'y has been experienced, since I had the honor
rge of the Department, as to the proper inter-
the law, and as to the privileges accorded to
of tobacco. It is the intention of the
and I am sure it is the intention of

at no doubt should remain in the minds of the
he meaning of the law, after this Act passes.
introdueed upon these resolutions will fix the

cise duty to be paid on foreign leaf and on
It fixes the duty on tobacco manufactured

n leaf, at 2 ets., and on so-called Canadian
obacco at 2 ets. also Those who have taken
.t in the tobacco auestion, were quiLe willing
facture of' Cinadiai twist should be entirely
d that the growers should b compelled to sell
crs or tîeensed dealers. They would thon not
ardship thatCanadian twist shoald becharged
They are free to manufacture roll tobacco
its prescribed by the Act, for their own use,
luty whatever. What, I think, the growers of
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tobacco will b most pleased to hear, is that in the growth pared with it in that respect. The importer Sas only to
and cultivation of tobacco they will be as f ree as in the remove bis goods from the Oustom buse, and then he is
growing ofoats, or wheat, or any other produce. No restric- free frorn the Customs otticers; but the man who bas to
tion will be placed on the cultivation of tobacco. We have pay an Escise tax is forced to live in the constant corn-
taken a litile additional power to control the leaf in the panionship of the Excise officer. ie is almost comfelled to
manufacturer's hands. Besides that, the only change made sleep with hir. bis goods are under lock and key, but the key
in the law is the reduction of the license duty, and the is not in his pocket, butin the pocket of the Excise ofloer; his
removal of restrictions impose I on the growers of Cana ian books are in bis possession, it is true, but they must always
leaf. With these short explanations, I think I may leave be under the gaze of the Excise officer; and by the new
the resolutions in the hands of the bouse. I may give provisions of the law, he must take bis gools into his build-
some further explanations at a future stage. ing through a particular daor. Ail those things show that

Mr. BLAKE. I woul sugget that the resolutions there is no law so tyrannical as au Excise Law; yet w
fixed for to-morrow, so that we may be able to see them and knbre eerefallationfat reenue-
to properly consider them. tosaencsayfrtecleto farvneto popoly cnsier tem.But there is nothing whatever that eau justify such inter-

Mr. LAUilER. I desire to say a few words with re- fore-ice with the liberty of the subject but the collection of
spect to the re=ol1'ti ,n. now in your hands, so far as they the revenue, and the moment it is shewn that the revenue
relate to the prol ;c in of tibacco. This is the third time cannot bc benefited, there is no reason for sucb a law.
since the present G ernment came into power that the Nay, more, 1 am warranted in saying that such a law is not
Excise Laws regad »ng tob:wco bas been altered. In 1880 only purposeless, but it is tyrannical. But there is another
the scaleoof duties thon existing were replaced by another consideration, and that is the cost of operating that law.
scale, under which the duty on foreign leat was fixed at ow much will it cost to collect those $9,000 revenue,which
20 ets. a lb., and on Canadian leaf and Canadian the bon. Hinister expects to receive from that source? I have
twist at 14 ets. Provision was also taken to con- fot made a calculation, but I ar sure the cost must exced
trol the growth of Canadian tobacco; the grower could $3,0O0or$4,000 ut least, and perhaps more. Forthesocon-
not soll it except to licensed dealers. Last year again, the siderations I submit to the hon. Minister and to the fouse
duty was interfered with, the duty ou Canadian leaf that this duty should be îemoved altogether. The duty is
being reduced from 14 ets. to 10 ets. in the two now but 2 ets., and 1 sec no raasen why the Minister
following years, and to 8 ets. afterwards; and the shouitinet do 2 ctq. botter, and abolish it nltogether.
provisions which had been adopted to regulate the growth Mr. BOURBEAI (Translation). 1 have heard, with a
of tobacco had been reinoved, I reinember distinctly gond deal of satisfaction, the explarîati>ns wbich the hon.
hearing last year what we are toid this year-that honce- Minister of Inland Revenue bas given us. 1 havo
forth the growth of Canadian tobacco would be as free as also listened to the observations of the hon. member from
the growth of potatoes. It was found, however, that Quebec East. The bon. member from Quebec East, appeÂrs
when Lle B;l1 carne back from the Senate the benefits net to complacently accept the ro8olutions wihih are
promised amounted to very little; the growth of intended to impose a duty of 2 ets. a lb on rnanulae-
tobacco was affected so far that it could be grown without a tured tobacco. 1, nevertheless, think that the Government
license, but it haci to be sold to a licensed dealer. This has always proposed good measure-, that is te say, mensures
year another alteration was made, by which the duty on intended to diminish the tax on the Canadian tobacco leaf.
the foreign leaf is fixed at 12 ets., and on Canadian As the bon. member from Quebec Eist exphiined, the duty
leaf is reduced from 8 ets. to 2 ets. I have no fault wns 20 ets., and I think that was the rate levied when the
to find with the reduction in the duty: but every hon. momner was Minister of Inland Revenue. After his
one will admit that the e constant alterations in the Tariff retirement from this Department, the hon. Minister who
are very prejudicial to the public interests. They are not succeeded him deemet it advisable to reduce the rate te 14
only annoying and injurions to the trade as it now exists, ets. This, as just observet, was a stop in the right direc-
but doter new enterprises. Everyone will agree with me tion, in reducing the tax on tobacco which is raised by the
that t would be extremely desirable that the law should be so Canadian fatmer. Later on, Mr. Speaker, it wus deemed
framed as to be permanent in its character; but I think we atvisable te stili further reduce this tax te 8 cts. This was
cannot expect anything like permanence in the proposed a further stop in the right direction, uni, for my part, I
changes. I think the proposed duty of 2 ets. on Cana- approve of tho policy of the Governetit in reducing the
dian tobacco, under present circumstances, is extremely tax on 'Canadian tobacco leaf. But to-day it is net 8 but
objectionable. The hon. momber has explairned that the only 2 ets., that the bon. Minister of Inlant Revenue p-o-
object of discriminating betweeu the foreign leaf and the poses te impose on manufacturet tobacco. It is necessary
Canadian leaf is to afford the Canadian grower of tobacco to observe, anti1 think I wcll understood the observations of
'Protection against.the foreign grower, and the Canadian ýhe hon. Minister, that Canadian tobacco, if unmanufactured,
product Protection against the foreign product. So far so iii ho subjeet te ne duty. This announcement, Mr.
good. A duty of 12 ets. is kept on the foreign leaf Speaker, affords me much pleasuro, because last simmnr the
for revenue purposes; but I am sure the hon. Minister doos eloctors manifested sme dissatisfaction-and 1 sharetitheir
not expect to get a revenue out of Canhl-an tobaceo when feelings-when tbey learnet that the Senate had not
he reduces the duty to 2 ets. a lb. The staListics, which etitirely approved of the Billsubmîtted by the hon. Minister.
we have before us show that in the year 1831 the Tne G.vernment was, consequently, ebliged to pass certain
total production of Canadian tobaoco was a little over reselutions ant restore the tax whieh ha 1 beeripreviou-y
445,000 lbs. A duty of 2 ets. a lb. upon this in operation. Today the Government is making a new
quantity would give a revenue of a little more than $S 000. effort, uni presents n Bjll, the effeet of which will permit

need not go any further to show that the intention ette the sale of the leaf fre frontcli duty, jast as was proposet
Government. cannot ba to get a revenue from this duty. hast year. I our coity the farmers constitute a s(Yrcat
Now, an Excise Law should only have one purpose, that is, maj'lrùy of tho eletor, anti1 think that the farmers d3sire
to produeé a revenue; unless it does that, it is not only pur- that what thoy produce shouiti ha ptaee i on the mariketfroc
poseless, but useless tyranny. Of all the taxes levied on a ofduty. I thînk that the Government is duin-itsdumy, unI
civilized nation, there is no tax so obnoxious as tho Excise that it wil hocvery rgrenblo for them te learn that Canadian
taxes, because there is no other that so interferes with the leaf tobacco wili henêeforthbholtin the market froeduty.
liberty of the subject, The Customs Act is not to -b com- Gregt efforts were mate in the country, espeeialiy iii the
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Province of Quebee, to encourage the cultivation of the
sugar beet. And why were these efforts made? Why did
the Government of Quebec make certain sacrifices for this
purpose? Why did it offer certain sums of money to de
velop the cultivation of tho sugar beet? Because it realized
the necessity of improving the lands of the country, and
they said with reason, when the sugar beet is extensively
cultivated, we will have succeeded in improving the ]and.
Mr. Speaker, we are not bere to discuss this question of the
sugar beet, but I availed myselt of it as a comparison, and I
say that the Government, in encouraging the cultivation of
Canadian tobacco, as proposed by the hon. Minitster of
Inland Revenue, is taking a step in the right direction, and
by this means he will considerably increase the growth of
Canadian tobacco and thereby improve the lands of the
country. As I observed a moment ago, it is necessary
to know how to understand tho difference between the to-
bacco which enters into manufacture and that which does
not. Tobacco which is mariufactured will pay a duty of 2
ets. a lb. Now, as to the imposition of the tax. I do notthink
we could charge less, and I think, for my part, that we ought
to accept that tax as imposed on the manufacturer. It is
just that he who manufactures the tobacco, since he pays a
dnty on foreign tobacco, it isjust that he should pay a duty
on Canadian tobacco, and the manufacturer cannot complaiù
when ho will learn that he will only have to pay a duty of
2 cts. a lb. Mr. Speaker, I will venture to relate
here what took place last summer after the Gencral Elec-
tions. During our Elections we announced the good news
to the electors that Canadian tobacco would be placed on the
market free of duty, and the farmers receved this an-
nouncement with great satisfaction, and I believe that this
assisted us very much to obtain large majorities in the Pro-
vince of Quebec. It contributed to increase the majorities
very much. It contributed to increase our majorities to a
great extent, when we informed them that the hon. Minis-
ters of the Government had announced last year that Cana-
dian leaf tobacco could be cultivated and sold like the other
products of Canada ; but it further gave them an agree.
able surprise, and I think that our Ministers of the
Province of Quebec have been satisfied, have reason
to be happy in offering to the hon. Premier, the
leader of the Government, the grand majority which the
Liberal-Conservative party of the Province of Quebec gave
him. I think that our leader from the Province of Quebec
ought to be satisfied with thut majority. But, Mr. Speaker,
it was with regret that, later on, we saw the regulations
that the Governmont had been forced to adopt, because the
Senate refused to pass the Excise Bill which had been
adopted by the House last Session. Those who opposed us
at the last Elections did not fail to publicly declare that we
had deceived the electors in announcing to the electors that
we intended to place Canadian leaf tobacco on our market
free of duty. They endeavored, by ail means in their power,
to arouse indignation among our friends and told them:
" Just look at these Conservative gentlemen in times of elec-
tion, they fail not to proclaim everything which may be
advantageous to them, but they fail not to deceive you and
the proof is the new law on Canadian tobacco." Now, Mr.
Speaker, when these men who have spoken in this manner
against us, learus that the Government is endeavorIng, and
absolutely desires that Canadian ieaf tobacco shall b. offered
on our markets free of charge, I believe that these persons
will understand that we did not intend to deceive the farm-
ers, that we have worked in their interests, and I believe
that they will be satisfied. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to
say any more; the law is clear on the face of it, and will
give every satisfaction that we desire. I conigratulate and
thaik the Government for having acquiusced in the desire of
tbose who have enideavored to diminish the tax imposed ou
loaf tobacco when this tobacco enters into manufacture, and
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3 to have entirely removed the duty on it when sold in an
1 unmanufactured state.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). I have only a few words
- to add to the remarks which my hon. friend the membor

from Drummond and Arthabaska (Mr. Bourbeau) has just
made, and it is to reply to the observations presented to the
House by the hon. member from Qaebec East. The hon.
member from Quebec East does not express now tho same
opinions as in the days gone by, when ho occupied a seat
on the Ministerial benches. It is not very long since the
hon. member prepared measures similar to these just sub-
mitted by the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue, and on
that occasion ho expressed himself in a manner which
perhaps he forgets to day. He announced at that time
a principle which contradicts his present opinions, and
with the permission of the House I will venture to rpeat
to the hon. member the words which ho uttered in 1878,
when being Minister of Inland Revenue he presented a
resolution on the subject which engages our attention to-
day. The hon. member in changing position has also changed
his views. To-day, according to him, nothing is more iniqui.
tous than any tax on tobacco. Nevertheless, Sir, in 1878
he proposed one; not only he proposed one, but he sustained
his position in a speech which the Debates of the Uoase
have preserved, and in which he said:

" There is no person in a civilized country who will pretend that
tobacco should be exempt from taxes; it is, among ali others, theone on
which every Government imposes taxes. At the present time there is
not a civilized country whict would dare abolish these Excise daties and
exempt tobacco from taxes.'

Well, Mr. Speaker, we must believe that the eountry has re-
trograded and that we aré no longer in a civilized country, or
it is the hon. momber from Quebec East himself who has re.
trograded, and ho asks to-day precisely that exemption from
taxes which, according to him, no civilized country would
dare ask. And the hon. member went further; ho adds:

"In the second place, it is impossible to impose duty on foreiga
tobacco, unless we impose the same duty on Canadian tobacco."
You will thus perceive that the views of the hon. member
from Quebec East have entirely changed on this subject.
The hon. member asked not only an Excise duty, and declared
that no civi lized country would dare take off the Excise duties
on tobacco, but he wished also to impose the same duty on
Canadian as on foreigu tobacco. He further said:

'I am of opinion that tobacco is one of the articles on which a duty
should be imposed, and that it would be a most erroneous and ruminous
policy to the revenue to take off such duty."
Why, then, Mr.. Speaker. is the hon. member indignant to-
day at what he then worhiipped ? The reason is very sp.
parent: then he was a member' of the Government, ha hd
the interests of the country at heart, and it was t ieast his
duty to enhance them. Today ho makes war on thie Gov.
ernment, and the present measure offers him a favorable oc-
casion to direct against the present Administration the blows
which ho received in the past, but which were cast ou hlm
simply because his promises did net4neet the views of the
people of the Province precisely, bccauso the policy which
he announced in his speech placed the Canadian tobagoo
on the same footing as the foreign tobacco, and conse-
quently prevented the triumph of the National Policy on
that question. I join with my hon. friend who hua just
spoken to congratulate the Government on the course it hi
been pleased to adopt on this question. The hon. members
from the Province of Queboe in particular, have always
taken a profound interest in this question of Canadian
tobacco, and the Government in introducing the messure
which is before the House, has acceded to the requests which
we have ut various times made. This condescendance of the
Government to yield to the demands which are made in the
interest of our Province-this condescendence,I sy, deserves
from us, an expression of our recognition.
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Mr. LESAGE (Translation). I did not intend, to speak article&.I, therefore, congratulate the Government aud the

on this question, especially in viéw of the able mannor in hon. Minster oflnland Revenue on the measure jut intro-
which it has been treated by my hon. friends the mem-. duced. This meosure may note perbaps, appear very
bers from Quebec. It may seem a littie parsimonious to important to our friends in the Maritime rOvinees, but le
members who are strangers to our Province to observe that bighly so for us, in order to relieve us from certain aceusa
we take so much interest in the cultivation of an article tions made against us in the Elections of 18S2. 1 again
which has not yet received in the rest of the country, all the unte wUh my hon. friends, who have discussed this ques-
attention which it deserves; nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, if tion more at Iength, in congratulating the Governnent on
we consider the Importance of this product, we will under- thiq quezLion.
stand the reasons which induce us to regard it so favorably Mr. BÉCHARD (Translation). Mr. Speaker. The hon.
in the Province of Quebec. In various districts to the south m3mber fromDrummocd and Arthabaska(X r. Bourbeau)was
of Quebec, we have observed that during a certain number pleasel to congratuate the Minister of Inland Revenue
of years the proiuction of tobacco had considerably dimin. on the concessions made in favor of the free cultivation of
ihed. This was owing to the fact that our farmers were Canadiantobacco. Idonothesitatetojoininthecongratu.
obliged to submit to a system of inspection at times very lations of the hon. Merber, but ho wili permit me to observe
arbitrary, and more calculated to diseourage than increase that lie bas made a cmparison relative to tho cultivation of
this source of pro:uction. Some years later, especially Canadian tobacco, which I would eau an unfortuate eom-
iace the present Government came in power in 1878, we parison. le mentiored the cultivation of the sugar beet,

have'been able to establish a very considerable increase in which lie called an amelioratiag product, a produot which
the cultivation of Canadian tobacco, owing to the fact, that contributed to add to the fertilization of the sou. That is
the representatives from the Quebec district had promised ail very good. Everyone knows that; il is not neeessary
the farmers, that the cultivation of the Canadian tobacco, to kno mach about agriculture to leara that the cul-
in view of the state of the finances, in view of the surplus tivation of the sugar bcd improves the soit. But when
in the Treasury, would be relieved ere long from il taxa- h sai it ias the saine with relation to the cultivation
lion. Gradually this idea expanded, and at the General Elec- of tobacco, 1 think he is very much mistaken, because
tions in 1882 we promised our electors that the law passed every one knows that the cultivation of this produet, in-
in 1880 should be interpreted in this sense: That is to say, stead of enriching, exhausîs the soi. This comparison led
that the cultivation of Canadian tobacco and tho sale of the me 10 the conclusion that ho did not understaud any
leaf would be freo as a matter of fac. Nevertheless, certain more about selling than cultivatiag tobacco. Now,
interpretations were put on our promises and gave rise t) 1take the came ground on the present that I did on
commentaries of a more or less intercsting char acer. One past occasions, regarding the cultivation of Canadian
contended on the huAtings that we had availed oursslves of tobacco. Last year the hon.fMinistor of Inland Revenue
a false interpretation of the law to increase our majority, proposed a reduetion o? the Excise duties on Canadian
and that this law would not bear the broad interpretation tobacco. This year the presont hon. Minister proposes an-
we had put upon it. I am, therefore, happy to note the other reduction. le proposes thatthe tax on manufactured
resolutions which the Government introduced to-day, Canadian tobacco be reduced frorn 8 cts, which was the
because they entirely justify the promises which it seemed duty iast year, to 2 ets. This is another stop la the rîght
right to us to hold out to the electors. We promised, in the direction. But as we reemingiy oaa.Only impose a duty of
name of the Governnent, that according to a law which in 2 cîs. per L, 1 think we might go a stop further and take
one sense had ceased to exist, that the sale of the leaf would lhe duty off altogether. It is said, with agood deal ofreason,
be free on our markets. Now this is an established fact by Ihat tobacco is an article of luxury; but ou the other Bide,
these resolutions. This, Mr.jSpeaker, is an important ques- Mr. Speaker, I have aiways tbought that the cultivation and
tion for the Province of Quebec, as it is estimated by the manufacture o? tobacco might be left free, because
Census of 1S81 that oar Province produces 2,400,OO lbs. oft is a great agricultural industry in which protection eau
tobacco, whilst in ail the other Provinces the production is bc given ta the farmer; and since the party in power bas
much less. Upper Canada only produces 160,000 lbs., Prince undertaken for lhe last five years to give what it catis pro-
Edward Island 13,000 lbs., and the others in like proportion. tection to tho farmer, I do Dot sce wby il should Dot give il,
I remember that at the ,time of the discussion of the Taritf? be consistent with its teachings, to the producers of
in this House, an hon. member, on the right of the Canadian tobacco lhe greatest liberty for the cuitivation
Speaker, calculated this difference of production between and manufacture of tobacco. J would thon understand that
the Provinces ; in seeking an explanation of the cause, ho the farmer receives protection. There is ouly one means
believed he found it in the fact that in Upper Canada the o? affording complote protection to the producers of Cas-
duties imposed on this product were levied, whereas la dian tobacco. Tobacco is a product which we are obliged to
LoWer Canada the law was a dead letter. Well, this goes import because we do fot produce enougi for consumption,
to prove that the tax imposed on tobacco prevents its culti- and lu imposing a dutyon foreign tobacco-we encourage the
vation. If such is the case I consider that the resolutions production of domestie tobacco. But, again, you tax the
which are now submitted, must have the effect of consider- manufacturer o? Canadian tobacco; instead ot giving pro-
ably augumenting the cultivation of tobacco,since we import tection you discourago production. Ths tax of 2 ets.
into this country 8,000,000 or 10,000,000 lbs. of tobacco. I per lb. is not worth the trouble of collecting, and the cost
do not see why the Province of Quebec, which undoubtedly o? collection will probablyamount to more than the amoant
produces 2,300,000 lbs., should not receive all necessary coilected. In oour rural districts, at loant lu the Province o?
eneouragement. I live in an agricultural district, and IQueboc, thoso who raise bobacco prefor 10 manufacture it
doubted that we raised tobacco on this grand seale ; never- themselves. Tley mako it la plugs sud roua; they roll the
theless, we raise in my county some 50,000 lbs. pe- annum. tobacco. Ths is atpractice la vogue cverywhere ln Canada.
If, thon, tobacco manufactories are established, they willTbey do thib work in'tie evenings or la bad weather, when
naturaly be supplied by the surplus product, and the culti- their work cannot bc otherwise utilized, sud wheu they have
vation of Oanadian tobacco will receive a great stimulus in ruade their tobacco in Ibis forra they brlng it te market.
the other Provinces. The time will thon arrive when the bon. IL is truc that tie sale of the tobacco baisnfree, but I eau
Minister who presides over this Department-and I trust thetell you tiat tus is not sufficicat for the oultivation ofCana-
present one may continue to be so then-when he wittdiatobacco. If you wish to sce il raised lu large quanti-
impose an additional duty on tobacco, which wili be a ties, if you wish tobacco b become au important factor in
luxury, and thus diminish in proportion the taxes on other ouragricultural industries, I say you must bave the pro-
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ducer free to cultivate his tobacco, and make it free in every luxury, and all writers on political economy agree in this,
particular. It must not be restricted in this respect, for the that tobacco and spiirits ought to be taxed rather than
moment that yon handicap it and prevent its manufacture, articles of prime necessity in life. This tax of 2 ets. is very
or that you impose taxes on the manufacture of tobacco, you light, and ought to bo approved of, when we remember that
discourage its cultivation. The Canadian farmer will only the present (Government has always sought to impose much
raise tobacco in proportion as ho is perfectly fÈee not only higher duties n foreign tobacco than on our own. We
to produce the leaf but also to manufacture in his manner know, moreover, the practice which exista in several
and sell it free of taxes. Mr. Speaker, everyone wants to bc other countries. In England the cultivation of tobaôco is
protected-we are protecting the manufacturers of cotton, entiroly prohibited. Thero the importation of foreign
of agricultural implements, of overshoes-we protect all tobacco is alone permitted. In France we know that the
classes of manufactures and we pretend to protect agricul- cultivation and manufacture of tobacco are entirely in the
ture. Well, I say that tobacco is one of the rare agricul- hands of the Government. And in most other countries it
tural products, relative to which the farmer can receive pro- lias beon deocided that tobacco should be taxed, and em-
tection, and if you wish to protect him, and if you wish to ployed to largely contributo to the revenue and expenses of
make him have faith in that protection, give him entire the Government. We know that tho tax on tobacco produces
liberty to cultivate tobacco at home, to manafacture and a revenue of more than $ 1,900,000, as is calculated in the
sellit- without obliging him to pay any tax. Now, Mr. Report of tho hon. Minister of Inland Revenue for the pst
Speaker, the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) year, and conisequently we should act prudently with this
was pleased to attack my hon. friend the member from Que- question, if wo do not want to impose other taxes-which
bec East (Mr, Laurier). The hon. momber from Quebec is the people would not so generally accept by far, as that im-
able to take care of himself and to defend himself in this posed on Canadian tobacco. We remember that wlien, in
House or elsewhere. But as, according to the Rules of the 1880, wo commencod to impose a Protective Tariff, and to
House, he cannot reply to the charges broughtagainst him, I increaso the duty on foreign tobacco used in our manufac-
will venture to say a few words in reply to my hou. friend the tories, we remember that several hon. members of the
member from Montmagny. The hon. member reproached Opposition severely criticisod this measure. Among others
the member from Quebec East, of expressing opinions on Messrs. Anglin and Cartwright, who said that the tax on
this question of Canadian tobacco which formerly ho did not tobacco ought not to be lowered, and that it would be very
bold ; it is possible he bas changed his viows. But, Mr. bad policy to do so. 1 cannot understand why, to-day, the
Speaker, if that is the case he will have only followed the very liberal moasure of tie Government is criticised, when
example which has been so often given by gentlemen who it tonds to considcrably lower the duties, and is of a nature
sit on theother side of the House. I remember that in 186 ; to .aue to be u 9sd in our factories, a large quantity of
or 1868 a duty was imposed on agricultural products, and tobacco actually produced in the country.
in the following Session this tariff was abolished. I re. Mr. DUGAS (Translation). Mr. Speaker : The ques-
member aliso that in 1869, I believe before dinner a tax was tion which is now before the House merits our most
imposed on coal and flour, and after dinner the same mon serious consideration, as it has a tondency to develop
who imposed this tax withdrew and abolished it. They a new industry, which will b a source of immense
changed their opinions rather quicker, I think, than the hon. wealth to the agricultural class. Convinced as we
member from Quebec East did on the question of Canadian are that agriculture is the basis of the wealth of nations,
tobacco. it becomes us to unite, and by united action, stimu-

Mr. GIGAULT (Translation). Mr. Speaker. It is surpris- late as much as possible, the cultivation of this native pro-
ing to see the Opposition criticise a measure of the present duet. As my constituents are deeply interested in the
Govern ment, when we remember what our opponents did growth of 'tobacco, I thinki would be wanting in my duty
when they were in powe r. We remember that tho Liberal if didi not raiso iny voiceo in the interost of this large body,
party, when it was in power, far from diminishing the taxes whoso interosts at timos are considereli secondary. It is
on Canadian tobacco, increased them; and the hon. mem- unnecesstry fori me to dilate on the immense advantages and
ber from Quebec East, who was then a Ministor, strongly importance for the Province of Quebec and the other Pro-
approved of this tax, and pretended, as the lion. member vinces of the Dominion, of givi ng more attention tothe cul-
from Montmagny has proved, that this tax should be im- tivation of tobacco, than has hitherto been bestowed, as
posed in every civilized country. It s-eoms to me that the this question has been, at grcat length and ability, discussed
hon. member from Iberville, who sustained that Govern- befor'e this liouse. The interoestwhich the Governmenttakes
ment, cannot with good grace reproach the present Govern.-ln this industry, [he instructions, and the varions pamphlets
ment with discouraging the cultivation of Canadian tobacco.i- o give information conccrring tho cultivation ef thîs
On the contrarythe present (Government bas done much toplant, ana on the app'oved methoda fer drying and prepar-
encourage its cultivation, and the facts are here to prove it. ing the plant, have eriginated ie the rural districts. Mach
I know that in my county, and in the neighboring countieo, emulation and pogress bas been.attaincd in the euldvation
there are farmers who raise two, thrce and four acres of of the lcaf but it is far fom ioalizing as yot, the oxigencios
tobacco, who under the Mackenzie Government raised very of the manfactu'er and consumer. This industry le boing
little. I asked during this Session, for a statement of the mach extonded [bis year, aud with preper impremont i
amount of Canadian tobacco used in the manufactories, the mode of culture, will bece very romunerativo for the
which is Canadian tobacco, and by this rêport it appears agrlcultural class. According te the report which ha& been
that 194,529 Ibs. of Canadian tobacco were used in mana- submitted during 1his Session, iÉ bas been provod te ui that
factories, whilst under the regime of the Mackenzie Govern- of the 400,000 ibs. cf tobacco, on which dutios have been
ment not one pound was manufactured, and every one. cellected, 300,000 Ibs. woïe raised in the district ofJoliette, in
knows that to-day Canadian tobacco sells at a much higher the conty of Montcalm; and I can s y wibh pride and
price than four five or years ago. We know that this tobacco witb truth, that the couety ef Monclm la the banner
brings 4, 5 or 6 cts. more now than under the former county le [ho mattor of the cuitivation of tebacco. And I
regimne. 1, therefore, say it ili-becomes the hon. member eau state bcfo'e this liuse thatho improved onîtivation of
from Iberville to say that the present Government bas this plant bas largety contribnted te tho prsperityof [hoft
adopted a policy which discourages the cultivation of Cana- Who haro embarked in [bis indnstry. 1r. Speaker, whM
dian tobacco. I contend that we ought to maintain a tax'la the object whicb we désiro te attain inilogislaLing on this
on Canadian tobacco, as long as we maintain taxes on molas- question? It la triincrease, by every logitimate means, 1h.
ses and other necessaries of &ife. Tobacco. is an article efcultivation e thie plant, o gradually dirnini h tia import 
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iton of foreign tobacco into our country, to get control of
the market ourselves, in producing a sufficient quantity for
local consumption, and finally to retain at home the millions
of dollars which we give to the foreigner; and to attain this
end, what muet we do? In my opinion, it is necessary to
protect both the producer and the manufacturer, whose in-i
terests are identical, and thus immediately establish a mar-«
ket for our tobacco, and introduce a competition which willi
favor the producer, and give an impulse to the cultivation ofi
this plant. These, Mr. Speaker, are the considerations
which I submit to this House. Congratulating the Govern-1
ment at the same time for the interest which they have
manifested in this industry for the last few years, [ must
also extend my congratulations to the hon. Minister of In-
land Revenue, for the care and skill with which he basi
prepared these resolutions whih he has submitted to us,
and which I am convinced will be lavorably accepted by
this House, as well as by the producer and manufacturer.

Mr. LABROSSE (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I concur
entirely in the views propounded by the hon. members who
have preeeded me, in approving of the resolutions sub.
mitted to this fHouse by the hon. Minister of Inland
Revenue; and as a member from the Province of Ontario, I
may say that in my county the cultivation of Canadian
tobacco has been commenced, and that it bas proved very
successful; but in view of the higher duty which had been
imposed on Capadian tobacco some years ago, and that the
manufacturer and the farmer had to obtain licenses to sell
their tobacco, its cultivation was impeded. To-day I am happy
to announce that in my county the farrners will be happy
to learn that the members here manifest a desire to see the
Canadian leaf tobacco placed in the market free of duty, and.
moreover the farmers will be able to sell without impediment
their tobacco to the manufacturers and morchants of the
city. I have reason to believe that some will this year be
influenced to multiply their production in order to increase
the cultivation in the counties where it has heretofore
proved a success; in these counties where the manufacture
of butter and cheese have progressed in the last two or three
years. I therefore assert that the cultivation of tobacco,
with the slight duty which it is proposed to impose upon
it, and the promise that the Canadian leaf tobacco will be
free of inpost-I say-that this will be a great- advantage
to the country in general, and especially to the Provinces
of Quebeo and Ontario.

Mr. DUPONT (Translation). Mr. Speaker; The opinions
expressed on the question submitted by the bon. Minister
of Inland Revenue, by the hon. members from the other
side of the louse appear to me entirely erroneous, and very
amusing. These hon, gentlemen, when they occupied the
Treasury benches, were hostile to the adoption of the policy
now proposed, but at the present time, are more enthusias-
tic in its favor than we are ourselves. They desire that
the cultivation of this product shall be absolutely free from
duty, and that even the manufacture of Canadian tobacco
shalH be relieved from all Excise duty. These tergiversa-
tions, on the part of these hon. members, in regard to the
measure of protection on this product, se important for the
Province of Quebec, and I might say for the entire Domin-
ion-these tergiversations, I say, remind me of an individual
who, having passed his life in sin, and arriving in anotber
world, regretted not having practiced bore below the vir-
tues which would have assured him happiness in the world
beyond. The opinions expressed by the hon. gentlemen of
the left, in the matter of protection, induce me te obelieve
that they regret very mueh, now that they are in Opposi-
tion, not to have treated the Canadian people botter when
they occupied the Treasury benches, and especially not toe
have better protected the Canadian Iarmer, when, time and
agaiD, they demandEd the protection which is now afforded
to them by the present Government. An hon, member
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ventured to say that the cultivation of Canadian tabacco
was not the only industry which the Government could
protect, was not the only protection which the Canadian
Government could bestow on the Quebec farmer. J, never-
theless, think that the bon. members of the left, if they
continue to pursue the course which they followed before
1878, wili find it einough to protect the Canadian farmers
in this matter; but I mmt candidly say that the Govern-
ment have not con 6ned themselves to protecting the far-
mers on this one point alone, of Canadian tobacco. But
that this Protection has extended to ail agriculturai pro.
ducts in general, to the products of the Pi ovi nce of Quebec,
as well as to all those of the othor Provinces. I had not
the honor of being a member of this House when the pre-
sent Government propounded its Tariff, .but I remenber
well that, having glanced over this Tariff, to assist us
in the Elections, we were able to demonstrate to the mem-
bers of the Opposition, during the electorai campaign, that
the present Government had protected the cultivation and
sale of all products of the Canadian farmer. Thus when my
hon. friend made the assertion above alludAd to, he certain-
iy made an inaccurate one, and gave maifest proof of the
habitual ingratitude of the hon. mem bers of the Opposition
towards a Government which had accorded all the protection
that any Government under like circumstances could bestow,
having regard to our finances and our economical position. I
should say, Mr. Speaker, that the hon. members who now
occupy the Minsterial benches, differ in opinion from their
predecessors. The hon. members who have spoken on tbe
subject under discussion, my hon. friend from Quebec East,
and my hon. friend from Iberville, who now share our opin-
ions in giving protection to the Canadian agriculturist,
held very different opinions when they occupied the Minis-
terial benches. To obtain their positions, they made pro-
mises which they did not carry out, and that is the reason
why they were forced to surrender their positions; and if the
members of the present Government occupy the Treasury
benches to-day, after having submitted their policy for the
approbation of the people, it is, Mr. Speaker, because they
know how to keep the promises they made to the people, and
not later than the last Elections, when we appeared before
the electors, when wo were in a position to state that the
Government had taken off the duties on the product of
tobacco, in such a manner as to admit of the free sale of the
raw leaf, we believed we were making a correct statement.
Unfortunately, in the law of 1882, there was a contradiction
which had the effect of destroying all the advantages of the
protection which that law was intended to confer on the
producer of Canadian tobacco. Well, Mr. Speaker, having
represented to the present Government, the promises which
we had made to the electors, thoy hastened to take off all
restrictions on the free sale of Canadian tobacco on the
market. This, Mr. Speaker, is wbat we call keeping pro-
mises, and a Government which advances in this direction,
must necessarily obtain the confidence of the people and of
the House. For my part I am decided to give to the pre-
sent Governmont that confidence which the entire country
has accorded to it, because, in the financial administration
of the affairs of the country, I think the present Govern*ment
bas done its duty, that it has fulfilled all the promises it
made.

Mr. RINFRET (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I will make
a few observations in reply to the hon. member who has
just taken bis seat. I must firast congratulite the hon,
Minister of Inland Revenue on having lowered the taxes on
Canadian tobacco. In that, I believe, I am altogether con-
sistent with the course I have taken in the past. Indeed,
since I have had the honor of a seat in this House, when-
over the tobacco question came up I have always voted for the
abolition of duties on Canadian tobacco, and in favor of the
free sale of the leaf. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, accordingly as
they lessen the duties, the hon.Ministers approach the ideas
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that I liave already advanced 'on this subject. I will now
say a few words in explanation of the stand taken by the
Liberal party, whilst in power, on the tobacco question.
The- hon. gentlemen on the right have accused us of incon-
sistency because of our having placed a duty of 10 cts. per lb.
on Canadian tobacco whilst we were in power, and because
to-dag *e ask that this duty be taken off altogether. I
believe I can prove that this inconsistency does not really
exist, nd for this reason: whilst we were in power we
estabiîàlîed a Éevenue Tariff, and every one knows there
was a deficiency thon in the public treasury. I hear some
members cry "hear, hear." I am only speaking of facts
admitted by every one, and repeated to us time and again
in this iHouse and on the hustings. It was an inconsistency
theu on the part of our opponents to ask for the complete
abdlition of taxes, because at that time we had a lower Tariff
than to-day and the revenue wasinsufficient. The abolition
of duty on Canadian tobacco does not lower the revenue
merely onthe native, but also ou the foreign tobacco, and
the reduction' of the revenue would have been froru
$500,000 to $750,0000. If we to-day, Mr. Speaker, demand
the entire removal of duties on Canadian tobacco it is because
we have a Protective Tariff and that the other taxes are
very high. We contend that the farmers who are taxed on
everything they buy, have a right te a special protection on
Canadian tobacco. I do not think there is any contradiction
in that. We say that since we have a Protective Tariff
which discriminates against the farmers on cottions, woollens,
and everything they buy, we ought to grant them a com-

ensation for the heavy taxes which they are forced to pay.
ehon. member for Rouville said, just a moment ago, that

we ought to admit the propriety of imposing a duty on
tobacco because of its being an article of luxary, there is no
doubt we ought to admit that if any article should be taxed,
it is tobacco. But there Is all tho difference in the world
b4tween the English Tarif to which the hon. gentleman al-
ldded and the Canadian Tarif. The English is a Revenue
Tariff, and there is no doubt that the means to obtain a
large revenue is to*prevent the growth of domestie tobacco.
If we ask the complete removal of the 2 ets. duty on
Canadian tobacco it is simply because we have a Protectirei
Tariff-and if we had as formerly a Revenue fariff I wouild
not rise to ask the abolition of duty on Canadian, and the
lowering of the tax on fôreign tobacco. The hon. meruber
from Doi'hester (Mr. Lesage) has reminded us that the
produêt ofOCanadian tobacco during the last few years has
considerably diminisbed. He gave as a reason for this de-
crease, the high taxes which were imposed on this p'ant.
Well, I will tëll yon one thing which huas been more injurious
than the tAx itself. It was the system of inspection
established by the Minister of Inland Revenue. For someî
years the fariers have been hbass2d by a legion of i
tors,who came from all parts, scoured the country, frightened
the farmers and unjustly and needlessly tormented thei
.grèdiltài-al ciss. This system for which the hon. gentle

nien on the right are responsible, injured the production ofi
tobacco more thdn duties which we imposed whi-t we weroe
in poWer.- I willInot extend my remarks; I sha:o theq
opiion of the hon. member for Iberville, who asks the i
abblition of the 2 ets. tax, because I consider the rovenuel
derived from it will not be sufficient to compensate for tho
cost of production; and I am perfectly convinced that;
within one or two years the Minister oflnland Revenue will
be again obliged to amend the duties on domestic tobacco,
as h a already done five or six times during the few years
the Conservative party has been in power. No doubt he,
will come to the conclusion that the cost of collection ofthis
tax wi l far exceed the revenue derived from iL, and more.
ever, that this tax which will afford no revenue will prove a
great nuisance to the Canadian tobacco grower.

Mr. AMYOT. Mr. Speaker: I am glad to see that Most1of the mnembers of the Opposition join in the praises which1

on all sides are bostowed on the Minister of Ibland Revenue
and the Gove*rmeent. Thore is one point, however, whieh
the Opposition does not seem to appreciate. Tfiere
is one politico-economic maxim upon which we ali
agree, that is; that objects of luxury such as tobiaeeo
and liquor, ought first of ail to bo tared. We
also to-day agree that we should give all possible pro-
tection to agricultural products. Nay, we differ with the
Opposition as to the measures necessary to attain this end.
W hen the Liberal party was in power it was their policy to
tax Canadian tobacco as high as foreign tobacco. We
desire to have a discriminating duty. We say if yon tax
Canadian tobacco, the production of which is only in its
infancy, the Canadian producer being still ignorant of the
secret of ripening and preparing it, if you tax it as high as
foreign tobacco you wili not give him a chance to cotapete
with the latter which has the advantage of an experienced
cultivation. But if you tax foreign tobacco more than the
Canadian, if you put a discriminating duty in favor of the
latter, yu encourage the farmer to cultivate tobacco and
ensure its production hbere. It was objected when we
inaugurated this policy that enormous deficits would follow.
This was the era of deficits, but this era has passed. A wise
policy has produced surpluses. What does the Govern-
ment do? It lays down the principle without any danger
to the Treasury, that the farmer must be afforded suffliient
protection for all the products of the farm, not only for
wheat, oats, barley, potatoes and other products of the farm,
but also on tobacco. On the one hand it makes the cultiva.
tion and sale of Ilaf tobacco free, and on the other it reduces
the tax on Canadian manufactu-ed tobacco from 8 cte.
to 2 ets. Why ? Firstly, to protect the farmer who
raises the rav material, the tobacco plant; and secondly, to
maintain t he principle that objects of luxury should be taxed.
But it fixes.the rate to correspond with the lowering of the
tax in the United States. If the tax ôütobacco in the
United States bad not been reduced, that on Canadian man-
ufactured tobacco could not have been so much redueed.
The Government had an only alternative to maintain in
favor of Canadian tobacco, a differential duty. It is neces.
sary also not to take off the tax altogether in order that the
people may not lose sight of the idea that objects of luxury
must be taxed in preference to objecta of prime necessity.
The Government merely inaugurated last year the encotir-
agement of the cultivation of tobacco. A new era is opening.
W e import each year nearly 10,000,000 lbs. of tobaccofrôn
the United States. At 6 ets. a lb. $600,000 of Canadian
money is annually sent to our neighb'r. Of thèse 10,-
t00,000, 600,000 enter into Canadian manufactures to make
t wist toba'co. The experience which we have acquired in
the last two years bas clearly proved thatCanadian tobacco
is b-ttcr than that of the United States for twist tobacco.
Wc have to-day a certain market for 6,000,000 lbs. not for
smoking tobacco, but for twist tobacco. This latter will te
exported to the West, where it will find a large and good
market. So much money will cease te bo exported to the
United States, and romain in the country, thanks to the en-
couragement given to Canadian tobacco. This, Mr.Speaker,
is a very important point. We know by experience that any
person who cultivates bis tobacco properly can roalize fromn
its cultivation, from $30 to $50 per acre, per annùn.
The hon. member from Iberville (Mr. Béchard), with
the experience which characterizes him, and the elo.
quence which distinguishes him, tells us that the cultivation
of tobacco is ruinous to the soil. I will venture to inforn
him that if the cultivation of tobacco exhausts somewhat
the soil for a short time, it benefits it in destroying woeds.
The soil whore tobacco las been cultivated becomes suscep-
tible when manured, of raising wheat, barley, and the
richest grains, and the harvest which it yields is clean, it is
notnecesary to make itpass through the ordinary proedMssf
sifting and eleaning. -The hon. metaber from Drummeonfd
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Arthabaska, was thOrefore entirely justified in saying
that the cultivation of tobacco was beneficial4o the sol,
because it improves and cleans the soil. Mr. Speaker,'I
just observed that we import millions of pounds of tobacco,
but the population of Canada increases considerably each
year, thanks to the Wise policy of the hon. Ministers. A
large population is going to the North-West and British
Columbia. There are so many more comers, which will
augment by many millions of pounds the consumption of
tobacco which we eau produce, manufacture here, and
export. After a careful, study of the question, after having
weighed as much as possible the demands of the Treasury,
those of the manufacturer and farmer, we say to the
Government: In principle tobacco should be taxed ; but
in the beginning of this industry when the farmers
of al parts of the Dominion are only, I may say, preparing
for it; whe'n the people of Canada are only realizing the
possibility of this product in this conntry, we ask you to
give to th e farmer all possible latitude, to leave cultivation
and sale of Canadian leaf tobacco entitrely free, in order to
induce the people of the Dominion to cultivate this plant,
and prevent it from importing it8 tobacco from the United
States. We ask this from the Goverument- not only on
account of the promises we made, and which you repoated,
not only on account of the late law but also for the
farmer in the interest of this product, in order to give him
a more rapid and complete stimulus, so that ho may know
what it is necessary to do to perfect its cultivation. The
Government has consented to ite-if it has been possible to
do so, it is beeause the Treasury is rich enough to submit to
the reduction of receipts consequent thereto. It is owing
to this that the Government can suffer a reduction of duties
on this article, to the extent of a million or more; en-
couraging and creating, at the sa-me time, a new industry
wbich will contribute very much to theprosperity of the
agriculturist. Secondly, we said to the Government: We
know that Canadian tobacco is not first-class smoking
tobacco, but it is preferable fnr twist tobacco. But give the
manufacturer the exclusive right of manufacturing tobacco
so that neithor the farmer, nor the merchant, nor anyone
else will have the right to sell it exoept the licensed manu-
facturers, and we may rest assured that factories will be
establisbed and that Canadian tobacco will find its market.
When the tobacco enters into manufacture, it is prepared in
a special manner 'gceording to modern processes; it will
become a tobacco of good quality. As these manufacturers
will have the exclusive .right of manufacturing tobacco,
they will be sure to control the market sufflciently to
obtain a suitable return, which will reimburse them for
their expenditure and for interest on their capital. The
profits will be sufficient to maintain fair prices. Thirdly,
we said to the Government: We, know that your receipts
will be diminished, we know that they will be less in the
firt few years. We understand that, but whon the cultiva-
tion of tobacco bas become extensive, well understood, well
performed, when we are in a position to produce ail the
tobacco which we need for the consumption of the country,
then you caD say to the people the tax on tobacco sbould be
increasod. This is the real position which we took, Mr.
Speaker, we who have paid so much attention to this pro-
duct in an agricultural and manufacturing point of view.
I am exceedingly happy to realizo that the Government
has formally considered this demand. I was sure of it from
the beginning, for I have the greatest confidence in the
Government. I was sure that they would understand our
desires and the necessities of the population. I am happy
to note that the measure submitted is the most equitable one
possible, and the best adopted to cucourage the farmer to
rame tobaeco, and to manufacture it at tho factor. Therie
is another point which we have not 'Zen able
to attain; but I koow that the hon. Minister of Inland
Bevenue i very anxious to concode it, rn- tht sooner or

Mr. AruT.

later he will find a solution of the problem. It is difficult,
in the first instance, to build factories exclusively intended
to manufacture Canadian tobacco ; and if it were possible to
allow manufacturers of foreign tobacco to manufacture
Canadian tobacco in the same establishment it would be a
great advantage, and I am sure the manufacturer would try
and mix the two tobaccos, which would add to the value of
our tobacco and extend the market for it. The present
manufacturere desire this; they are ready to favor and en-
courage, on this condition, the cultivation of our tobacco. I
know that the hon. Minister is giving all possible attention
to this question, and if it is possible to arriva at a solution
of properly guarding the revenues ho will concede our re-
quest. Before closing I wish to say a word about rolled
tobacco. We have already stated here what ls the general
opinion on this point. If you permit the farmer to roll the
tobacco-there are among this clas, as among all classes,
dishonest individuals-it will happen that some will use
bad tobacco, will cover it with a good leaf, and will sell it
in the market for tobacco of good quality. Ho who buys it
perceives in cutting it that the tobacco which ho buys is of
an inferior quality, and he thinks that all Canadian tobacco
is of the sane quality. Thus yon sco our rolled tobacco,
instead of being an advantage to Canadian tobacca, injures
its reputation. It is botter, therefore, that rolled tobacco
should disappear, and that the farmer shall only have the
right to sell the leaf tobacco, provided ho eau sell it froc and
without duty in its original state. This is the best way to
render this cultivation proiperous. I congratulate the Gov-
ernment on the measure it proposes. It is a new
proof of its devotion to the agricultural and manufacturing
interest. The people demanded that its cultivation should
be free, and it will be grateful for having rendered it to.
The Opposition says it would like to see the duty disappear,
and have tobacco placed on the saine footing as wheat, oats
and rye. But when these things enter into the distillery or
brewery are they not taxed ? and the Opposition do not
ask that they should Le exempted from duty. Why should
it be otherwise for manufactured tobacco ? The Opposition
has no plausible reason to make such a demand when the
cultivation of the tobacco leaf is free, and, as in the matter
of manufactured tobacco, Canadian is the most favored of
all countries.

Mr. De St.GEORGES (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I am
happy to join with those who have congratulated the Gov-
ernment for having reduced the tax on Canadian tobacco,
but I regret with the hon. members from Iberville and Lot-
binière, that it did not go a stop further in the right direc-
tion and abolish altogether the tax. In 1874, I moved a
resolution which was one of want of confidence in the Gov-
ernuient which I supported, because it refused to abolish
altogether the tax on tobaceo. I did not suceed at the time
because the Treasury was empty, and we could not sustain
such a drain on the Treasury. To-day we are no longer in
the same position ; we have a surplus, and the Government
eau afford to dispense with this Excise duty altogether.
When I made the aforesaid motion in 1874, I was assisted
by the hon. the present First Minister, the hon. Minister of
Railways, and by a large number of Conservatives, never-
theless we were defeated by a majority of fifty-six. I con-
gratulate the Government on having adopted the advice
which I then gave, and I am happy to be able to congratu-
late myself on the fact that the little I did thon has borne
its fruit, and that it bas inducel the Governmont to reduce
the tax on tobacco. The county which I represent, pro-
duces much tobacco, and could greatly increse ils produe-
tion, the soil being adapte I for the growth of this plant, but
the fear of ine and imprisonment prevents the farmer
from giving proper attention to the cultivation
of this plant. It would be, however, a very remu-
nerative husbandry, as it is establiahed that we can obtain
therefrom from $50 to 8100 per aore, something which we
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are far from being able to realize from the cultivation of'
oats and other graine. It will, therefore, be a protection for
the farmer to permit him to raise, manufacture and seli his
tobaceo without a aingle cent of duty. This is the protec-
tion wbich I ask and especially for the finest county in the
Province which I have the honor to represent. But this is
not all we must do in encouraging the cultivation of to-
bacco, we muet find a market for its sale. You will find
thie market in the factories. But the Government fears
that Canadian tobacco will be mixed with foreign tobacco.
Let the Government then appoint officers to watch the pre-
paration of tobacco in the factories, and let those officers be
paid one-half by the manufacturers and one-half by the Gov.
ernment. This proposition was made by one of the largest
manufacturers of the Province, Mr. Lemesurier, of Quebec.
I hold in my hands a letter in which he makes this proposi-
tion. I do not'share the opinion of the hou. member from
Bellechasse, who says that the Cnadian is superior to
the American tobacco. And this is my reason: the Cana-
dian tobacco would certainly be superior to the American
if it were properly prepared, but the farmer not having the
desired encouragement cannot make the necessary expendi-
ture in order to prepare the tobacco in such a manner as to
make it of first-class quality. I still ask for this protection.
Let the farmer be free to cultivate the tobacco without tax,
let him manufacture it without any restriction, and I am
sure that ere long he will know how to prepare his tobacco
so as to render it not only equal but superior in quality to
the American tobacco. I hope the Government will con-
tinue in the good course on which it bas entered, and that
perhaps this year or next year it wil] abolish altogether the
tax on tobacco, as also on all the necessaries of life such as
wheat and flour. If it cannot do it the people will be
satisfied, and we will thank the hon. gentlemen on the
Treasury benches.

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

After Recess.

REPORT.

The followine Renort was laid on the Table:-

perty " the words "or property of the corps." Hon. gen-
tlemen wbo take an intereet in Militia matters know that
outside of the public property, which is the property of the.
Government add the Department, there may he articles,
such as musical instrumente, which really do not belong to
the Government, and it is only right that the protection to
Government property should be extended to this property.
I an glad an hon. gentleman mentioned this point to me;
anthon. gentlemen will readily understand that in framing
a measure of this kind it is only by an exchange of views with
hon. gentlemen on both sides, who take an especial interest
in Militia matters that one can hope to frame a comprehen-
sive measure.

Mr. BLAKE. That provision the hon. gentleman refera
to would permit the recovery by the hon. Minister, or by his
nominee, of the value of articles of public property, or of the
corps, articles which may have beén deficient or damaged. 1
think the hon, member for Lambton suggested there was
sometimes diffculty in obtaining recovery of band instru-
mente in species, not that tbey were lost, but there was adiffi-
oulty In getting hold of them-perhaps for want of harmony
among the offcers-and the question is whether, if we have
power to provide that value may be recovered, we ought
not also to provide some summary means for holding custody
of corps property, which would enable speedy juriediction
to be exercised over any officers or men, in order to get back
the property in species.

Mr. CARON. I can see the force of the argumente, but
the hon. gentleman will see that we are treating this pro-
perty exactly in the same way and in as favorable a man-
ner as we treat Government pro '.irty. It is very diffloult
in a Bill of this kind to provide for cases which might
enter into a civil suit and come under the regulations and
procedure of a court of justice. I felt that gentlemen who
are at the head of battalions, and who had expended money
in organizing bande, or in improving the appearance of the
battalion, ought to be able to consider that property in
exactly the same light, and that it should b. protected in
the ame way as Government property. However, to meet
the suggestion of the hon. member for Lambton, I will
amend the section by adding the words "or corps " between
the words "public" and "property."

gI J - -p

Report of the Minister of Agriculture of the Dominion ef On section 44,
Canada, for the Calendar year, 1882.-(Mr. Pope).. Mr. THOMPSON. I think it would be much preferable

if a less number were drilled annually than 45,000-say
MILITIA OF CANADA. 15,000 ; if they were drilled annually you would have a

more effectual force than you have now in these
Mr. CARON moved that the House again resolve iteelf 45,000 drilled every alternate year. Their pay might be

into Committee of the Whole on BilIl (No. 31) to consolidate increased without increasing the burthens of the country,
and amend the laws affecting the Militia of Canada. which would be a great inducement for the men to serve. I

Motion agreed to; and the Houe resolved itself into think it is worth the hon. Minister's consideration. We
Committee. have in the hon. Minister of Militia an hon. gentleman who

(In the Committee.) has taken a very lively interest in Militia affairs, and one
On section 37, who, fromimy stand-point, at all evente, ha. given very great
Mr. CARON. When the Committee rose and reported satisfaction irreepective of his politics. They are bad, but

the other mght we had arrived at clause 37. 1 pro. we can't help that. I trust he will take into consideration
pose to amend this clause by striking out the words after therA estion I have made.l same position as My
" arma and accoutrements." Hon. gentlemen will see-at hou. friend. Aethoug I do n t approve of hie politics, m
least those belonging to the legal profession-that the pro- havenhad occasion It know what an excellent military man
vision made in the old law, as I view it, is ultra vires, hae hdimself. I enu asure my hon. friend that in every-
infringing on Provincial rights, and the rights of the mani-
cipal councils to impose taxation. The clause, amended as thing relating to the Militia force I try to forget my b.d
I propose to amend it, will read: "Officers shall provide traning, politically, and think of nothing else but the in-
their own uniforms and accoutrements." teretse of the force. I consider the suggestion my hon.

Ohei ewctiformfriend has made is one of very great importance.
On section 39, I have considered the matter seriously. If the hon.
Mr. CARON. I propose to amend this clause by intro- gentleman will take the trouble of looking into the

ducing what I really consider will be of great benefit to our strength of the foice, for a fow years back, he will see that
different battalions and military organizations. The amend- we have been gradually working iu the direction he indi-
ment I propose is to add, after the words "shall have the cates. We have reduced the force by 5,000 men already.
power to recover the value of such articles of public pro-1 The hon. gettleman m owo how difcult it is to reduce au
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kld organized force which has always done its duty so well.

I have taken the number of men as laid down in the original
Bill. I am glad to be able toitell the hon. gentleman that
whenever any corps have been found to be inefficient, and
unable to contribute to the general efficiency of the whole
force, we have been gradually disbanding them.

On section 57,
Mr. THOMPSON Perhaps the hon. gentleman can tell

us how many officers ihere are with certificates, and how
many of them are available?

Mr. CARON. That is rather an extensive subject, but I
will be very glad to procure that information from the
Department.

Mr. BERGIN. Would it not be well, while forming
camps of instruction, to order ofBeers without certificates
from the Board of Volunteer officers to attend these camps.

Mr. CARON. I look upon the suggestion as really an
excellent one, and it will have the consideration 'of the
Department. I do not think that the-law as it is now at
present, would prevent that suggestion being acted upon.

Mr. BERGIN. I do not think that, under this clause, it
would be possible to ordor the attendance of commissioned
officers, excepting those who had received certificates from
the regular schools.

Mr. CARON. I am perfectly willing to add the words
" to attend the camp or camps of instruction."

On section 59,
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). How far have these provisions

been accepted by the schools and colleges in the country ?
How many compay ies have been forned for drill in these
institutions ? This clause was introduced some years ago;
it is a desirable one; and it would be very agroeable to
know how many have taken advantage of the provision ?

Mr. CARON. I congratulate the hon. gentleman on the
interest which ho seems to take in the Militia force; 'but
the hon. gentleman will understand that I have not come
here arrayed in perfect fighting order, and am consequently
unable to give the precise figures; but I can inform the
hon. gentleman that several schools have taken advantage
of the provision, and the Department has received applica.
tions from others. This movemet, vhich I consider to -be
of the greatest possible importance, is extending and grow-
ing in Canada. The boys in the different schools, trained,
I may almost say, as part of their holiday performances,
acquire a knowledge of military discipline, oider, and1
science-if I can so speak-which they never forget; and
I have had most satisfactory reports fro-m schools in Ontario,
Quebec, and elsewhere, on this subject. The system pro-
inises very considerable extension. lt is inexpensive; the
boys are fond of it; and it does a great deal of good. If
the hon. gentleman so wishes, I will have the information
prepared.

Mr. ROS 3. I will be glad to have it. I looked through
the Militia rep ort for it, and did not find it. I consider
this a very important part of the service; and on that ac-
count, am anxious to obtain the information. I agree with
the hon. Minister, it is very desirable liat the schools
should accept the proposition of the Department and
organize these companies. The effect upon our young men
physically will be tò them a decided advantage; and I
think that the military spirit that the hon. Minister con-
siders so important, and which we all appreciate, will also
in this way be cultivated and beof some benefit to the
country. If the report on this subject is not satisfactory,
I will suggest another mode by which the same results in
my judgment may perhaps be more successfully attained.

Mr. VAIL. Have schools In Ontatio taken advantago of
this claus ? Before 1 left the Department several in Quebec
had doue so.

Mr. CARON.

Mr. CARON. Yes; a number have.
Mr. THOMIPSON. I am glad to see so many laymen

take an interest in this question. My hon. friend fiom
Huntingdon complained recently-and I think justly--.of
their lack of interest in it; and it is a fact, that in many
Sessions of Parliament, when the Militia estimates were
under consideration, they hardly involved more than one
hour, or an hour and a-half, in discussion. I ai glad that
they have woke up to the importance of the question now
before the louse. [ rise for the purpose of aaking the
hon. Minister a question in reforence to this clause. It pro-
vides that:

" There shall be furnIsbed to every Normal Sebool, University, Col-
lege or School in Canada, in which there shal be instituted classes of
instruction in military drill and exercises under regulations prescibed
by Ber Majesty, arms and accoutrements necessarq for the instruction
of the pupils thereof over the age of twelve years.'.

Is it the intention to furnish thom with arme and accoutro-
monts? I hardly think myself that it will be necessary in
the general public schools of the country, as I think it
would be sufficient that the pupils of the-e schools should
be taught extension motions, marching and counter-
marching, while arms might ho placed in the hands of
more advanced pupils with safety and advantage.

Mr. CABON. We do not intend furnishing arms to the
ordinary schools. The hon. gentleman will see, if hoelooks
into the system of France and Switzerland, that they give
arms to the smaller schools, or those outside of the normal
schools and colleges. I have some spocimens in the
Departmrent of the arms they furnish; they are a very
light and nicely made weapon, but, of course, they have no
l'ange wbatever, and are used merely by children of say
fourteen or fifteen yea :'b of age. As the cost of those arms
is between $4 and 85, if they-were to be farnished to all
the schools, an expenditure would be entailed which we
are at prosent not inclined to incur.

On section 64,
M r. CARON. I ask leave of the Committee to insert in

the middle of lino twenty-three, after the words "or as a
spectator," the words "and also when going to or from the
place of drill or parade of his corps."

Mr. VAIL. Would it not be well to leave the c'ause as
it stood in the old Bill?

Mr. CARON. I do not agree with the hon. grn' lemnan.
In a country lik-e Canada we must consider that we have a
force equal to any voltinteer force in the world, and I do
not think the privileges of these volunteers, çmtside of their
military service, should be interfered with. Any militia-
man, or any one who takes an interest in the force, will $ee
that the words I have suggested to the Committee practi-
cally cover the whole ground. lion. gentlemen will see that
if we re-enacted the old clause it would put the Militia force
of Canada in this position : that at any organization which is
not a military organization these men might be ptnished
for what would be during active service Iooked upon as a
rmilitary.ogfence. By the other clause. of this AcL militia-
men may be punished for wearing their uniforms when they
are not entitled to wear thom. We lay down the rule
which, according to my experience of military life, will
cover every possible occasion when they may turn ont in
uniform; but I do not want to see our citizen aoldiers who
are doing service as military mon, brought on any occasion,
outside the service, before any except, the ordinary tribu-
nals of their country.

Mr. VAIL. I have never yet heard any oemplaint
agaitist this clause in the old Act. Some better reason
should be given for an important change like this. I con.
sider that whon any member puts on the uniform of the
Quen, as oflicer or private, ho is bound to be a gentleman,
and heought to be nauder discipline; otherwise ho aoul4 ot
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wear his volunteer attire. Under this clause, as it stands, he
may wear his uniform for a week before going to or coming
from drill, and is not amenable to anybody, except that he
may be punished for using his military clothng impro
perly. The hon. Minister of Militia should mention some
case mi point, if he knows of any, in which the old clause
worked badly, and we will accept his view; but otherwise I
can see no reason for the change.

Mr. BERGIN. The changes will be, I am sure,
acceptable to every member of the Militia force. The law
as formerly worded was no doubt a hardship. Under it
gentlemen going to a ball or dinner in uniform were under
martial law. Now the clause is so worded as to apply only
to militiamen when on duty; and "going to and from the
parade of their corps," covers ail that the officers of Militia
think necessary to be added to this clause.

Mr. VAIL. If I am not mistaken, one hon. gentleman
who spoke very highly of the Bill the other day, mentioned
this as objectionable. That hon. gentleman is not present
now, but he probably would reiterate his objection.

Mr. BERGIN. The alteration is made in the sense
required.

Mr. VAIL. I should like to know the opinion of the
inspecting field officer or the Inspector of Militia.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Some two or three years ago when
drill was held in the city of Toronto, the Grey battalion
attended that drill, and about seven or eight members of
the Durham company contracted typhoid fever in con-
sequence. It came upon them shortly after they came
home. No provision was made to defray the expenses
incident to their illness, which was long and tedious. In
one instance that came under -my notice, a young man was
confined to his bed for months. I understand that the

ilitia Department was applied to for payment of the ex-
penses he incurred during i illness, and no response was
given. If this clause was in the old Militia Act he had
certainly claim for compensation for the time he lost and the
expenditure incurred through the illness, which it is quite
clear to my mind he contracted in service. Seven others
contracted the same fever through the same cause, and no
compensation was given them, though application was made
in two instances to the Department for compensation. I
think I made application myself, and I underetand that an
officer came to make inspection and to report. He was
thoroughly satisfied that these volunteers had contracted
the dieease in the service. I might add that they were not in
very comfortable circumstances, and that after they came
home a brother of one of them contracted the same illnese
and subsequently died. This, I think, is a fitting time to
draw the attention of the hon. Minister of Militia to these
cases, and we know that with all his eminent qualifications
for the position he holds, he as the generous heart of a
soldier. Itis only fair thatthese men whoprepare themselves
to defend their country, and are ready if necessary to die in its
service, should receive compensation for injuries contracted
in that service. Now that I have brought this matter up,
the hon. Minister of Militia will not be able to say that it
never came under his personal notice. I can give him the
names of every one of the volunteers who suffered illnees,
and I hope they will yet be compensated for the losses they
sustained on this account.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for South Grey is
laboring under a misapprehension in attempting to put any
blame on the Department in this matter. I saw the report
which was made by Dr. Barnhardt, the surgeon of the 31st
Battalion, to which this Company belonged, and that report
was to the effect that the volunteers in question were not
suffering from typhoid fever at all, and that their sicknems
was not contracted at their annual drilL. It would be very
unresnable to expect the Department to give compen-
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sation for all pretended claims that might arise through
men being sick for weeks after their annual drill.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Two of the cases came under my
- own notice professionally, and were tended by me during

six weeks. The disease was typhoid fover, and no other
pereon saw those cases. Dr. Barnhardt came and consulted
with me. I told him it was typhoid fever, and he said
compensation should be given. What report was made I
know not, but I know the cases were well marked eases of
typhoid fever. Both the surgeon of the battalion and the
captain of the Durham company were of the opinion these
men should be paid. I did not ask the Department to give
anything to those who were not entitled to any compen.
sation; and the hon. member for East Grey has no right to
make the statements he has made, when I state that I
know those cases, and that they were distinctly typhoid
fover of a most virulent form.

Mr. SPROULE. I read the report, and I think the
Department have nothing else to go on but the report of
the surgeon of tlie battaion. In that report it is stated
that the disease was not typhoid fever. 1 have letters from
Dr. Barnhardt in reference to cases which I supposed were
the same as those referred to by the hon. member for
South Grey. I understand a claim was set up by several
doctors for compensation, and their fees were put at exten-
sive figures, expecting the Department to pay those fees,
and, no doubt, the hon. member for South Grey feels it hard
that be did not make a haul out of the Departnent. I ask
whether the Department are not in duty bound to accept
the report of the surgeon of the battalion, and not that of
an outside person.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Those parties live about forty
miles from the surgeon of the - battalion, and it was impos.
sible for hi m to render them assistance. I made no claim
for compensation for professional attendance, I sent in no
bill, and if I hlad I do not think I would be anything but
justified in the matter. I have only to state this, that if
any person from the Department or any surgeon made the
statement that these were not cases of typhoid fever, and
that the disease was not contracted when on service, lie
made a statement which I think to be untrue. Iunderstood'
there were five or seven cases in the Durham company, and
I understood they contracted it in the same way. 0f these
I have no personal knowledge, but of the two cases that
came to my own notice, I have no hesitation in affirmin
that they contracted the disease white on service, and
suffered a long and dangerous illness. I think they
are entitled to compensation. I think I am entitled
to compensation for my services. I do not ask the Depart-
ment to compensate me, but I want the Department to
compensate those that suffered loss. I know perfectly
well of what I speak. It was impossible for the surgeon of the
battalion, who was about forty miles from those parties, to
have known anything fnrther than what I told him myself;
and lie admitted at the time that they shoutd receive com.
pensation.

Mr. CARON. We see here how difficult it is for the
Department to decide all such cases that are submitted to
it. When doctors differ it is difficult for the Department
to decide who is right and who is wrong. I regret extremely
any illness that may have been contracted by any
member of the force. Every case of that kind is always
thoroughly investigated, and we try to give every possible
help to the men who meet with any injury or contract any
disease while serving in the Militia force.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would observe to the hon. Minister
that these men were taken from Owen Sound to Toronto
on an open fiat car. It rained nearly ail the way to Toronto,
and I think this was one of the causes of the illnees from
which they suffered. The weather came out very hot
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immediately afterwards, and I understood that the water
they drank from the bay was unhealthy. It was doubtlesE
from these causes that they contracted the diease.

Mr. TAYLOR. I am pleased to see the provision mad
in the sixty-eighth section, but I think the word "liberal'
should be inserted before the word "provision." In th
town of Gananoque, where I reside, we have a Field Battery
of Artillery, which, I think, stands second to noue in
Canada, and I think the hon, Minister of Militia will agree
with me when I make that statement. I had the honor to
be present at Brockville last fall when that hon. gentleman
was there, and I think our company stood at the head of
the list. Some years ago, when the country was threatened
with a Fenian invasion, orders came from Ottawa for our
compgny to report themselves at Brockville on the shortest
possible notice. This order was received at nine o'clock at
nigbt, and next morning at eight o'clock they reported them.
selves for active service at Brockville, thirty.two miles dis-
tant. Last year, on the Queen's birthday, the same battery
received orders from the Department here to proceed to
Kingst6n tojoin in the celebration there. While on service at
Kingston, and performing their duty, one of the driVers,
Mfr. Join D épster, who was in charge of a team, met with
a fatàl-accident. His horse stumbled, and he fell, and waÉ
threwn on the road, and a cannon passed over him, killing
hini instantly. There was no fever, in this case, and no
disp.te about the matter. This case is now engaging the
attention of the Government, and When I say that this
yoing man had only been married three weeks before his
deátb, I think the flodse will admit that the Govern ment
ought to make liberal and ample provision for the care of
that ytug widow.

Mr, CRAON. I can tell my hon. friend that this matter
has receieyd the attention of the Government, and upon the
urgent sçlicitation of my hon. friend made in behalf of the
widow, the Government is reconsidering the matter.

Mr. IVES. While upon this clause, I beg to call the atten-
tion of the hon. Minister of Militia to a case which has been
receiving his attention for the last fifteen or sixteen moiths
and there is very great danger that if the consideration lasts
muchl lobger that the widow of the man who is killed may
starve to deth, possibly before bis consideration is ter-
minted. In this case my unfortunate friend had been mar-
rièd for 'a nmbèr of years, but still he was a comparatively
youilg man, and the injury he received was of a character
to fdader him perhaps as useless as he would have been if
he had died. I think it is a case that deserves the attention
of the hon. Minister, and I hope he will not take three
moiiths lohger to corne to a decision.

On section 78,
Mr. CARON. The only change in this section is intro-

ducing the law which prevails in England, and which is
taief-om the Army Act as to the attendance of witnesses
who are summoned to give evidence. We feel it necessary
tohave some provien by which ofences against the regu-
lations of the Militia force could be deait with. These
clauses have been submitted to the hon. Minister of Justice
for hie careful consideration, and I think they are fraught
with no danger to the civil liberties of the subject. For in-
stance, it ii provided that any refûsal to obey a court-
martial, or any contempt, caniot be tried by any court-
martial or military tribunal, but muet be referred to a civil
tribunal, the offence to be certified by the president of the
court-martial as an offence against the court-martial. If
thé act ia considered te be a contempt of the civil tibunals
I will have to deal with it, and while it is proper not to give
too extendê ore to a military tribunal it is properto
pr in. iribunals and ceurt-martials aaùstill-
wi to e otwitneWsu who lould refuse to po gve ei-

Ur. L axl

r dence necessary in the interest of justice and te carry out
* the law of the land.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the law as regards oaths and
e affirmations in courts-martial? Is it aocrding te the law
" of the Province in which the court-martial happens to sit ?
e Mr. CARON. It is according te the law prevailing in
Y the different Provinces.

Mr. BLAKE. The provisions seem to be reasonable;
the only point respecting which I have donbt is as te the
machinery. It is different with countries such as Er gland,
where all the civil courts are entirely under the control of
the central Parliament than what it is with us. What is

roposed to punish underthis Bill are not crnmal offences,
b ut suh acts as breaches of discipline. I do not know
whether the hon. gentleman has considered ho*' far the
local courts will be affected.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman has pointed out the
very difficulty which stared me in the face when I had to

3,provide this machinery. We know that in England,
France, and other continental nations, the military court is

, as perfect a court for the trial of the military as any court
under a civil code, and they act upon the code just as com-
pletely as they do in civil matters under the codes of law
which exist in the different countries. In Canada we found,
from our experience with "A" and "B" Batteries,that we had
offences to punish which we could not treat as cases,coming
before an ordinary magistrate, and it became necessary to
introduce into this Bill laws which I believe are not
antagonistie to our system of Criminal [jaw, ani which will
meet all the requirements of the force fer all time to cone.
Those laws afford no danger .to the subject, and meet the
requirements of the case.

On section 80,
Mr. O'BRIEN. I think there is a little ambiguity here.

One clause of the Bill gives power to an officer to call out
a company for drill. Is it intended te give the officer
power te prosecute a man who does net attend ?

Mr. CA RON. The clau-e provides for that case. I think
it is only right that it should do so.

On section 83,
Mr. CARON. This is a new provision, and it is inserted

for the following reason: We found last year that when
ovring to the latenees of the season, seamen were difficult
te get in Quebec, attempts were made by civilians to
induce members of 'A" Battery te desert, and this provision
is copied from the English Army Act providing for such a
case; although they have not frequently occurred, still
they may happen.

On section 89,
Mr. BLAKE. Do you intend to have any Militia in the

Territories at all?
Mr. CARON. We have in Prince Albert, and some other

of the Territories, several companies.
Mr. O'BRIEN. Suppose that a portion of the force in

Ontario was sent to the unorganized territories in the
Nortb-West, would they be under the same law as if they
were in the Province f'Ontario ?

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman and gallant officer
knows that if they were sent out on active service they
would be under military law, which would then apply te
the whole Dominion, and even outaide of the Dominion.

On section 90,
Mr. BLAKE. Have we still a Receiver-General?
Mr. CARON. We have, and all the money that we

rceive in the shage of pnalties li alwa vspaid over to him,
thøugh I thinc it shudeëreo he a ~
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On section 100,
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I would like to suggest to the hon

Minister of Militia, the advisability of iserting a clause in
this Bill, prohibiting the use of intoxicating drinks in the
camps. I know very well that in some parts of the Domin.
ion, intoxicating drinks are used very freely in camps, and
are supplied by the officers to the men. I am not aware
that there are any provisions prohibiting such conduct; if
there are, they are violated; and if not, I think it wise to
place them i this Act. We have the authority of the
greatest soldier of the day, for the statement that the mon
who abstained from intoxicating drinks altogether are the
men who are teobe the most relied upon; and also the
men who are capable of the greatest amount of
endurance; hence, I think, it would be well for the
hon. Minister, who evidently takes very great interest
in the military affairE of this Dominion, to have a
clause of that kind inserted, imposing a penalty on the
efficer who supplies intoxicating drinks to the men
while in camp. It seems to me teobe very proper that
such a provision should be in this Act, for this reason: we
expect the young men of this Dominion to join the
Militia. Many of those men are of temperate habits pre
vious to joining, but whilst in camp they are confronted
with the temptation of drinking intoxicating liquors, per-
haps for the tirst time in their lives, and many of them, I
am sorry to say, bave yielded to that temptation and have
become perfectly demoralized under the influence'of liquor
presented to them in camp by their superior officers. I
speak feelingly on this matter because I have a son in the
Militia, and may have two or three there in time perhaps. I
sincerely trust that the hon. Minister of Militia will think
favoiablv of this suggestion, and have a clause inserted in
the Act in that direction.

Mr. BLAKE. I think the hon. member who has just
spoken is a member of the Select Committee on the subject
ef th. Liquor Laws, and perhaps he may bring this matter
under the consideration of the Committee.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman knows that when the
Militia are out on service they are altogether controlled by
the rules and regulations of the army. They cover every-
thing, and the men are punished for every offence. The
sale oi intoxicating liquors is not allowed in any way to be
carried on during the oxistence of the camp.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. It may not be allowed but it is
carried on. It is well known that officers themselves supply
intoxicating liquors to fthe men whilst in camp.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I know it; I have seen it, and I

speak from experience. Since Ihave been in Ottawa I have
heard that the same thing occurs in other parts of the
Dominion. I have been told by those who are in the
Militia that the officers themselves supply intoxicating
liquors to the men in camp. The hon. leader of the Op-
position suggests that I should bring this matter up in the
Committee, but that is not the proper place. This is the
proper place and time.

Mr. WILLIAS. My experience is entirely different
from that ofthe hon. gentleman who has just addressed the
House. This ie a matter which is entirely controlled and
regulated by the Queen's JEe4gulations, as the hon. gentleman
will se. by referring to paragraph 60 of the regulations.

Mr. BLAKE. But is not paragraph 59 a little more
elastic ?

Mr. WILLIAMS. That does not apply to the Militia
Act of Canada.

Mr. O'BRIE. If any officer of the Militia suplies
liquor te the men, I have nover lhard of it, and ave
auendedLgood ianyAamps. I thipk thebon. gent1.man

is making a statement-no doubt ignorantly-altogether
void of foundation, when he says that the oliers have sold
liquor to their own advantage to the mon in camp.

Mr. SHAKESPEARE. I never Baid that an officer sold
liquor to the mon. I said that they gave it to them whilst
in camp.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Of course, if an oefficer chooses to give a
man a glass of liquor of his own I do not know of anything
to prevent him. My own opinion is in favor of having
regimental canteens, although I am aware that that system
ie condemned by some authorities. I have always been in
favor of having in camp canteens for the sale of beer and
other necessaries that the men like, entirely under regi.
mental control. You bring a lot of young men together in
camp who are not teetotalers at home, and who are, there-
fore, not likely led for the first time to drink intoxicating
liquors, and my experience is that it would be botter to
have these canteens controlled under the conditions of the
Queen's Regulations than to allow men who want liquor to
make excuses to go to the taverns in the towns. Yhave'
found that where these canteens àre established there is
less drinking than under the other system. Leaving out
the question of whether mon should be teetotalers or not,
which, of course, we cannot control, my experience is that
regimental canteens under proper control rather promote
sobriety and temperance than the opposite.

Mr. THOMPSON. While I would go as fhr as any
man in keeping liquor from the volunteers, I may say
that two years ago I attended camp at Niagara, where
I found that there were canteens in some regimentesand
none in others. I have found, when I wa detailed to
inspect the canteen, that no liquor was given or sold to the
kilowledge of the officers, and I found no liquor in them.

Ur. BLAKE. When is the Act to come into force ?
Mr. CARON. It is to come into force immediately,
Progress reported ; Committee so sit again.

THE CUSTOMS ACT, 1883.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 34) to amend and
consolidate the Acts respecting Customi.

Motion agreed to; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 7,
Mr. MITCHELL. What does this clause mean?
Mr. BOWELL. It is a clause that has been in the law

ever since there has been a Customs Act. It simply means
that if an article is entered for duty, and there is a difficulty
of deciding to which class of goods it belongs, the duty
charged is to be what is cbarged upon the article itmost
resembles, and if it resembles two articles, then the highest
rate of duty shall be charged.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to get the information.
The law may be the same, but we know that the adminis-
tration of the law is quite a different thing, and I know
that we have nover had so much trouble in .the administra-
tion of the law for the enforcement of the Ciatoms
regulations as we have had lately, and therefore we require
to examine this Bill very carefully.

Mr. BOWELL. I hope that in the administration of the
law, my hon. friend from Northumbexiand is satisfied ;that
we carry it out as it is on the Statute-book.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no doubt of that. What I
complain of is that sometimes the letter of the law is
strained too far. I would like to see a little relxation, and
a little more elastioity. Instead of the hon. gentleman
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saying, this is a cast-iron rule, and we will adhere to it, I
would take the spirit and the intention, not only of the law,
but of the people who deal and make entries.

Mr. BOWELL. Well, if that is the manner in which the
hon. gentleman wants the law to be administered, I do not
think he will find it so administered while I preside over
the Department. What I understand him to desire is that
a meaning should be applied to the law-to suit the particu-
lar case and the requirements of a person who has violated
the law. To attempt to carry it out in such a way as ho
suggests would be impossible, and you might as well repeal it.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not mean to say that you should
act upon the law so as to violate it, but I do say that when
-people in any mercantile business pursue the usual course
and happen from error or other cause to violate the law,
the circumstances should be taken into consideration, and
they should be dealt with liberally. That is what I mean
to say.

Mr. BOWELL. I mean to say that is done.
Mr. MITCHELL. I mean to say it is sometimes.
Mr. BOWELL. No one knows botter than my hon. friend

that when attempts are made to defraud the revenue, I am
not one of those who think that the parties so offending
should obe dealt with leniently.

Mr. MITCHELL. While I an quite willing to concede
that the hon. Minister makes every effort to administer the
law, I am under the impression that it is administered with
a severity that ought not to be characteristic of a Govern-
ment disposed to foster and encourage public industry and
public commerce, and that the hon. gentleman should not
lay down such rigid rules as he does, and as my own ex-
perience bas taught me ho has done in several cases.

Mr. BOWELL. Hear, hear.
On section 13,
Mr. BOWELL. I desire to add a new clause here, in

order to provide for fixing a value on foreign coins or
foreign paper money. At present we have to accept arbi.
trarily the values put upon foreign money, whether paper
or coin, by the Treasury Department of the United States;
but there has been no real authority for that, and I desire to
insert a clause to put that difficulty beyond dispute. In the
purchase of teas from China and Japan, or of sugars from
Brazil, invoices are very often made out in the currency of
the country from which the goods are imported; but that
currency fluctuates very much in value, and in order to
prevent any difficulty in the future, that upon the certificate
of some British or Foreign Consul being attached to the
invoice as to the value of the coin, that shall be accepted as
evidence of its true value. In other cases, it used to be the
practice to take the bill of exchange, which is sent to cover
the purchase, as the value for duty of the article imported.
This simply gives us the power to do what has been done in
the past during my administration, and, no doubt, during
the administration of my hon. friend. Thon, in order to
prevent constant demande for readjustment, when once the
bill of exchange is accepted as the value of the article for
duty, according to the value of the currency in the country
where it was purchased, the transaction is considered final.

On section 24,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause is made to apply to em-

ployés and officers of railway companies who are privy to
or aid or abet in unlawful importations. The penalty
formerly applied to goods unlawfully imported by vessels
and other vehicles, and not by railways. We now propose
to extend it to railways, but not to punish the railway com-
panies altogether; that is to say, this clause relieves the
Department from the necessity of seizing railway trains, but
if employés are privy to and aid in unlawful importations,
they ean be fined, instead of the railway train beng seized.

Mr. MrTouL.

On section 27,
Mr. BOWELL. We have added the words "shall go

without delay, when such vessel is anchored or moored,
directly to the Custom fouse." This places beyond dispute
cases where vessels have been in the harbor and the officers
have not gone ashore. Varions interpretations have been
given to this clause. The hon. member for Victoria (Mr.
Cameron) has given me one, and the hon. Minister of
Justice has advised me in another direction-that it shall
become necessary in all cases where vessels coming from
foreign ports, enter our harbors even from stress of weather
they shall report to the Custom louse why they are there.

On section 34,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause is to provide for cases of

vehicles crossing the border,with which, under the old law,
there was no power or authority to deal.

Mr. MITCHELL. Complaints have been frequently
made to me that an unnecessarily strict examination of the
baggage of travellers is made. I do not know whether this
clause applies to the case, or whether it leaves matters
pretty much as they are.

Mr. BOWELL. This clause does not provide for casses
mentioned by the hon. member, but simply that vehicles
when they have crossed the border shall at once report at
the Custom Hous.

On section 35,
Mr. BOWELL. There is a provision in the Merchants

Shipping Act, from which this clause is copied, giving cer-
tain powers to Custom House officers where there is no Re-
ceiver of Wrecks, and we thought to embody it in the Cus-
toms Act, so that every officer should know what his duty
was under the circumstances.

On section 38,
Mr. BOWELL. This is a clause added for the purpose

of comparing the importation of goods in registered vessels,
so that the Government can have some control over them.
There is a provision in the Customs Act of our neighbors of a
like character, only much more restricted, particularly on
the Pacific coast, where they prevent, under their coasting
laws, the employment of any vessel under thirty tons to
carry on the trade of the country. It was thought by the
Government it would be much more in the interest of the
revenue if the carriage of goods imported into Canada by
vessel should be confined to vessels haviug a register. There
is a great deal of this kind of smuggling, by bringing goods
in small boats across the St. Lawrence where it is impos-
sible for the Department to have proper surveillance on
them.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). There are no vessels without
a register, only row-boats.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; r.ow-boats and small sail-boats
which are generally used for the purpose of smuggling; and
we want to stop smuggling if possible.

On section 41, .
Mr. BOWELL. The old Act simply provides for the

entry of goods by the bill which the parties might have in
their possession. Great difficulty has arisen from the fact
of having bille of goods without any description whatever.
This clause provides what the bills of entry inwards shall
show.

On section 50,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause gives greater facilities for

warehousing goods by vessels. These words are new in the
third line:

If thev essel-owner or master deuires to warehouse the saie for re-
shi meat for the future use of the vestel, h collector may permit him
to o.
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That is, in osme he has taken out more stores than he re-
quires, and returns to port, it is proposed to allow the
owner or master of a fishing or any vessel-if he has ex-
warehoused goods for ship's stores, and some romain over
when he returns to port-to re-warehouse them and take
them out again, when ho goes to sea, without paying duty;
this is a little further concession to ship.owners.

On section 53,
Mr. BOWELL. Here is a somewhat important change.

The House will remember that last Session, or the Session
before, provision was made for reducing the value for duty
of goods, which had been injured-particularly grain, upon
which a specific duty was paid. Under the old law, dam-
aged goods were revalued for duty, when this wai ad
valorem ; but there was no such provision for goods paying
specific duty. This clause provides that any goods coming
into this country, whether they pay specific or ad valorem
duty, shall be reduced in value in proportion to the damage
done to the goods before they enter, and in cases of mixed
duty, then the value of the goods, when appraised, shall be
reduced to an ad valorem equal to whatever amount the
specific will be, and charged accordingly.

Mr. VAIL. By the appraiser ?
Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
On section 57,
Mr. BOWELL. This is a new clause:

Upon the collector, or appraiser, ascertaining the percentage of
damage-

This clause provides for the manner, or mode, in which
they shall arrive at a proper value-

Such percentage shall be deducted fromt the original value thereot,
and duty shall then be levied and.collected on such reduced value at an
ad eatorem rate which shall be e uivalent to the rate of speclfic or speciflc
and ad ealorem duty which shoud have been collected upon such goodis
if they had not been so damaged.

On section 66,
Mr. BOWELL. This is new, but is only carrying out

what we have been doing since we adopted the present
Tarif. It provides that:

The Governor in Couneil may appoint one or more appraisers, to be
called Dominion Customs Appraisers, with jurisciction at ail porte and
plces in Canada; and may alzo appoint (ustums Âppraisers with juris-
etion at such porte and places in Canada as may be designated in the

Order In Council in that behalf; and each such appraiser shall, before
acting as uch, take and subscribe the oath.

Which is provided in the old law. It simply extends the
power of the Governor in Council to the appointment of
Dominion appraisers, and designates that they shall have
authority in ail our ports.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). That is an improvement
on the old Act, which says that the Government shall
appoint.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes, I think that it is a decided
improvement.

Mr. BOWELL. No, no.
Mr. BLAKE. It is the first price.
Mr. BOWELL. It is the wholesale prie.
Mr. BLAKE. I shall ask the hon, gentleman to make

a statement on that subject, because I have seen within the
last few days, a few persons from the North-West, who
say-as they understaud it -that the rule has been applied in
cases in which they are concerned-and they are not ordi-
nary traders, but occasionally import in this way: the value
is fixed from the list price, which is not the price which
the goods are sold to the individual at ail, but prices
subject to discount for all persons. Certain goods were
specified to me, such as safe doors, and also safes, as having
been charged, and charged systematically at Winnipeg, at
prices that were far in excess of the prices at which they
were sold in the United States to the purchaser in that
country. I think they thought they were charging about
double the price.

Mr. BOWELL. The principlo of the Customs laws is
this: that the value for duty on any article purchased, say
in the United States, shall be the price at which it is sold
for home consumption in that country. In the case to
which the hon. gentleman refers, that of doors for safes
which are somewhat expensive, they were raised in value
when they were entered at Halifax, but that was doue on
the very best evidonce procurable in the United States that
the prices at which they were sold for importation to Canada
were lower than the prices at which they were sold for
home consumption. Difficulties often arise in this way: say
that my hon. friend should go to the manufacturer wanting
some of these articles, ho would get them at a certain price.
The agent who is selling for this same house would be
allowed a discount upon all the safe doors he could seou in
any part of the country, whether in the United
States or Canada. It las been ruled, and I think it is
strictly in accordance with the law, that the value
for duty is the price for which the article can be
purchased by any merchant going to the manufacturer and
purchasing it, and not the value for duty with the discount
which he pays the agent deducted from it. Another diffi-
culty has also arisen, and it will present i.tself to any mer-
chant, and, no doubt, to my hon. friend also, and it is this: a
wholesale merchant goes to the manufacturer in the United
States and purchases very largely. He may buy a hundred
dozen of a particular article, say shovels. That man gets
a larger discount than a smaller merchant who goes to the
same manufacturer and buys say twenty dozens. The ruli ng
of the Department bas been thitis: that if the discount which
is given to the Canadian merchant who purchases largely
be no greater than that which is given to the merchant who
purchases them for sale in the United States, hoe is allowed
the full amount of the discount; and from this reasoning
that it is true the wholesale market value in the United States
for that quantity or number of articles sold.

On section 68, Mr. BLAKE. That is to say, if any United States manu-
facturer makes a distinction between the large purchaserMr. BOWELL. This is different from the old Customs and the small purchaser, then the Canadian merchant whoAct, but the principle was adopted by the House, in the happons to be a large purchaser, gets the benefit of the sameTarif Resolutions a few years ago, when it was provided, line of discouut. In the other case, one difflculty which

that the value for duty should be the value of the goods in occurs to me-perhaps te hon. gentleman will remove itthe country in which they are purchased when sold for -is of this kind. The hon. gentleman suggests the case ofhome consumption. agents. Now, there may be some firns-and I believe there
Mr. BLAX. I understood the system, on which this are some-that conduct their business of sale tbrough agente

clause in the law was administered, when he explained it who act as commission housses, and whose sales are, there-
some time ago, to be-the evidence was taken, in case of a fore, in effect, retail sales. If, instead of selling to whole-
dispute between the importer and the Customs authorities; sale merchants for their own account, who then sells to the
and they received such evidence as was availablo on both ultimate consumer of the article-the last purchaser-the
sides with the view of arriving at what the price was, at sale is made to an agent or person who buys on commis.
which the goods were ordinarily sold by the manufacturer sion, the discount would seem to be analagous to the price
or jobber-it is not the retail price, I understand. I to the wholeale merchant in the other case; but I eaun
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hardly think that the proportion given to me conld possibly
have been correct without there being some error u the
application of the law. 1 am not at all objecting to the'
general principle which the hon. gentleman lays down as to
the administration of the law. It is, I believe, the fair way
in which the law should be administered, but I think in
whatever form the producer of the article-the manufac-
turer-conducts bis business, it shouli be that which-is
equivalent to the wholesale price in the country of consump-
tion, whicb should be the measure of the price at which the
article should be entered for duty.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman is quite correct, and
that is the principie on which decisions have been given by
the Department. The particular case to whicb he refers I
will illustrate in this way. The agent employed in the sell-
ing of these safe doors visited Ottawa, and I put this question
to him: "Supposing I were living in Utica, and went to
Boston to the manufacturer, and asked him to seli me a set
of these doors, would he charge me the same price that you
received from the Halifax merchant? " He said:Yes."
" Then," I said, "you stand in the position of an agent deat.
ing directly with the manufacturer, who is responsible to
the party towhom besells?" He replied: "Yes." "And
he gives you the commission which he would take out of
the merchant if he sold directly to him ? " He said: ''"Yes."
" Then," I said, "the value of the article for duty is the
value put on that article in case I was a merchant purchas-
ing for home consumption in the United States. Any
arrangements you may have with the nanufacturerwe bave
nothing to do with." In other words, if the merchant went
to Boston to purchase a set of doors. tbey were sold at the
same price the agent paid for them. The only differenco
in that case would be hat he would take the reponsibility
in case there was credit, or any loss which might accrue to
him, while in the other case he would hold the agent re-
sponsible.

Mr. BLAKE. The only point on which we differ is that
it seems to me that this is practically insisting upon the
retail price of the goods being the price for which they are
entered for duty, because the bon. gentleman puts the case
of simply a pair of doors being purchased. Now, it may
be-though I do not know much about the business-that
this particular businets is carried on in the way to which i
referred, and in that case-

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman will excuse me,
but that is where he is in error. This is a special case in
which the whole business is conducted precisely in the
manner 1 have stated. They do not sell a merchant, say,
half a dozen or so, but the articles are manufactured
specially for some particular places or buildings, and couse-
quently the rule which pertains to the sale of a large
quantity of any particular article does not apply in this
case.

Mr. BLAKE. But the practical result in this particular
article is that it is the retail price %t which it is entered ?

Mr. BOWELL, There is no wholesale price, conse-
quently you cannot apply a wholesale principle.

Mr. BLAKE. There is no wholesale price because the
system is one of a commission intervening between the
ultimate purchaser and the manufacturer, instead of the
wholesale merchant.

Mr. BOWELL. But if the contractor purchased directly
himself instead of through an agent he would pay to the
manufacturer the same sum that he pays the agent. But
if he buys through an agent, by adopting the principle laid
down by my hon. friend, then he would save the duty upon i
whatever amount of commission there might bepaid to him
by the manufacturer. The ouly possible principle we can
adpt is to take the pioe obaged f»r tke article by te 1

Mr. BLAZa.

manufacturer to any person who would go to his establiah-
ment and purchase it.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman knows, of course, that
some manufacturers have a set of prices for retail and a set
of prioes for wholesale, and, of course, he would adopt the
wholesale prices for the party who was entering goodesand
who obtained them at the lower price. He would not
charge them up at the retail price but at the wholesale
price.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Does the same rale apply to the collection

of duties on safes as is applied to vault doors'?
Mr. BOWELL. No; I do not consider the business of

selling safesis conducted on the same principle. The diffi-
culty witb safes, we find from all the information we could
obtain, is that the American manufacturers sell to Canadian
consumers cheaper than they can sell to their own people,
because they are recouped by a drawback, and this leads to
a great deal of difficulty of valuing imported goods. That
there may be errors, I am not prepared to deny.

Mr. BLAKE. But the principle applied to safes, so far
as the Department knows, is to charge the duty of the
wholesale price in the United States.

Mr. BOWELL. Yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. While we are on this question I wish

to put a case which bas occurred. Suppose aperson wishes
to buy half a dozen locomotives, and goes to a United States
manufacturer and makes a contract for their manufacture
and delivery; it takes three months to ooustruct them;
suppose they cost $8,000. but by the time tbey are ready fr
dolivery the price riscs 5 or 10 per cent. Wili the duty be
charged on the invoice price, or on the price that prevails at
the time of delivery ?

Mr. BOWELL. The law is very clear and distinct on
that point. The Customs Act on the Statute-book, when
the present Governiment came into power, provided that the
value should be the invoice price, no matter what that was.
If the hon. gentleman made a bargain to-day for the delivery

.of an engine six months hence, and paid $10,000 for it, and
if the value of engines decreased so that at the end of the
six months it was worth only $7,500, the value for duty
would be the actual amount paid for the engine; but if, on
the contrary, the engine had increased in value and becarne
worth $15 000, then, under the old law, he would have had
to pay duty on the $15,000 value. The present law provides
for the payment of the duty upon the value of the article,
whatever it may be at the time of exportation from the
eountry whence it comes. If the hon. gentleman contracts
to-day for engines, for which he has to pay $10,0 10, qn
delivery three months hence, and if they rise in value to
$12,500 at the time of paying the duty, he would have to
pay the duty on $12,500. If, on the other hand, they
decrease in value to $7,500, he would have to pay the duty
upon the decreased value. That is the principle upon which
we act, and that is the law.

Mr. MITCHELL. When the hon gentleman says he
will charge the duty on the value on the article at the
time it is entered, I want to know how that value is asuer-
tained. He sends an expert to the different .manqfacturers
in the United States, perhaps when business is slack, and
he finds that because business is slack, the manufacturers
will manufacture for less than they did three months ago;
but he gets their prices to-day for locomotives to be
delivered three rconths hence, because they cannotgive the
price of locomotives off-hand, as though tbey were kept
in stock. I want to know from the hon. Minister of Cus-
toms whether, under the circumstances, he would take the
price locomotives were contracted for, or the price hi@
expert gets for 1ncomotives delivred three months hence.
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Mr. BOWELL. I thought I was sufficiently explicit. I

said that no matter what you may have purchased the engine
for, the duty would be charged upon the value of the article
at the time it was entered. If you go to England and order
a hundred tons of iron at £10 per ton, to be delivered next
spring, and the price falls to £7 10s. at the time the iron
is put on shipboard at Liverpool, the duty would be charged
upon £7 10s. On the contrary, if you had paid £7 10s. for
the iron and it had increased in value at the time of
exportation to £10 per ton, you would pay the duty on
£10.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not speaking of an article like
iron or cotton or goode of that kind, deliverable at once, but
of an article like locomotives, which it requires him to
manufacture and deliver.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). The hon. Minister says the
rule works both ways. If the price goes up you are at a dis-
advantage; if it goes down you get the benefit. Have the
officers the power to deduct as well as to add to invoices at
their option ?

Mr. BOWELL. Yes; under the law as amended two
Sessions ago. I have a case in my mind's eye of a hard-
ware merchant in St. John, N.B., the market price of whose
iron when he entered it was lower than when he purchased
it, and having proved that fact beyond doubt by documents
from Liverpool, we made the rebate.

Mr. VAIL. Tho hon. Minister of Customis is quite right.
It will be impossible to regulate the matter in any other
way. A merchant in Halifax bays molasses and sugar,
which he leaves in the hands of the West India merchant
until some months later. Iu the meantime the prices ad-
vance, and an individual who purchases at the end of that
time pays a higher rate. Both come into port at the same
time, and it would be unfair that the first merchant should,
pay less duty because ho bought at a cheaper rate. The
meaning of the Customs Act is: that an ad valorem duty
shall be paid on the value of the goods in the. port at the
time the goods were exported.

Mr. HiESON. Tho hon member for No: thumberland is
correct in asking explanations of this important clause, but,
it is very evident that the hon. member would be glad to
take a rebate on the price of his locomotives if the price1
had declined, and, admitting this, the course taken by the
hon. member was perfectly correct. My hon. friend must1
expect to take the risk of the market the same as any other
importer.

On section 72)
Mr. BLAKE" The operation of this clause seems to be

very onerous with respect to the duty on packers of crock-
ery. I understand from this clause there is no deduction
from the invoice price, untess there is a special charge for
the amount of the package. In the case of crockery the
packages forn a large portion of the cost, although not sepa-
rately invoiced, and that is not so in the case of dry goods.

Mr. BOWELL. This has been the law for the last ten or
fifteen years. The packages on goods, particularly in the
line reiorred to, were placed in the Statute for this reason.:
that crockery is sold in the Old Country in crates or pack-
ages in the same manner as for exportation. Take the case
of hardware, which is sold in a barrel or box. That forms
part of the value of the article for duty, but the barrel in
which they are contained does not under these circum-
stances. if you purchase coal oil, for instance, so much a
gallon for fifty gallons, then the barrel is extra for duty at
a certain price, but if you purchase an article the package
containing which forms part of the value of the whole, then
it is not chargeable for duty.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad this matter has come up,
bocause I have been written to on the subject by more thau

one person engaged in the trade. I think a great injustice
is being done to particular trades. Under the law in re-
lation to dry goods and hardware, the packages in which
these goods are imported come in duty free, but if you take
it in relation to crockeryware you find that the crates which
cost 15s. in England, but which are worth practi-
cally nothing here, or at most 80 cents or $1, are charged
a duty. Now, I will give my hon. friend an illustration
which was given to me by a crockeryware merchant in
Montreal, who is an importer of goods whicb are considered
hardware. lie imports a dozen bundles of oil lamp burners;
he imports at the same time and from the same source a
dozon barrels of lamp chimneys for the very same lamps
for which the burners are purchased. The barrel in which
the chimneys are enclosed is charged for duty, the barrel
in which the burners are enclosed comes in free; lu other
words, the hardware branch of the business is charged
nothing for packages, but the crockery branch of the busi-
ness is charged for packages. Take a case of crockery cost-
ing $10. It is charged 15s. sterling, or £2 10s. to £3. The
crate in wbich it is enclosed costs 15s. sterling, and thon the
carriage in England, shipping charges, freight, and overy-
thing else is added to the value of the package as well as the
crate.

Mr. EOWELL. In England the inland transportation is
not added.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed that it is. But we
will suppose the inland charges are not added, but the crate
itself is added. He has not only got to pay duty on the $10
or $12 of property enclosed in that crate, but 20 or 25 per
cent. duty on the crate itself, which is not worth more than
80 ets. A gentleman, who is particularly well informed on
this subject, and who showed me the hardships of his trade,
said to me: " I do not desire to interfere with the National
Policy; if they wish more duty, lot them put the duty on
the goods, but don't lel them set up the dry goods and hard-
ware trades as having their packages free of duty, and
charge for the packages of the trade in which I am engaged,
unless they can show some good reason." Now, if there
is any reason why the crockery trade should be charged for
the packages, and other trades not charged, I would like to
know it. I am sure that this incongruity las crept in
accidentally and should be set right.

.Mr. VAIL. Thore seems to be something about coal oil
which is excessive. When you come to take the amount of
duty and add to it the duty on the barrel, and the inspection
besides, it amounts to a large sum. For instance, a barrel
of coal oil containing 50 gallons wine measure, costing 11
ets., we will say, in the States, would amount to $5.50, and
the barrel costs 81.25, making in ail 86.75. The price of the
barrel is fixed at $2 for duty, although costing 81.25; add
inspection, - O ets., and you have a very considerable total
cos. 1 cannot think that is the intention of the Act. It
seems to me straining a point to make the duty so excessive.

Mr. BOWELL. This is a fair question to discuss when
the hon. Finance Minister has the Tarift before the .House.
We are only discussing now the mode of collecting that
excessive tax to which he refers.

Mr. VAIL. I was only following my hon. friend from
Northumberland in the matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister has not replied to
my observations.

Mr. BOWELL. I have simply to repeat what I said
before, that it is a mode of charging duty which bas existed
since I have been in the House. I remember well a discus-
sion that occurred on this very question when Sir Francis

incks was Finance Minister, and I think my hon. friend
was Minister of Marine and Fisheries in the same Cabinet.
it was thon that this particular duty upon packages was
put on the Statute-book. The quetion a mto the propriety
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of continuing it is one which may fairly be discussed. If
my recollection serves me aright the reason given for putting
a tax on the crate as well as upon its contents, or rather
making the crate part of the value, was that crockery of
that kind is sold in the home market in the same condition
in which it is sent here. Unless you buy in small quanti-
ties it is put in crates. Another dimiculty has arisen as to
the value of these crates. My hon. friend from North-
umberland says the value of a crate is 15s. in England;
my impression is that it averages from 17s. 6d. to 21s.-
I euppose varying in price. I have been told by those who
have been administering the law that the difficulty is this:
that particularly in this branch of business the merchant at
home, or in the country where the purchase is made, would
put a very large and excessive value upon the crate and a
consequent reduction upon the contents of the crate. When
the purchaser entered bis goods in Canada, while he would
make a truthful declaration that that was the cost of the
goods to him, the revenue would lose just in proportion
to the difference between the actual value of the crockery
and the additional value placed upon the crate. Probably my
predecessor may have some recollection of the difficulty
that presented itself in that respect. But this is a
particular kind of intricate mode of defrauding the revenue
which may occur in the case of any goods that are imported.
But if the package clause be repealed in the line laid down
by the hon.leader of the Opposition, and the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), then it will be equal to a
reduction of the ad volorem duty on the price of the articles
to that extent, and as the hon. gentleman says, if there is
an ad valorem duty on the goods that is also payable on the
crate. If the value of the crate be deducted and that is one-
third of one-half value of the whole, it will be equivalent to
a reduction of the ad valorem duty of that amount. These
are the only reasons I know that induced the former
Parliament and Government to adopt this clause. The
old law relating to packages, and the present one identical
with it, was as follows:-

"I No deluction from the value of goods contained in any invoice shal
be allowed on account of the assumed value of a package or packages,
where no charge for such package or packages has been made in such
invoice ; and where such charge is made it shail be the duty of the
Customs oflicer to see that the charge is fair and reasonable, and
represents no more than the original cost thereof."

There is a special provision made in regard to molasses
and sugar; so the law does not apply exclusively to
crockeryware. The 31st clause of the old law provides
specially for the addition of the value of packages to the
articles for duty; but there has been a special provision
made in the late Tariff Act, to relieve from duty packages
containing sugar and molasses when the importation is
direct from the country of growth to this country, and that
was done for the purpose of encouraging direct trade as
much as possible, and the bringing of those articles in our
own ships to our own ports.

Mr. RITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has dealt with
only one point. I refer to the importation of hardware in
barrels from the United States, which barrels are not
charged for duty, while crockery crates are so charg-
ed. lu regard to the importation of molasses, it
must be remembered that barrels form part of the
article, as molasses cannot be sold, except at retail,
without the casks. With respect to the value of
crates, I think it is a hardship that one of the value of £2
or £3 sterling, containing goods which will be consumed by
poor people, should be asked to pay duty, while another
costing £12 or £15 sterling, and containing goods for the
rich, is admitted free. The hon. Minister has stated that
this discrepancy in the Customs Law prevailed while I was
in the Ministry. No doubt, but I attended to my own
Department, and puid little attentioz to the Customs Depart.

Mr'. BOWRLL.

ment. No doubt this distinction crept into the Act by mis-
take, and now that the attention of the hon. Minister has
been called to the incongruity, ho will be prepared to have
it amended.

Mr. BLAKE. This is a question of considerable impor-
tance. I do not very well understand the principle on
which those particular clauses to which the hon. gentleman
referred as having beon taken from the Tarif Act of 1874,
are introduced here, unless it is intended to bring in ail
clauses which bear on duty on packages.

Mr. BOWELL. The clause coming from the Tariff Act
has nothing to do with this clause. If the hon. Minister
will look at clauses 70 and 71 ho will observe they are from the
Tariff Act of 1879, and they refer exclusively to the manner
in which you shall judge of the value of an article, declaring
that drawback shall not be deducted in the one case.

Mr. BLAKE. What about clause 77?
Mr. BOWELL. That is under the old Customs Act; but

I pointed out that under the Tariff Act, there is a special
provision made which applies to packages containing sugar
and molasses, when imported direct from the country of
growth. That is net included in this Bill because it is liable
to be changed at any time.

Mr. BLAKE. My information is that hardly a fraction-
able percentage of the cheap crockery imported in crates is
sold in the original packages, and therefore the thoory to
which the hon. Minister bas referred as justifying the count-
ing of the value of the packages as part of the va'ue of the
goods does not apply. Take a barrel containing hardware
packed in paper and tied up. The wholesale importer who
pays duty upon the barrel, takes the articles out and selle
them in the other packages, and therefore the barrel is no
part of the value of the goods. Bo with respect to crockery
ware. It is not sold in crates, but the crates are broken up.
The actual cost of a crockery crate after the
duty has been paid is about $5.65, and as only
65 cts. is obtained there is here an enormous
increment in the cost of the goods. These goods upon which
this impressive tax is imposed, are those upon which the
cost for charges, packages and freight bears an enormous
proportion of the whole cost. They are bulky and fragile,
they require careful packing and involve a heavy freight
charge, and the practical result is that when laid dowi with
the duty imposed at that rate, the advance is equal to 70, 80,
or 90 per cent. And that is irrespective of the importer's
profit. Under these circumstances, I do not see how it can
be reasonably defended that there should be a duty to this
extent on packages which constitute so large a proportion
of the cost of the goods. The ion. Minister has said, that
the reason is that when duties are charged otherwise, only
on the goods without the packages, the importers frequently
charge the packages too high and the goods too low, and
that is not confined, as this clause 72 proves, to this class of
goods, because the hon. gentleman guards against other
trades-there are tricks in all trades, they say. I find:

" No deduction from the value of goods contained in any invoice shall
be allowed on account of the aaumed value of a package or packages,
where no charge for such package or packages bas been made in such
invoice ; and where sub charge is made it shall be the duty of the Ou-
toms oficer t see that the charge is fair and reasonable, and represents
no more than tihe original cost thereof."

So it is obvious that the legislation obeerved that
where there was a charge made in the invoice there
was a temptation sometimes too great for the virtue
of the parties conoerned to put too large a charge in, and
the Custome officer had to adjust the charge. The hon.gen-
tleman has had au opportunity pretty well to ascertain the
cost of packages as they really and legitimately ought to
be. For a long time there has been no temptation whatever
to exaggerate the ceSt of the package, to the prejudice of
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the cost of the goods, inasmuch as both were dutiable; and,
therefore, it is very easy to tell, unless there bas been some
very serious change in the cost of material, now, and for
a good while to come, what the cost of the package would
be, and I, therefore, hope that what the hon. gentleman
said is worthy of consideration and will be considered.

Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman misnuderstood me.
What I intended to say was, that crockery was sold in the
Buropean market in. crates for home consumption in the
same manner as they are sold to those who purchase for
export to Canada, and consequently the crate forms part of
the value of the goods purchased; and that is one of the
reasons why this rule is followed. The same principle pro-
vails through the whole of the Customs Act; but whore an
article is purchased in which the package forms part of the
value of the whole contents, then it is not dutiable.

Mr. BLAKE. I may say I have seen a considerable
number of invoices of crockery of this description; and, of
course, it was no object to the manufacturer to invoice the
goods in a different way than ordinarily was his custom in
trade, because the packages are dutiable ; and invariably
the invoices contained the cost of the goods and package
separately, from which I assumed that the goods are not
sold at one price, ineluding the package, and that the ordi-
nary course of the trade is to charge for th goods and
package separately.

Mr. BOW ELL. Of course, my hon. friend only speaks
for those ho has seen.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly.
Mr. BOWELL. This point I will bring under the notice

of my colleagues, and I will see whether they are prepared
to accept that proposition; but the House will bear this in
mind that, if the crate is deducted from the value for duty, it
is just a reduction of that much duty on the article itself,
and thus it does not carry with it the same protection to
the manufacturer, with which my hon. friend says ho has
no desire to interfere, because in proportion to the amount
you deduct from the invoice, so in proportion you lessen the
duty on the contents.

Mr. MITCHELL. One of the chief importers in Canada
of crockery said to me: "I have no desire to reduce the
protection of the crockery trade in Canada at al.'

Mr. BOWELL. He told me the same thing.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am quite willing, if the duty is not

sufficient, to soe imposed an additional duty on the goods
equivalent to the value of the packages; but the point com-
plained of is the d uty put on unfairly, because the same
cost is inourred in a crate of goods that is charged £2 10s.
and £2 as for a crate which costs £14 or £15; and the
extra cost comes on the poor man. There is another point:
The gentlemen in the crockery trade feel that they are un-
fairly legislated against, because their packages are charged
when others come in free.

Mr. HESSON. I was in the business some years ago,
and imported in the original packages; thon I had no daty
to pay on the packages; the invoice charged the value of
the goods, which, no doubt, covered the cost of the package.
I have also bought packages of goods in this country, from
importers, and thon got a discount of 12J or 15 per cent.,
according to the quality of crockery, if I took the risk of
breakage; but if the packages were broken, the i mporters
charged for the packages, although they had paid no duty,
on them. I would be very glad if the hon. Minister of Cus-
toms withdrew charges on all packages of any kind or char-
acter. Molasses, for iustance, is usually iniported in pun-
cheons, and then barrelled. Barrels can be made in this
country; and the oiginal packages are absolutely valueless;
and if a duty is cbargod on them, it is unfair. I have also
imported dry goods from Glasgow and other places, and the
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duty I had to pay was a very high charge-£1 5 . for
an ordinary case, which, when emptied in my shop, could
not be sold for 50 ets. ; and I think that this is not fair. I
think that the reference of the hon. member for Northumber-
land as to the duty on packages, is worthy of consideration;
and I fancy it would be a stop in the right direction to
withdraw all charges for original packages. The trade
would be the botter of it, and besides the revenue could
afford it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the hon. Minister did not
desire to go the whole way, but to retain the protection
which the Tariff designs to give to the manufacturer, could
ho not settle on a fixed value for crates, to be equivalent to
the value paid by the manufacturer here ; and this would
leave the latter with the precise amount of protection
which the Tariff designs to give him, while it would afford
relief in the direction desired.

Mr. BOWELL. The law does not give the Government
or Minister power to fix an arbitrary value; and if it be
thought advisable by the House that the Government should
have this power, I have no objection.

On section 73,
Mr. BO WELL. This is only making law that whieh has

been the practice. Take, for instance, a package of hard-
ware which is put up with cord or wire and paper. The
value of the package which surrounds the article and is old
with it is made part of the value for duty.

Progress reported; Committee to sit again.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 11:45 o'clock'p.m.) the House
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Friday, 13th April, 1883,

The SPEAKER teook the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaaYEas.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. WH1TE (Cardwll, presented the Third Report of
the Select Committee app.>inted to supervise the reporting
and printing of the Debates, and moved the adoption thereof.
He said : The Committee recommend that hereaftor, when
the Debates reach 1,200 pages or upwards, they shall be
bound in two volumes. Last year they reached 1,700 pages,
and being bound in one volume it was bound altogether too
bulky.

Motion agreed to

ELECTORAL FRANCfTS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 107)
respecting the Electoral Franchise. H1e said: I do not
propose to invite discussion on the measure until itis in the
hands of hon. members, but I may state shortly what the
principle of the Bill is. The principle is that the franchise
shall be uniform throughout the Dominion, so that the sanmp
classes shall have the franchise in the varions Pravincne.
As far as Ontario and Quebec are concerned the Bill will
operate on the whole as an enlargement of the franchise.
It will affect other Provinces variously according to the
principles on which their various present franchises are
framed. It is proposed after a given date that votes in cities
and towns and incorporated villages shall have the samn

1883.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 13,

qualifications. Every person who bas been a resident for resident fw one yegr next before the said lst day ofNovem
a year, and is not disqualified in any way, and is a British ber in the ycar of Our Lord 1883, or in any subïequent year
subject either by birth or naturalization, shail have a vote That is a late alteration 1 have made in the Bd], to provid<
if the owner of real property within any sucb city or town, for eaFes where men who have onveyed their property t
or part of a cit y or town, of the actual value of $300-in their sons or children on condition of support, and reserv
Ontario it is $400 at present-or is the tenant of real pro- as security a morigage on the property.
perty within any city or town, or part of a city or town, Mr.HLA KE. What is to ho the amount of the iucome ?
under a lease for not less than one year, at an annual rental
of at lea«st $20-it is $30 at present- who has been in po-s- Sir JOH A. MACDONALI. $400. Then as regards
session thereof as such tenant for at least one year next be- counties, farmer's sons, such eau quatify if ho is a farmer's
fore the 1st day of November, 1883. The date will sin not othcrwise qualified as a voter, and who is rosideni

be fixed by the House after mature consideration. The and bas been r&dent contiRuously on the farm of his father
bona fide occupant of real property within any such city or mother (after the death et bis father) in such electoral
or town, or part of a city or town, of tho actual value of dî.tiet for one year next prior to the 1ht day of November
$300, whether such occupation bc under a license of in t1-9Yenr of Our Lord 1883, or in any subsequent year, i
occupation or agreement, to purchase from the Crowrn île said farm hc of suflicient value if cqually divided
or from any other person or corporation, or whether ainngst thcm as co-owners, to qualifV a.;voters under thi
tho same exists in any ottier inanner except as owncr or Act. It is, in fact, the farmer' sons'qualification given by
tenant, provided in any case that such person bas been in the Ontario Act, and which ha; hitherto not been cxtended
posseseion of said roal property as such occupant for on to anyother Province. This principle I propose to apply t
year next before the lst day of Novemnber, 1883, or in anyancie. JIpropose to extend
subsequent year, and is and bas been for said tine lic theito other classes than the ciass of farmer's sons, namely,
enjoyment for the use ofsuch occupant, of hei revennes and te .9son of any owner of real proporty, and not otherwise
profits thereof, or, in the caso of a married man, for his own qualiflcd 10 vote, and who is and bas beon resident con-
use or for the use of his wife ; or is a resident within suc) tinuoasly with bis father (or with bis mother after the death
city or town or part of a city or town, and derives an income of his father) bcing su.h owner, in sucb city or town or part
from some trade, calling, office, or profession of not le thi,1 ofa cily or town 1r one year next prior to the lst day of
$400 annually, and who ias been such resident for ne yrNovmber, in the year of Our Lord 1883, or ia any subse-
next before thresaids nost day rf Novn efber, ote3,soa quent year.
sequent year. Thosc are the previý-1oiioîîsinruspuect.lucitie hat isaMLAKE. And is the qualification the same as fo
and towns. In the counties týýic voter s bLe vcry ponson forîner's sons? Must the value of the propirty posufficient
whoisoftheago of twnty-one yeasatd is not risn cirueolinicnd to deabie tinmo r vote as toownersa?
by this Act, or oterwis by any awof' the DminionofaSiJOsiyN A. MACDONALD. Yoes. The same son and
Canada, or provented rom votitig; is a British subjeet the faher must nt only obe the occupant but the ownoer.
by -birth or naturalization ; is the owner ofrealpro-jf course, in towns, if the father was 4ot the owner, and the

pfe$20;yoisthteanuc t oroal disricet ofth ntual vaueh son was to bave a vote also, it would be simply universal
cosuffrage, f thefarmers sons franchise in Ortaro the

electoral district, uider a lease for flot boss thsn a yoar, at faoer must he the occupant and the owner in order that
an annual rentai of at hast $20 amoney or skind, ter o hifat

who as ben n posesson hercf assuc tennt or osmhe (ater the de aofhathnerisuhlelecatiora

who as eenin ossssin throo assuc teantIorunmarrieci women will have a vote, that is to say, th' y wili
at least one year next before the Ist day o? November, have the riht toe vote, if tey have the qualification, the
1883, or in any subsequent year, iand has really and bona sI
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whoanis o he ags twoente a tenot diualifiehd tc cie, and that the tenure of office shah hoduring goed
byh tenanct, obeer oherwsebo und lather oinio nb o Sbebavior. But sno officer-thisbeing a Bibi affecting th

Cteana for rteente for votme; 1s a s oea-suec hpriviteges o the nouse, the electorat tfranhise, and the

ber in eah of said years resreectively; or is tbe ba fide ohean-hs onifte the ate-noteonsponod te
occupant of reaiapropertywithi sucoptora districthofmbv any suchs rfrgI te creMers ses fmanceis ti o trothe
the actual value of $200 whether sncb occupationkd h sr n o mavoto. I ti may t e thisqualiftono
under a beenso of occupoion oragreement tepurehas oremo d w i a vote cf thisflouse, instad to a Superior

from the rown, or from any other potso or copor- Cavet righ to voteo? îifth uae. the quliationithetien, or ntany susen years an has realy annbonbarsters arc ayted fur two yairs by the Lord Chan-
id ad owneyer tenats pro pertiany caethnat ressranchis hprovieq esfor an appeal a to matters of

exceptdaowberpaidtentitle such tenant tosvote snhale law to tfcSuperior aurt, but o e revising barrister and
person has been upossessiono asaidr al propeqty ar cuc onsJudge tenes the oe and fealjundg oast Judatters of fact.
ocupant for one year next before theI st day of November se shotly ta ache permsof the Bi . I will not trouble
a the arof Our Lord 1883,orin anyesbsequent ear i w endth e with îte nachintey. Tho Bil is in type, and it
is andot been for said tene in fe enjoym t for the use ofrevisine oicer for fe cons
such occupant, of the revenues and profits therof her in the ng

ten nces e uch as wold nttleth te an t voe iad -eh vr. B tTu h ocr-sb eing aa b asf e t oh

cbe ofamarried ean, for bis own use or foi the usoa fdhi a nr of c tol o enmanh-s ihod o
wife; or is a resident within sueh elctoralt district of duwho nt maio the Blil cfvoters primarily. t
derives an ince from some trade, offea casin, tr potsaes- wr tJOhe i A. MACo bONALD. The revising barrister.

isin of bot les than $400 annualy anudj ho fs been suc11e bas te take tho assesstnnt roland the voters' listotin
Sir TouN A. MAODONALD.
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the different constituencies as being prima facie evidence,
and hold a court as in England; any person who has to
make a caim, puts it in before him, and there can be the
same system of objections that now exist in the two
Provinces with which I am most familiar, Ontario and
Quebec.

Mr. MACKENZIE. He has to correct the list. He bas
to make out the list from his documents.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He makes out the
original list-yes. I move the first reading of tbe Bill.

Mr. BLAKE. Mr. Speaker: I do not propose to enter on
any discussion, which the hon. gentleman suggests woufld
be inopportune to-day, as to the details of tho measure
which the hon. gentleman has introduccd, at this moment.
Some of them are details which it is very important to con.
aider, not merely in reference to that Province-the
franchise of the Province of Ontario, from which the hon.
gentleman's inspiration seems to be tolerably largely drawn,
but also with reference to the operation of the franchio for
the several other Provinces of tie Dominion, wilh which 1,
as well as himself, may be less familiar than with the
operation of that Province. I recollect, Sir, unless the
franchise has been very seriously altered in sonie of the
Lower Provinces, that there is bore a mixed quilification,
of real and personal property, very small in proportion,
which is required of each class. How far the f ranchise
which the hon. gentleman proposes as a uniforrm one, may
effect that class of the population, Ido not know; but speak-
ing at this moment, it seems to me that tho ebjeci ion which
he took a number of years ago in this Chamber, when ihe
hon. gentleman proposed a uniform franchise for the last
time up to the present, namely, that thero would be a very
considerable disfranchisement from the operation of the
voters, the fishing voters particularly, in some of the Mari-
time Provinces, would apply also to this measure. The
view that bas been taken on the other side on this subject.
is the general evidence, and the question of exponse as well.
All point to the retention, so long as no practical evil is
established to exist from that retention, of the local and
Provincial franchise; and 1 observe on this occasion that the
hon. gentleman has addressed hinself not to reply to those
arguments, which were formerly so potent, that they,
prevailed to cause him, although thon at the head of the
G-overnment, with a very large majority in the House,
to abandon his measure not to be renewel until this time.
I regret very much, Sir, that this measure bas been brought
before this House at this stage of the Session. I have often
wished the hon. gentleman a long life, because I know no
one who requires a greater period for repentance than ho
does; and if he employs the prolonged years, with which I
hope he may yet be blessed-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With which the country
may be blessed.

Mr. BLAK R. Tn the same manner in which ho has em-
ployed those which have lapsed since be last brought in a
Franchise Bill, I am afraid that the last stage of that man
will be worse than the first; because on that last occasion
-now thirteen years ago-whon the hon. gentleman intro-
duced a Franchise Bill for the consideration of the House, he
proposed to establish the general principle of a uniform
franchise; he proposed the establishment of courts or officers
by whom the rolis should be made up, and subsequontlyi
revised for all the Provinces; he proposed various property
qualifications, some of themu not very dissimilar to those,
although in some respects this Bill is more liberal than that
one. On that occasion the hon. gentleman sufficiently re-
garded what was the true principle on which the Gov-
ernment shold act in proposing ech important legisla-
tion, by introducing that measure, and almost on the
next day after the opening of the Session. The Ses-

sinn opened about tlhe 15th of February ; the Fran.
chise Bill in that ye'r-it vas 1870, if I remember
aright-was brouglit forward on the 24th of that month;
it was read on the 23rd, or rather the second reading was
moved on the twenty-third day ofthe Session, a fbrtnight
later'; the debate was contionued at intervals until the
thirty-seventh day ; and it was till the forty-seoond da
when on a motion attacking hle very principle of the Bill,
and proposing Provincial franch ises in preference, the debate
of that motion was adjournel never to be resumed ; the hon.
gentlenan on a subse'quent day proposed to discharge the
Oder'. N ow, I maintain, that a measure of this descrip-
tion, which of' ilself necessarily involves the consideration
of numerous dotails, and which goes very largely into the
consideration of questions, which, so far as a people are a
political people, they are called upon to consider for them-
selves-is a mcasure which should be earlier introduced;
the suggestions of which should be taken leisurely. We
should have a ful opportunity not rnerely to consider
them here, but also to consuit constituencies throughout
the various parts of this extensive country ; and we
should deal with thon, so that, in all the stages, there
should not be mnerely a large pericd between the stages,
but aiso time for full, earnest and-as the hon. gentleman
formerly uggested-microscopie discussion. We ail know
what ihe state of' the paper is now. We have been
here im Session more than two months, and have done
hardly any of' the business that was proposed at the open-
ing ofi the Session. W know what we knew a long
tine ago, that we will have to pay for that ; the period
o1f p. mn h nov arr-ive, aind we shall have to consider
the essenitial businiess of the Session, within the very short
time during which we may expect to romain here. I say,
Sir, that it is a very grievous wrong on the part of the
hon. gentleman that he should propose for our consideration
at this day of the SoSsion, without a spech on his part, the
measure which lie now proposes for introduction to this
Hou.se. The moeasure is not, although the hon. gentleman
has called it so in the Speech from the Throne, one which
it is very important to force on us now. The hon. gentle.
man is very apt, when ho thinks that something ought to
be dlone, to de'lar' tlht it is of Mreat consequence; and
when b thinks that a thing ought not to be done, to declare
that unheard of calarnities will follow if that thing is done;
aid lie tod u-, as long ago as I have said-thirteen
years ago-that the laws in force on the subject of
the franchise in the several Provinces of the Dominion
vary very mach in their operation. The Bill which lie then
prop -sed, was discharged, and e has never since invited
tho House to resumo consideration of the subject, during the
many years during which ho has sat on one sido or on the
other of this Chamber ; on the contrary, when a hostile and
opposing principle was proposed fr introduction into the
Act passed, I think in 1874, under the Administration of my
hon. friend from East York, the bon. gentleman did not, or
any ofL is followers cither, oppose the amendment ; on the
contrary, he again sitting in Opposition for these four or
five years, he never promulgated any different principle as
a plank on which to go before the people ; on the contrary
again, sitting in power on that side of the House for the
last four years ho never suggested anything of the kind, as
a thing fit to be done, or fit to be proposed, as an Electidn
plan k, on which ta go before the people; on the contrary,
the Election was run, without any suggestion from the hon.c
gentleman, though this would be a plank in his platform-
to make uniform Election Laws ; but the first Session after
the Election is over, the hon. gentleman comes down, and
recurs to those early remarks of his, addressed tbrough hi&
advice to the flouse thirteen years ago, reiterates them ail-
most verbatim from his speech, and proposes, during the
first Session of this new Parliament, to declare that the
constituency whieh has returned him to power,
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is not a proper constituency by which members should
be returned for the Parliament of the country. Iti
seems to me that the hon. gentleman is cither too soon
or too late. And if the conclusion ho bas reached is the
true conclusion, he should have used some period of the
pact four years to provide a fit constituency in which to
hold the last Election; but il it was not the true conclusion
for 1882, thon it is a little too soon to propose a new con-
stituency, immediately after the people have spoken by the
defective constituency of which ho now complains. Unless
it follow as the result and consequence of the passing.of this
Bill, which declares the existing constituency to be defee-
tive> that as soon es he bas prepared the new constituency,
ho shall appeal to that altered and amended constituency,
for a renewal of that confidence placed in him by the con-
stituéncy he is now condemning, I trust, Sir, that late as
tht measure is coming down, if it is to be pressed upon the
consideration of the House this Session, he will adopt the
views he expressed thirteen years ago, as to the mode by
whioh theGovernment should regulate discussions on mea-
sures of this liud, and that we shall have time not merely
for afull and ample discussion ourselves, but also to obtain
the sense of those who are interested in these matters
abroad, before we reach a final conclusion..

Ë<RONA. MACDONALD. I shall not be drawn into
t diseus'on of this matter at this stage of the Bill. As I
havosaid lready, it wduld be profitless to do so until the
Bil* lias been printed and put in the hands of hon. gentle-

in, It is, at all events, the fact that the franchise, which
iobe posed, is a large extension of that enjoyed by the

0,ole of' Ontario, and whether the hon. gentleman, as a
ral, desires to keep up the same restricted franchise, or

ig opposed to the extension of the principle, I do not know,
but certainly, as a Liberal-Conservative, am not opposed
to Éuh an extension.

Mr. BLAKE. I distinctly stated that I would offer no
opinion as to the details of the hon. gentleman's Bill just

Bill read the first time.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS.

$ir JOHN A. MfACDONALD moved that on every Wed-
nesday hereafter Government business shall have precedence
over other business.

Motion agreed to.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the louse again
resolve itself into Committee of Ways and Means.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I propose to address the House very
briefly on the subject of the Tariff, and matters connected
with it. I quite recognise the fact that the Session is far
advanced, that there has been a great deal of discussion on
this subject, and that there is not much more to be said except
engaging in repetitions, which I never like to do. But the
hon. gentleman's speech was of such a character that I cannot
afoid paying some attention to it before the debate shall
finally close. Responsible as I was as a Minister for the
eolicy of 1878, wh ich I failed to carry into effect at the

ieral Elections, I am not willing that the hon. gentleman
shoUld imagine that the policy which he thinks bas
triumphed is really the policy which the country has fully
acepted, and will long continue to endure. The hon. gen-
tlemian was very defiant in his attitude, and very aggressive
in bis mïanner. The Budget Speech is usually a businesS
statément of the affairs of the nation, and as such ought to
be' uiaccompanied by the attacks on political opponents,
and the almost virulent justification of his own course on
previous occasions, which characterized the hon. gentleman's

Mr. BLAKE

financial statement. The hon. gentleman assumed, as a
matter of course, and other hon. gentlemen behind him also
assumed, that because they had succeeded in carrying a
Protective policy into practical operation, hon, gentlemen
on this side were necessarily debarred from exercising their
right of criticising that policy. We were enjoined to bow to
the decision of the country, and we were required by the hon.
Minister, and some of bis supporters, to do this on pain of
being considered unpatriotic. It was laid down gravoly by
those hon. gentlemen that we are bound to acknowledge a
principle which we battled against, because we were de-
feated in the struggle for the maintenance of another prin-
ciple. I do not so recognize my duty as a member of
Parliament. On the other hand, 1 beliove that no matter
how much my policy may have been defeated, how few may
have been the number of electors who approved of that
policy, wo should maintain the struggle for the vindication
of right, no matter how long it may take to succeed in that
struggle ; and I am not to ho debarred from justifying My
own policy and the policy of the party with whom I am
associated, in order to afiord a more lasting apparent
ti iumph to hon. gentlemen who have seoured a victory on
other grounds. The hon. gentleman opposite, in delivering
bis Budget Speech, was not content with exhibiting what I
have called a defiant attitude, and an aggressive manner in
presenting his views of the fiscal policy of the Govern-
ment, but ho was coitent-with nothing less than the invo-
cation of a malediction upon the heads of bis opponents,
when the hon. gentleman stood out from bis desk, held out
his right hand, and with defiant manner called on some
authority or other to perish the hand that should touch the
fabnic-that fabric of fraud which the hon. gentleman stood
to guard as Cerberus stands to guard a somewhat worse
place. The hon. gentleman gave us to understand that his
Tariff was infallible, and that it was to endure as long as
Canada was Canada. The air of self-righteous conceit which
characterized the hon. gentleman's deliverance was the
most amusing part of bis speech. It seems ho bas no faith
in the perpetuity of the bond which connects us with Great
Britain ; it seems ho bas little faith in the perpetuity which
we enjoy. le is evidently an ardent advocate for annexa-
tion, when ho declares that that wretched system of Pro-
tection which ho bas introduced and called the National
Policy is to endure as long as this country bas a being.
The hou. gentleman bas his dues nailed up to the door of the
Treasury office, and he bas written over them those words:

"fHe who doth those dues displace,
Must meet Bombastes face to face."

We are warned by the hon. gentleman that we have to fight
for our liberty. We are warned by him that it is unpatri-
otic to attempt a justification of our own policy. Now, I
believe that the policy we adopted in 1871, and conserved
during the term of my Administration, was one much more
eminently calculated to subserve the interests of the
country. I believe, Sir, that accidental circumstances ha-o
given a fictitious appearance of prosperity to the country,
and of sucess to the bon. gentleman's policy, to which it
was not entitled. The hon. gentleman knows as well as
any of us know, that the prosperity enjoyed by the country
during the last three years bas been owing simply to the
return of a period of general prosperity from causes alto-
gether unconnectcd with Tariff legislation. He may be
prepared to lay down the political thesis, and defend it, and
amplify it, and justify it, that taxation produces wealth, but
I have never yet heard it done by any other hon. gentle-
man on that side of the House. le coolly ascribes the

3 prosperity to the policy of the bon. gentleman, which is
one of necessary taxation. We, on tho ether band, have
shown, my hon. friends fromWest Middlesex, and from North

i Norfolk in particular-have shown, as was shown last year
and the year before, that the enormous and excellent crops
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produced in the country, and the p:or crops produced in
England, had much to do with the prosperitythatprevailed.
]t was quite impossible that $30,000,000 or $40,000,000
of additional money, above what was obtained for our
products the previous three years, could have been
spent in the country without producing jprosperity. But
the bon. gentleman was not content with ascribing the
prosperity to his own system. He had an inkling that
some calamity might occur, that another year might bo less
productive of good crops, of a good market for our timber,
less productive, in short, of a market for our exports, with
high prices; and the Government therefore determined to
forestall the General Elections, and hold them about a year
and a-half býefore the the time when the Parlianent would
naturally expire. This was undoubtedly done in order to
secure the Elections while a period of prosperity prevailed,
and while they might have an opportunity of asserting
that that prosperity was owing altogether to their zealous
effortsin legislating upon Taritt and Customs matters. Now,
Sir, I would not allude to the last General Election to dy at
all but for the hon. gentleman's remarks, for I believe in such
discussion we should confine our remarks to the business
immediately before the House; but it is impossible to avoid
dealing with it to some extent in consequence of the course
the hon. gentleman and bis friends have taken. Not only
did they anticipate the General Election by over a year,
but they also prepared themselves in another way. Not
less than eight or ten gentlemen from my own Province
are sitting in this House because of the legislation
of the previous Session as to the territorial division of
constituencies. The Gerrymandering Bill gave that nun-
befo'of seats to the Ministry, which, by no considera-
tion, could possibly have been obtained without that effort
of legislation. We were, therefore, placed in the p<-i-
tion after the General Election, apparently, of having
sustained a severe defeat upon the principles involved
in the lNational Policy. I do not believe, Sir, that we
were defeated. I do not believe that the majority of
votes in the Province of Ontario were recorded in favor of
that policy. The division of constituencies, as I have said,
gave a certain number of members to the Ministerial side.
altogether apart from the principles involved in the Tariff
legi>s1tion of the Government. In addition to that the
power that was taken by the Government to appoint re-
turning officers after their own hoart produced elfects of a
similar character, as some gentlemen are sitting in the
House at present who represent simply the returning
officer of the respective divisions which they are seeming to
represent. These matters, Sir, are so patent to everyone
that I was surprised that the hon. gentleman should clairm
as a triumph of bis policy, that the General Elections were
carried by the Government to such an extent as they w c.
I believe that public opinion is rapidly veering round to-
wards the views that 1 myself bold.

Mr. McCARTHY. Ilear, hear.
Mr. MACKENZIE. My hon. friend from Simcoe says

"heàr, hear." I am sure he knows as well as I (o-1 arn
sure that wei e he candid enough, andout ofpclitieal lifo -andJ
out of this House Ihave no doubt he would be cand id enotugh1
-he would admit that the policy, which is called a Protec-1
tive policy, is not one that can be conducive to the pros-
perity of a country. There may be under it a ro-distibiu-
tion of wealth ; there is a redistribution of wealth under
it ; there is an arbitrary redistribution of wealth ; there is1
a systèm of putting hands into the pockets of A and B, and
filling the pockets of C and D, from the pockets of their
neighbors; but there can be no prosperity from increaedi
taxation. Circumetances which I have endeavored to set1
forth have given the appearance of pro'sperty-ard I do1
not blame bon. gentlemen opposite for takiig advantages of1
tuee appearances-appearances of prosperity as the resuit

of Proteetive legi4ation. I rocollect very well pointing out,
when the systen was initroduced, as I did before the Elec-
tion of 1878, that while there would be un appearance of
prosperity for a time, there would be sowed the seeds of
decay, even for the manufauturers, that would bear fruit in
future years. I was able to point out the result of a simi-
lar policy to many manufacturing industries in the
United States. Those results are rapidly being developed
in our own country, and already somo of the industries
most excessively protected are showing signs of decadence
by coming to this House for additional privileges at the
o.pense of the people; and from indications which we have
privately, we can see that over.production has already com-
mnenced to show its effects. As soon as over-production
comes, we shall have applieation made to the Government
for additional taxation, to enable certain manufacturers to
carry on their operations. The hon. gentleman, in bis pre-
sent Tariff, has, for instance, proposed to give an additional
bounty of $1.50 per ton for the production of pig iron.
There is before us, upon ail our desks, a memorial from the
rolling mills where scrap iron is manufacturered into bar
iron, pointing out how urjustly this has militated against
t hem ; and the hon. gentlemen is ealled upon to increase the
duty on bar iron tomeet the bointyhe has given to another
manufacture This is the natuîral and inevitable result of a
Proteciive policy; thero nust bo a constant tinkeringwith
the duties while it lasts, a constant combination of manufac.
turers ; while there is the hope of obtaining additional
advantages our doors will be constantly besioged by
manufaciurers demanding increased favors; nay, more, Sir,
there is another etfect which is beginning to show its face.
I recollect ,pointing out many years ago that one of the
inevitable resuîts of Protection of an excessive character
was the deterioration of manufactured articles supported by
such excessive Protection. I recollect also pointing out
that it was inevitablo. and 1 illustrated the fact by reference
to t he his tory of of her nations, that a high Protective policy
extended to all branches of manufacture at home would
simply nake it impossible to carry on trade with foreign
countries; and we have thus early in our Protective period,
been able to prove that this has been the result on our own
commer cial transactions ; we are every year exporting less
and less of our manufactured commodities; and this is quite
natural ard inevitable, because if manufacturers obtain
additional prices for their goods, they have to puay additional
wages, they have to pay higher prices for some of the raw
material they use, thus they bring the prices up to a point
above that at which other nations can export such
articles to the countries we usually trade with. We have
now the renarkable fret given us by an hon. member fron
Naoitoba the other night that in the North-West, Cana-
dinn rgricnitural implements and machinery have become
relatively so deteriorated within the last few years, that
it is next to impossible to sell any in that country. This is
given as a reason why the Government sbould make a re-
duction instead of adding an additional impost in favor of
agiicultural implement makers. There was no demand
previous to 1878 from the agricultural implement. makers
for additional Protection, because the incidental Protection
they thon bad in the 17J per cent. Tariff was not only ample
to secur'e our market to them, but actually enabled them
to export a good many of the costlier machines to tho
United States. I speak of what I know when I say that a
considerable quantity of our agricultural machines were
exported to the United States previous to the Protective
period. But since that period-when they had to pay
additional duties on the iron they used, on the paints and
varnishes, and everything else that went into the manufac-
ture of those implements, except, perhaps, the timber-they
have had either to make the articles cheaper and slighter,
to put them together more hurriedly, or else encounter the
difficulty of selling at prices which could not compete with
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thoseof the foreign article. Being forced to meetthe changed
conditions, they make their machines light. We are
told by the hon. member for Selkirk, and have also ascer-
tained the same fact from other parties who have written
me, that these articles are unfit for use, and that it is next
to impossible to obtain a sale for them in our North-West.
Now, one of the articles that was said to be insufficiently
proteeted was these agricultural implements. I have
said, and I have abundant testimony to prove it, from the
manufacturers themselves, that the manufacturer did not
demand Protection, that it was of no use to them, that they
had control of the whole home market, and that only
special articles, such as new improvements, were introduced
from the United States. But in Manitoba the case was
entirely different, as our machines had to be exported a long
way to get there, and had to enter into active competition
with those p"oduced near the frontier by the Americans.
The result of this Protective policy of the hon. gentleman
is, that we must leave our North-West Territory unculti-
vated or force our people to buy machines with which they
cannot compete with their neigh bors owing to the inferiority
of the article. This is an undoubted effect of Protection as
a policy; yet we are asked to consider this policy as the
perfection of human wisdom; we are told that it is unpatri-
otic to discuss it in a hostile spirit; we are told that it is
that which bas brought wealth and prosperity to the coun-
try, and that, therefore, we must not venture, on any account,
to touch this political ark of the hon. gentleman with our
profane hand. I object to a Protective policy in limine. 1
object to it altogether as a principle. The principle is an
evil one. My hon. friend beside me with bis usual gener-
osity, admitted that it would be possible to have a worse
Tariff. Perhaps it would, but it would not be possible to
have a worse principle, and it is the principle which
characterizes ths measure. 'rhe hon. gentleman may have
failed to make some portions of it as bad as the rest,
is measuring hie efforts day by day, and in the but he
end will succeed in procuring a monster which will
be like nothing in the heavens above or the earth be-
neath. He glories in a policy which has for its very
bases injustice from man to man. He is endeavoring
to vindicate and glorify as a principle that it is right to
take by legislative authority one man's wealth and distri-
bute it among others. -He is advocating and declaring to
be beyond repeal a policy which taxes the mass for the
benefit of the few. That policy cannot be righteous which
bas this operation; that policy cannot be just which does
an injustice to the humblest individual of the common-
wealth. This is my objection to the whole policy of the
hon. gentleman. I have said, mon ths before the last Gen-
eral Flections, that a distinction must be drawn botween the
course which a man may be forced to pursue, in a particular
state of the nation and the principles upon which he con-
trols bis action. I say this because hon. gentlemen oppo-
site have endeavored to represent myself and others, who
bold the same opinion, as being not only willing, but doter-
mine, if legislative authority or power should be placed in
our hands, to returu immediately to the state which we
believe to be the right state-that of a Revenue Tariff. I
have said, and I admit it frankly, it would be impossible
for the present Opposition, were they to assume -the reins
of power, to return at once to the state which existed some
years ago; for however unjust may be the principle on
which the Legislature has acted, it bas croated interests
which we are not at liberty to de- troy wantonly, and it bas
established certain things by its natural operations, which
it may take many years to remove and to restore to
their normal condition; but in the meantime I conceive it
to be my duty to vindicate right principles by fair argu-
ment. I do not find any fault with hon. gentlemen who
conscientiously believe in a Protective policy, and I have
no doubt there are many such; but I have no doubt, on the
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other hand, that the great mass of Protectionists are those
who want Protection because they have selfish objects to
gratify. I am not at all surprised that those wbo have huge
manufactories of some kind desire to obtain an undue Pro-
tection, and I say that it is perfectly monstrous that. huge
cotton factories should be permitted to make a dividend of
from 50 to 60 per cent. on their capital invested. Al this
comes out of the pockets of the people, and ths peeple have
shown an amount of long suffering, under the injuries in-
fiicted upon them by the legislation of this House, which
would astonish anyone who did not know the law-abiding
disposition of our people generally. But for the crops the
country bas produced, but for the new markets which have
opeued out for our lumber, and but for the adverse circum-
stances in other countries, there would bave been, long be-
fore now, an outcry against the present systeom of legis-
lation which the hon. gentlemen and his friands would
have found it hard to contend with. And if they have
escaped for a time, in consequence of the wants I have
refer.ed to, they may depend upon it that the principles
which they have pu& in operation will produce bore,
as they have produced elsewhere, ther natural effect
in the ultimate ruin of many of our manufactarors, in the
ptoduction of a state-not of prosperity, but of adversity,
and in bringing about a state of things which would render
it impossible for the hon. gentleman to content himself,
without an entire reversal of the policy which ho now
glories in. I do not think, Sir, that there is any î leasure in
referring to matters which indicate a cessation of that pros-
perity to which I have referred to; but in discussing the
policy of the Government, which the hon. gentleman who
leads the House on financial matters and subjects of taxa-
tion make3 it appear, from his point of view, and invites
his supporters to follow his example, that the country is in
a state of prosperity not enjoyed for many years. I am
bound to say, that there are indications in the commercial
atmosphere which presage a storm near at hand. The hon.
gentleman knows, and I need not refer him to the fact,
that the state of commercial affairs in our large cities, at
this moment, is one that is anything but a condition of pros-
perity. The hon. gentleman knows, as well as I know, that
the banks and monied institutions have been for months
back exercising the greatest eaution in respect to their cir-
culation, credit, and lines of discount, in order to meet the
storm that they apprehend to be not far distant in the
future. We tind in the official publications this extraordin-
ary fact, that while, in the first quarter of 1881, there were,
in the Canadian Provinces, altogether 174 failures, with
actual liabilities of $2,750,000 in round numbers; we have,
in the first quarter of this year, no less than 409 failures,
with liabilities aggregating within a fraction of $6,000,000.
Now, Sir, it is shown that the hon. gentleman is flattering
himself with the promise of a state of prosperity to our manu-
facturing towns and cities, that really does not exist,and that
we have to meet a different state of circumstances, it may be
at any time. If there should be as good a crop this year as
during the last three years, if the markets for the products
of our forests continue as good as they have been, the
hon. gentleman and his Government will be able to tide
over the effect of their Protective policy for a season; but
if there should be a collapse in these great industries of the
country, the bon, gentleman may depend upon it that he
will have to meet a state of circumstances that ho does not
appear te anticipate at ths present moment, What are the
industries of the country ? We are accused of being adverse
to the interests of the country in that respect, on this side
of the House, because we are opposod to giving a Protective
policy in its integrity to our manufacturera. Under the
circumstances, there would be, and there must be, a very
large Protection as long as we raise our resources mainly
from Customs dutie; but anything that goes beyond the
legitimate taxation required for the discharge of the obli-
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gations of the Government, in respect to public works and'
otherwise, is, ln my opinion, an undue Protection, and one
which will work ruin to the manufacturera themselves in
the course of a few years. But the great industry of this
country is the farming industry, and the industry which
brings out the products of our forest; and I would like to
know one single article that these great industries produce,
which has had a particle of benefit from the policy of the
hon. gentleman opposite. They have existed and flourished,
not because of the policy of the Government, but in spite of
the policy ofthe Government. They have flourished simply
because it has pleased Providence to smile upon us, and
because a state of things existed on the other side of the
Atlantic, melancholy enough in many of its aspects,
which gave us immense advantages as a country
producing grain, mineral products, and timber and lumber.
These advantages may not continue; but whether they
continue or not to the same extent as at present, the result
will inevitably be the same in the long run. Any policy
which is adverse to human rights cannot be justified. it
may serve a temporary purpose, as it has served the tem-
po! ary purpose of the hon, gentleman opposite, but that
purpose will soon fail. We cannot buoy ourselves up by
looking to the effects of a Protective policy in the United
States. It is a common argument of hon. gentlemen oppo-
site to say: "Liok at the United States, you will admit
that they are more highly protected in their commercial
protection than we are. Have they not prosperity ? " Well,
Sir, they have prosperity, not a continuous, invariable pros-
perity, however. They have suffered great commercial
reverses, but they possess a country immensely richer in its
variety of products-not richer than ours in the products
that we have to an extent corresponding to our population
and area, perhaps. But where there is a country like the
United States, producing every varicty of product, from
that of an almost frigid zone to the southerna ide of a tem-
perate climate-almost to the torrid zone-a country like
that, extending from sea to sea, and from the lakes to the
Gulf of Mexico, is in a position to stand more of a Protective
policy than a country situated as the British Provinces are.
They have an immense inter-State trade, and that trade is
largely engaged in conveying the products of the North
to the South and of the South to the North. We have neither
a North nor a South; we have an East and a West, and our
products are all those of the temperate zone. We are not,
therefoeo, l a position to point to them as likely to be a fair
example of what could be produced in the British Provinces
by a system of Protection. I believe, in short, that we
should shape our commercial policy, if it is possible
at all, in accordance with that which has produced so much
prosperity in the Mother Country. I will not say one word
to-day about the balance of trade, nor do I intend te discuses
the commercial features of the Tariff any further than call-
ing attention to its principles. The balance of trade matter
has been sufficiently dealt with, and the hon. Minister of
Finance has practically been obliged to acknowledge that
his former fears, respecting the balance of trade, have not
been borne out by the recent development of the commercial
interests of the country. H1e knows, too, I am sure he
cannet forget it, that England has had an adverse balance
of trade during the whole of this century, averaging, I pre-
sume, no less than £50,000,000 sterling a year. I speak
from memory, but I have no doubt my memory ia suffici-1
ently correct in that respect. I have felt that it would be,1
for us Canadians, an extremely wise course if we could adoptj
and follew the conimercial policy of the Mother Country;j
whether we should or should not have a Confederation of1
British dependencies, with Britain itself, possessing a legis-i
lative union, and possessing a common interest in our logis-
lation upon commercial affairs-I do hope we shall always1
have a desire to co-operate with the Mother Country and1
oar sister colonies in pronoting a oQmurercial revenue1

system, which will produce, amongst ourselves, that pros-
perity which a Protective policy so miserably fhiled to pro-
duce in the Mother Country, during its existence. It is
useless for me to continue to address the House upon the
different subjects which the Tarif presents-I have no
intention. of doing that-but I feel that I could not
occupy the position I do in this House as an ex-
Minister, responsible for a different policy than that
which hon. gentlemen opposite have brought into opera-
tion, I could not avoid availing myself of the indulgence
of the House for a few moments in placing myself,
at all events, right in the eyes of the country, and in vindi-
cating the course which the Opposition generally have taken
in resisting the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite in com-
mercial matters, and standing up for that system whieh I
believe to be the only righteous and true one, that of infliet.
ing taxation only as a means of revenue and not as a means
of placing money in the pockets of a certain number of
people in the country. I admit the principle of taxation
for national objects to the fullest oxtent, and when the hon.
gentleman asks money for any legitimate purpose, I will be
sorry indeed to vote against him, or in any way by my vote
say I was not willing to sustain the actual Government of
the country for the time being for every useful purpose;
but when the hon. gentleman asks me to agree to a system
of taxation which is simply to give the State a very rnali
revenue, if any, but to give a large revenue to several par-
ties in the State who are living at the expense of the State,
upon the product of other people's labor, then I ay it is
time to cail a halt.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Who is the party who is living
at the expense of the State?

Mr. MACKENZIE. I refer to all who are proflting by
the Protective policy. The hon. gentleman, I think, is not
one of those? I think he wfIl claim to be one of the suifer-
ers, if he will tell us frankly what bis opinion is. At all
events, he is one of the class now asking additional Protec-
tion at the banda of the Government, and we will have such
a demand made on us continually. Why should not every
interest seek to obtain its full share of the plunder ? If it
is to be an universal liquidation, why should not every one
have bis a hare ? If there is to be a general Protectire
policy, let every interet be protected, But the hon. Fi-
nance Minister discriminates. Why, the hon. gentleman
discriminates even against twins. He is adverse to the
production of human life in the country, for when he taxes
an ordinary baby carriage 81, he taxes a carriage f>rtwins
83; and I am gad to hear the hon. gentleman as not
touched triplets, because as everything is regulated by
supply and demand there is no saying what injurious effect
the hon gentleman's policy may have in preventing the
production of twins. It would be easy to occupy an almost
endless amount of time in dissecting the erudities of the
hon. gentleman's Tariff, passed, present, and I might say to
come; but it is one of the unfortunate circumstances con-
nected with the Protective policy, that after the policy has
been fairly inaugurated, the hon. Minister bas to endeavor
to meet the demands of the different interests which
come before him. Does any one believe, or will any
one assert, that the imposition of taxation produces
wealth of itself, that any one is made rich by Pro-
tection except those who are benefited by the State
becoming collectors for them? No one oan believe that,
and, therefore, I am always at a los to understsnd how
it is possible-I presume it is possible-that a thorongh-
ly earnest discriminating man can to-day justify between
man and man, and hug the Protectionist principle, because
we must know that it does injustice to a certain sec-
tion or the other section would derive no beneit. If
they proved that Protectiton produces wealth I could under-
stand their position, but that cannot possibly be, for it dim.
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inishes the resoures of the nation, it destroys our foreign
market, it inflict, ab.soluL.. arizy on the majo: ity of the
people; and 1; fr one, wil never agree to con-ent to
endor e it while I have a Vo ee o lit 1n he Leg;s;aLure or
out of it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Mr. Speaker: I do not pro-
pose to speak at any length in reply to the remarks of the
hon. gentleman who bas just spoken. In common with
other members on this side of the House, I was glad to
hear the hon, gentleman address the House on this im-
portant question. I thought, when ithe debate was ad-
journed, that we would aot hear limin perhaps from physical
or other causes, ard I ain glad we have had the pleasure
t-day. I mut, however, repudiate the attack made by
the hon. gentleman on me per'sonally and the charge
that, when delivering the Budget Speech, I made a fierce
and violent attack upon our political opponents. I have
been a great many years in public life, and I have been
known to some bon. me mbers of this Houseduring the last ten
or fifteen years, and I an atippeal to those hon. gentlemen
whether, fi-orn the day I entered the House at the time of
Confederation down to the present, 1 have laid myself open
to the charge of attacking political opponents. Sir, I recol-
lect the first Budget Speech I delivered in 1879 wheu I came
back bore. I recolleet perfectly well calling th attention
of the House to att8cks made on me in My abence by iny
successor; but [ thon said it wais not the duty of the Finance
Minister t deal with persolal questions when making his
financial statement. I think in that statement, and in every
financial statenent I have made since, I navo paid due
regard to the feelings of our political 0oppolents. I s'ated on
those occason&s, as I state now, that the principle which has
actuated me in public life is, that thero is nothing to bo
gained by abuse of political opponents. If the case of the
Government will not stand on the facts presented, then the
case is a weak one, especially if we have to resort to the abuse
of our pohticalopponents. I did take the liberty, iyou can
call it a liberty, of referring to the verdict given in June
last with respect to this poliy-was that un attack on our
political opponents? It was simply a declaration that so great
was public sentiment on the question of Protection that
ex-members of the Fro Trado Government had been
rejocted. Was that spakin disrespcutfuly of our o-
nents ? It was the stro; gest declaration that eould bo niade,
that the principle of the National Policy was fairly rootud
in the hearts of the people, because many voters left
their party bocause thoir political friends were opposed
to a Protectivo policy. L thought I was justifiod in ro-
ferring to that fact, and I thought I might also refer to
tho fact that, between 1878 and L182, we were support-
ed by only four mombers from New Brunswick, whereas
the result of the appeal bas been to givo us a majoriy
of the representatives from that Province. I think I
may safely call on the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mackenzie) to
point out a single observation maàde by me, that may be
considered out of place in the Budget Speech, or a fierce
and violent attack on our political opponents. I think I1
may do so with perfect saiety. Now, Sir, the lion.
member has reaffirmed the statements, the repeated state-
ments, which ho has made here on former occasions, with
reference to bis views on Frce Trad. He lias plaeod
thom again on record. It was stated during the last
Election, and previously to it, that leading members of the
Opposition had assured their supporters, when questionel
as to the policy of the new Governent, should iney corne
into power, o.n the Tariff question, that, in that event, they
would not change this poliey. I am satislied, however, that
my hon. friend could not have been one of them, becausoil.
would have been inconsistent with Lis principles. Ho
dclares that he bas nailed his colors to the mast, und by
them he \\-uld stand, whatever might be the opinious of
othors. If th ire were no such statements made, it was
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currently reported, and generally understood, by a
great many electors who believed in tho National Policy,
but whose sympathies were with the opposite side, that if
thoir party came into power there would be no change
made in the National Policy.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Now, Sir, there might be

reasons for all that, because somo hon. gentlemen on the
other sido had p;reviously, as was stated here the other night,
entertained proinounced opinions on this subject I do
not wish to enlarge on that question, but rather to refer to
one or two points on which the hon. gentleman touched,
and respecting which, I think, it would not be treating himn
with the proper courtesy-although I would like to get at
the resolutions-not to say a few words in reply. §ow,
Sir, the hon. gentleman has stated that we have had greit
prosperitv; but several leading members "of the Oppo-
sition have undertaken to show that this prosperity was not
the result of the National Policy, but, on the contrary, our
prosperity was due to the large exports of the last fouryears
friom the Dominion of Canada. Now, then, lot me sav this:
It cannot be the result of the increased exports which made
the difforence between 1874-78 and 1879-52, because if you
take the exports for the years to which I have referrod you
will find that the value of the exports of 1874-78 averaged
$e0,000,000, while during the past four years they averaged
$89,00jo,000, and that increase in the exports is one in pro-
portion to the increase in our population. If that be the
neasure by which this question is to be judged, thon I

say they have no proof whatever to show that the
increased exports of the last threc or four years, have
brought about the state of prospority which exists in this
country. The hon. goatleman from Brant said, the other
night, I was the first-and I take credit for it-to acknow-
ledge that the country is more prosperous thao it was
before. Here are we now, on the floor of this House, doclar-
ing this with reference to the prosperous condition of the
country-and the admission was made last Session-and
what follows ? The ruin is near at hand ! Take the de-
claration of the hon. membor who followed me, the bon.
member for Brant, and read the words ho used on that occa-
sion. le declare that they had been waiting for this
day of desolation to come-that it wa; near at hand; and
ho said lot the day of depression come, and where will this
National Policy be? iMr. Speaker, lot me say tihi if there
is to bea period in the history of the country that w.l require
the National Policy, it will be the day of depression.
Hon. members on the other side speak of it, as if, when that
day cOmes, the people will rise up in ,their might and
defeat the Government now in power, because that day bas
cone. That there may bo such a thing is poesible; but I
hold, that if, at any period in the history of the, country tho
National Policy is to prove itself a success, it will bo whcn
our exports decrease, wben our people, will bé out of em-
ployment, when this National Poliîy will give jhe.m o;n-
ploynent, and reduce nocessarily the iniports, 'and save
them-if anything can save them-in the day'ofde pression.
Thon, above all other times, the National Policy willshiae
out more brilliantly than at present, because thepeope w1l
foel that they, at that time, have soien institution, some em-
ploynent, and something to 'àll báck upàn, vhe, perhap,
our lumber industries, and the products of the farm, imay
not be as valuable as they are at present; and then will
corne in the einployment of the people, under this National
Poliey, which has becnu fostered and sustained during the
last four years. Thit sl my judgnent r ingthis
matter. These hon. gentlemeh saythat haritimes are
co . Wel, ayci hard timsac:nc ; biit it is distressing,
it is to be regretted, ITthink, thdt we. shQtid have thcee
declarationsmade hore o the flooç olthe Ilouse day after
day, and night after nigh, thit lhard times are at hnd, for
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if anything will produce them speedily, it is just such
speeches as these. If anytbing will induce the directors and
managers of banking institutions and business mon to hold
their bonds and bring about that state of things, it is that
declaration made on the floor of Parliament. I would rather
err-if I erred at all -in expressing words of hope with
reference to the future, even if they might be considered a
little extravagant, rather than say a word that will dis-
hearten our people and give to our opponents and competi-
tors in the United States, words which they may quote
abroad to prevent us obtaining the abundant blessings that
this policy inay produce. Sir, it is to be regretted that that
should be the case; but so it is. We cannot help it, and
we must take the consequence; but let us, who are on this1
sideof the House, and who thinkdifferently, meet it prompt.
ly, and at once, in order that lie antidote may go with the
bane, and the man who reads the one may read the other.
Therefore, I re-affirm here, Sir, notwithstanding what has
been said on the other side, that with ordinary prudence,
with reference to importers and the transaction of their busi-
ness, there is no reason why-with the enormous expendi-
tare which we are to have in the construction and extension
of our railway system in the North.West and elsewhere in
the Dominion of Canada-we should not continue to enjoy
the benefits to be derived from the National Policy. This
in itself will not prevent, as I said beforo, in eonnection
with the National Policy, the speedy return of that pendu-
lum to which I refer, and which, I hope, we will iiot se for
many days yetto come. The hon. mem ber has also reoferred
to the destructive character of this policy on our- export of
manufactures, as going on decreasing year after year. i
think that the hon. member is not quite rigbt in this. If
my memory serves me correctly, they are not decreasing
year after year, although tbey have not increasel during
the last year or so. What is the fact ? I stated this fact,
I think, last Session, or the year before, in illustration of
the causes of this. I recollect perfectly well-and 1repeat
the circumstances here now-meeting a gentleman some
two years since, and when we were discussing the object
of his mission to England, ho said to me : "I am on
my way to England for the purpose of entering into
contracts, if I can, for supplying boots and shoes in the Eng-
lish market." I said to hin : " What 1 do you expect to
make contracts to supply booti and shoes in the English mar-
ket ?" "Yes," he repliedI, II do. My bands are employed
only for a certain portion of the year, to supply what we
want in Canaca. I cannot allow them to leavo me-my
whole establishment would then be broken up ; and if I eau
get in England simply what it costs to manufacture tl ese
goods, I am determined to enter on contracts for that
purpose." He did so; and when he was here some time
since he told me that he had made contracts there for three
years. It is about four years since he crossed the Atlantic
for that purpose. "Now," he says, "I am about completing
my arrangements made in England. I was able to em-
ploy my mon in Canada, but I had no profit. Now I have
ample and sufficient market at home, and I am making a pro.
fit, and I do not intend to renew that contract." Therefore,
I say that large quantities of boots and shoes
were exported by that manufacturer alone bocause he
had not employment for his mon at home. That is one
illustration of the argument. Manufacturers were driven
to other parts of the world for marpets in tbose dayý, be-
cause they had not the home market. The hon. niember
(Mr. Mtekenzie) says there are certain branches of ma-'n-
facture which are paying from 50 to 60 per cent. to the
men who invested their money in them; and, on the other
hand, he says that these manufacturers will be in such a!
position in a few years, owing to the increased competition,
that their property will depreriate, and ruin will corne upon
them bcause of the cheap goods which they will bave to
sell to the consumers. He says that they will then be making
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no profit whatever, and that they will thon require the
50 or 60 per cent. they are making now to balance the
deficits which will occur at the time when the great mass of
the people will be getting their goods so cheap that there
will be no profit for the maker. The hon. gentleman refers
to the Policy in the United States. He says that they have
great natural advantages-that they have a widely extended
country though not more so than our own; but they have a
greater varioty of climate and can p-oduce some articles
which ev cannot. Will the hon. gentleman say-I suppose he
will-that if that country had for the last twenty-five years,
puisued a Frce Trade Po licy, or had a revenue of say 17j
per cent., would it have been in the condition in which it ie
to-day ? Now, Sir, I hold that the people themselves are the
beîtjudges of what is good for them. The people of the United
will per hapî compare iii business ability with those of any
other peopo on the face of the world, and eau it be ex-
pected that after the experionce they have had for so many
years, if this policy of Protection is what the hon. gentle.
men has repreonted it to be, that they would have stood it

.aî they have for the last twenty years ? Not only so, but I
say they will stand it, though from the large anount they
roceive from Custons and Excise' they may find it nocessary
to reduce the amount of their taxation. But what do we
flid even in the last Anerican Tariff ? We find that the
reduction is largely in Excise, and that though there is a
reduction in many articles, still there is at the same time
an inereased Protection given to many of the industries of
the country in that Tariff. Now, it appears to me that if
this great country lying alongside of us with its eminent
statesmen, its leading and able merchants, and its practical
men of' al classes, lad founid this policy so oppressive and
injurions as has been stated by hon. gentlemen opposite,
such a fact would have been made manifest at some of the
Elections. Everybody knows that the last President who
was elected in that country was elected because the party to
which ho belonged doclared in favor of Protection. His
position was doubiful for a time until they began to realize
that his defeat would pcrhaps endanger the Protective
policy of the country, and then they came to the rescue and
voted the party ticket, and even Domocrats voted for him
becanse his policy was to protect the labor of the country.

Mr. CHARLTON'. What was the resuit of the last Con-
gressional Election ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will tell you what was the
cause at work in that Election. They have a large surplus
-over $100Y000,000--andl lie question was shall that sur-
plus be reduced? That was the point more than the question
of Protection.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Why did they reduce the duty
on steel rails ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Because, under a Protective
policy, they have made them so that they compete at the
present time with the outside world.

,,r. CHARLTON. Was not Tariff reform a distinct
issue in that corItet ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It seems that it takes no less
than three coming Finance Min isters to rise and correct me.
I think, however, that until they can manage to get a
majority in favor of Free Trade, Protection will be the policy
of that country; and if the Frce Trade party were in power
to-morrow in the United States, even they would not have
a Tariif as low as ours; in fact, our Tariff would be consid-
ered a Free Trade Tariff in that country. The hon. gentleman
called attention to the duty on agricultural implements. I
think I understood him to say that agricultural implements
were made in Canada of first class quality, and that the
makers supplied the demands of the country; and in the
same breath ho told us that they were manufaoturing a
miserable article that was not fit for use.
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Mr. MACKENZIE. I do net thmk the hon. gentlemanÎ
desires to misrepresent me. What I said was, that, under
the former system, implements were made of goodquaility,.
and that a good many of them were eiported to the United
States. I then referred to the speech of' the hon. member
for Selkirk (Mr. Sutherland), the other night, to show that
we had lost the market for implements in the west in
consequence of their inferior quality -a fact of which I was
not aware until that speech was delivered, though I have
received letters since that time confirmatory of that state-
ment. The bon. gentleman has had deputations before
him. Will he tell us candidly what they said ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They said that arrangements
had been made with American manufacturers this year to
send in a large quantity. We have not Lad that market to
any extent in the past. The fact is, that it is becoming an
important matter for the American manufacturers as well
;& our own, and they are making a desperate effort to get
it. There may be some cases of inferior implements going
to that country; but I venture to say that eve y manufac-
turer will consider it an insult to be told that the
implements they are manfacturing are not fit for ue, or
that they are inferior to those of the United States.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentle:nan tell us frank-
ly what the deputation told him?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They carre for the purposof et
showing that this year a large engagement had been made
for agricultural implemenfts in the United States bv parties
who had been dealing to a very considerable extent in
Canadian implements. TLey said $ ta 1 t00,000 worth of
these implements had been arrarged fo :;and they gave us
the assurance that if Parliament would say to these Ameri-
cans, that they should not flood this market and prevent
them getting in by making it a blaughter market, the
Canadian manufacturers would pleige themselves to give te
the farmers of that country implements as cheap as the
Americans have been selling, and of as good a quality; and
moreover, that they would furnish them in sufficient num-
bers to supply the people of that country.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Will the hon. gentleman say why
they made this arrangement with the United States manu-
facturers for importing so many of these articles?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I suppose the Americans,
anxious to get that market, secured the services of a gentle-
man who bas been selling Canadian implements, and did so
for a consideration. No man works without a consideration.
It has been quite open for American nianufacturers, if they
have more goods than they can sell in their own markcet,
to sell at lower prices, as we know they have done in our
market for the purpose of destroying our' industrics and
thus doing the business themselve;. That is a common
business operation. I do not blane them, because if we
were in the same position we would do the same thing ;
but shall we as Canadians give them the opportunity of
shutting up our industries and taking the trade to a foreign
country? The remark was made the other night that thé
North-West was the wet nurse for the rest of the Dominion.
The wet nurse-I was struck with that remark-a wet
nurse for the rest of the Dominion! The old Provinces
have spent thirty or forty millions in opening up that
country, by which some of the people there have made
their millions. We have been giving them all facilities for
becoming rich; we have been giving them the lands for
nothing; and we sinply ask that our people may have the
opportunity of selling to them manufactured articles as
cheaply as another country with which they might trade.
Reférence was made to the fct that $1,250,00L )of
revenues were collected there during the pa-t year,
and we were told that we should give it al back.
Have we net exercised the most paternal care over that

Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

country ? Have we not spent that $1,250,000 in
keeping the Indians quiet and preventing them from scatter-
ing these people, so that they inight livo contented and
satisfied lives ? Have we not spent nearly $500,000 a
year for the police in that country? Rave we not spent
ail we could in order to promote the prosperity of that
Province? And while we have had, and have the most
liberal intentions and desires with regard to the North-
West, I do not hesitate to say that if the Government felt
to-day that the imposition of a single cent of this taxation
would prevent its settlement, we would not ask Parliament
to grant it. While speaking of the money we have spent
in that country, I should mention that the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company also spent a great deal
of money, that the contractors on that road took in thou-
sands of men, and by their expenditures made business
brisk and lively. All these things hclped to make that
country what it is;.and I am surprised to hear the hon.
gentleman speak of it as the wet nurse for the rest of the
Dominion, I want the hon. gentleman vho made that
remark to think it over, and to ask himself whether the
Government deserved it--whether we have not made most
extensive sacrifices in order to make it the great country
that it is. It is a pride to the older Provinces to make
these sacrifices, but they ask in return that they shall have
the privilege of selling their manufactured goods on the
same terms as foreigners, and that the people there shall
givo them favorable support. I need not enter largely into
the question of agricultural implements, because we shall
probably bave some discussion upon them hereafter. The
hon. gentleman who was so anxious about the twin carriages
wiïl fiid, when we subrmit our propositions, that they are
to bo taxed only in proportion to their size, so that the
twin carrinages will not have to pay the extra dollar. With
reference to the question of the balance of trade, the hon.
gentleman says that I have begun to find out that my
theory is not a correct one. No; I have not bgun to fad
that out at al. Although our exports have not covered
our imports, still there bas been a very marked improve-
ment during the past four years as compared with any
other four years since Confederation. When the hon. gen.
tleman refers to England as a country with the balance of
tradeagainst it, does hé know how that balance of trade is
met? What would be the condition of that country if its
imports did not materially exceed its exports, with ail their
profits on their shipping? In addition to that, it has
incomes from various industries and various investments.
I have not changed my views at ail, and the nearer we can
approximate our imports to our exports the more pros-
perous shall we be. 1 do not want to delay the House any
longer, but I cannot allow the House to go into Committee
without answering the hon. gentleman's remarks; and I
cannot sec from any remark of mine that hé was warranted
in saying that I iade a violent attack on the Opposition.
I thiuk [1stated in a courteous and Parliamentary manner
what the course of the Government was to be, and in a
Mianner which, I think, could not fairly be objected to by
hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. DAVIES. I am not desirous, Mr. Speaker, of pre-
venting the Hou:se frorn going into Committee on the
motion of the hon. Finance Minister, and therefore I will
not make any very extended remarks; but it was my
intention the other evening to have said a few words,
which I had to omit, owing to the lateness of the hour.
However, as the debate is reopened now, I will ask the
icdulgenc cof thé louso for a short time. The hon.
Finance M in ister has st ated thatin the last General Elections
membei-s of the party to which I belong went to the country,
diffeiing among themselves on the question of the Tariff;
but ho did nt give the names of any who had done so. Asfar
as My knowledge goes, the party went to the country upon
the principles laid down in the card of their leader. Those
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principles were clearly and distinctly enunciated, and wero the only instance of a Province showing a decrease of
circulated from one end of this Dominion to the other, and taxation in regard to Customs. The hon. gentleman cannot
I do not believe one membar of this party went to the be acquainted with the facts, and has taken a very super-
country ffying false colors, but every one proclaimed him- ficial view of the application of the Customs to Prince
self in favor of a Revenue Tariff ; not because it was more Edward Island which is entirely nisloading, as it appeas
beneficial than Frae Trade, but because in the in the Trade and Navigation leturis,
present circumstances of this country a Revenue Tariff Mr. IIESSON. Does the lion, gentleman dony that theis a necessity. Now, before I refer to the matters 1 returns were quoted correctly?
rise, in the first instance, to speak about, I would call
attention to the remarks of the bon. Finance Minister Mr. DAVIES. I do not. But what 1 say is that the re-
that this bighi Proteetive policy is net only beneficial in turn itself, though honestly quotei, is alculated to mislead,
good times, such as those we are passing through, but is and I will show how. These Trade and Navigation Returns
policy which would commend itself to the people in bard, only show the Customs duties as collected each particu-
times. It is news to me to learn that when times are hard'lar, Province, from the goods entered ut the Custom
money scarce, and people ont of employment, increasing IIouses there; and it i well known to every man who livesmeney earce eut o emplyment inrein i Prinec e lward Is]atid, and it le weIl known in fact
the taxes will benefit them. I always thought that it was ihrtino ear ilandoandth welarnow ropfr.
labor and not taxes which produced wealth. This is a nost throughout all the Maritime Provinces, that a large propor-
astonishing proposition, that when hard times come around tonodtablnerhgonto and he du es are paid in Montreal.
and people find it difficult to meet their engagements, and Monrealm rchasad the dutis in Montr eal.
employment is scarce, with reduced wages, when merchants lthough we purchased the gods m Montreal, the returns
cannot sell their goods at paying prices, it is certainly do not show that the daties are paid by us, though it is evi-
startling to find that the way to improve this condition of dent that when we buy froi the Montreal merchants we must
things is to increase the taxes of the people. I do not sub- recoup him the Customs duties and pay him an increased
scribe to any such proposition; and although I will not profit on that account besides. If any hon, gentleman
enter into the school of the prophets, I would venture on this wishes to know the real amount of duties extracted from the
occasion to prophesy that if the hon. gentleman should stili people of Prince Edward Island by means of this high Pro-
be Finance Minister when that period ofdepression,which he tective policy ho can ascertain it in this way. It will not be
admits will come around, will have arrived, hewill find hlim- argued that the people of this Island consume less goods
self compelled, in the interest of the country at large, to now ihan bef we Confeder'atioi, and the imports before
reverse this policy which, while it may he approved of dar- Confederation gives a f ir ba;is on which to ascertain the

ing the period of good times, will be felt most injuriously irnount of duty p:id by tha I>rinco E1tard Islanders now.
during hard times. The hon. gentlemnn says that the old honli. gentloman wil turn to the returns, lie will find
Provinces of the Dom'inion-and the rmnark is a very>' that we then imported about $2,000,000 worth per year.
curious one-have expended millions in opening ip A pply our high Protective Tarif to this amount, and the hon.
the North-West, and that it seems hard we should gentleman will find that wo pay nigh upon $600,000 peryear
object to a prohibitive Tariff, and in particular to a in Customs dutieos, or nearly $6 per head of the population
prohibitive duty on foreign agricultural implements, by instead of 81.80 as stated by the hon. member for North
which.Canadian manufaeturers in the older Provinces are Perth. 'The same rcmark applies some, although net to
enabled to control the North-West markets. Might I ask the same extent, with reference to New Bransteok and
how the imposition of a prohibitive duty on agricultural Nova Scotia, and also te sorne extont t Ontarie, asthe hon.
implements is going to recoup the people of the older Pro member for East York bas shown (Mr. Mackenzie). Mon-
vinces for the millions they have contributed to develop treal isthe entrepôt from which goods are distributed over
that count y? It may keep out the manuacturec cof theo to cruntry, and th Customs duties are paid theroe. But
United States, and put money into the pockets of the n one can imagine on that account that the people of Que-
few who have capital invested in the manufacture bec pay the Customs duties on all the goods brought into
of agricultural implements; but how is it going to M îonitreal.

refund the taxpayers the millions they have paid Mr. IIESSON. I would adk the hon. gentleman whether
out ? I would like to obtain an answer to that question, his Province bulys more in Montreal now than before Con-
I desire to call the attention of the Holise for a few fe(cratio in 1872?
moments to a matter with which I am more particularly 31r. DAVIES. Wc had a vcry iow TariW lu the Island
interested as it relates to Prince Edward Island. In t'ne before wvejoiied Confedvration. I wish I could say the
general chorus of rejoicing sung by hon. gentlemen smine te-day.«Wc areoeefortieth cf the population of'the
opposite, I listened attentively in the hope of hearing at Dominion, and 1 assert that the contribution which the
least one small, shrill pipe from the Island supporters of people cf that Province aotually pay ie a corresponding por-
the Government. I wanted to hear from thom what benefit tien cf thecntircCutomdutie. [n 1874, the duties collected
this policy bas conferred on the people they represent ; and in the Doinion, werc $11,000,000 on whicl the portion
1 thought they would have risen to say whether or not paid [y us, on thisb was $390,000. Last year the
this prosperity which seems to exist in many parts of the duties eollccted we$21,000,000, -th cfwhich le $550.000,
country, according to general admission, has been experi- showing anmi-case i taxation et'#150,000 for the privilege
enced in Prince Edward Island, whether the faintest ef living under this high Protective policy of the lin. gen-
glimmer of it lias reached that Province. These hon. tleman. In 1873, we paîd $3 per-hcad, and in 1882,86 per hea.
gentlemen know iL has not. The hon. member for North Now the bon. member for King's, N.B. (Mr. Foster) in hie
Perth, who closed the débate, at a very late hour the other iemarks, ieferred te Prince Edward Island as boing in a
evening, made a statement which is not correct, and which etate cf prospcrity. Nothing was disturbing theople
I am sure he must have made through some error of there lie said, bat the contcstcd elction in the a
reference, or under some misapprehension, for I do net County case. The on. gentleman undertook t pausin
believa ho wouild wilfully mislead the House with reference revicw ail the Provinces cf the Dominion, and te assert
to our Province as this statement is certainly calculated to that tbey werc ail in a state cf prosperity. Weil, Sir, ail 1
do. The hon. gentleman, having glanced superficially, I bave got tellhirn s this: That if his viewe and state-
presume, over the Trade and Navigation Returns, noticed monts are as far -way from the truth with refèrenceto the
that according to them Prince Edward Island paid, in other'Provinces as they arecwiLh referenco te the Province

Justoms duties only $1.80 per head and stated that this wa c owhich have pertsonal kowledge, hii speech le n«
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worth much. I can tell him-and I deeply regret to be Mr. DAVIES. That is the organ ot the leader of the
obliged to stand up here and state this fact-tbat the people Corvative GoveMent Of Prince Edward Island, tbat is
of Prince Edward Island aie disturbed over matters much the ferald newspaper of February 2lst. The people of the
more serious than the King's County election. They are Island are disturbed et another fact, and a very sad tact,
disturbed at the lamentable decay of their general trade. and it is sorething which disturbs the people of Nova
I eau remember when the wharves of bat little Island were Scotia, to0, la the beautiful Annapolis valley. They are
thronged with shipping, when ber barbors were whitenediconcerned at the vacant farms wbich are found in
with the sails of ships coming to and fro from day to day, overy village anin every settiement; Ibey are
and year to year, carrying to the Island the chiet products disturbed nt the exodus ot the young men of*that
we purchased in other countries, and carrying away from country, who are leaving h and geing abroad.-I
the Island the products we were enabled to sell to them at a arnnt charging that the exodus is entirely due te that
profit. I am bound to say that things are sadly changed policy;1Iam charging that the National Policy or this l4gh
now, and if the hon. member for iing's (Mr. Foster) will policy cf taxation, bas net succeeded as we were promised
do the Island the honor of paying us a visit next year, ho it would do i keeping the young mon at homo. It bas not
wili find that the large and numerous wharves which sur- buccoeded in giving thernemployment, and they are leav-
round one or two cities in that [kland are deserted, that ing eur ceutry in large numbers. That t a sad statem nt
the sbipping is gene, that the tradothat once existed bas to make, but i ask yoen, Sir, are we suppsed t disacharge
vanished, and the people are anxiously onquiring wberoteur duty to our conftituents by oming bore and making
it bas gene, and bow it is te be brought back. That is statemoents that are net truce? or are we net supposeci te bu
disturbing the people of the Island at prosent. T fhedisacharging urdaties botter when we c e te this alese,
collapse cf the shipping interest is disLtirbing it; andand teil the lion. Finance Minister tach copler ois own
before I arndoee will give a fow figures con crning t Se Province, that bisapolicy is ruining is respective Pro-
shipping intorest, which, if thoy are correct, show a very vince? aItoit thi how it is working there, and if ho Lad
different state of things frcm that prcscntod by the hon. listened attentively the able speech ifntiseon. member for
member fer ing's. The people of the lard are disturlhcd igby (.r. Vail) theo ther night, Uythough the louse was
a present by the unparallelod depreciation ini the valuecfsoutri, and 1 wish more hon. m mbera had been pr-eseit,
real estatothere. made a statornent in thisleuse a short ot cwuldhaveearned that the saie resuts are working
tirne ego on that peint, and if I mistike net my enarkthemives eautin Nova Seteia. Time ws when thes
were objected te by an bon. gentleman whoceos frepn the Maritime Provines , with a low taiff and low taxation weroe
same Province as myseif, and I suppose thoflouse would prosperous and happy. That time is rapidly passing away,
bardly know wbos statoment te accept. The very ncxt and ue young mn sec it andknoew that they tannot make
mail that brought the papers fom Prince Edwrd Iltnd homes there, and i o tey are ging abroad som stethe
brought reports of the annual bank meetings in tsat Pro. United States and Sa happy nîso tosay that a great
VitCe. tank Up theot reports, and I bfnd that the statement many of thea are ging te our wn North-WestTerritories.
c made o thishlouse is berne sut by the dclaration made, Some hon. MEM BERS. Ilear, bear.
net by politicians te advance their plitical interesth, but
by business mca engaged in banking in the Island. v find Mr. DÀVIES.h oen. embers cheer that sentiment. I
by tbeir report that the directors cf the Union Bank, said: wish they would arlngo te the North-West instead ofgoing

" Your directore regret that the satisfactory results of the business
of the past year are greatly impaired by the large amount it has been
found necessary, after careful revision of the assets of the bank, to
write off, owing to several accounts which, from the unparalleled
depreciation in value of properties and other causes, have turoed out
more unfavorably'than could have been anticipated."

Sir, the depreciation in property is not only unparalleied,
but it is causing-I won't use the word ruin, because I
would be accused of exaggeration at once-it is causing very
serious trouble, not only in financial circles but among ail
those who own property in that Island.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Are there not special reasons
for that ?

Mr. DAVIES. There may be, but I an not chargig
the depreciation in the value as entirely due to the high
rate of taxation. But I can remember, Sir, when the bon.
Finance Minister and bis colleagues came to Prince Edward
Island, and they told the people there that if they would
vote in favor of this system, property would go up in
value, things would become prosperous, that labor wouid
find capital to employ it, that prosperous times would
come upon us, and everybody would rejoice. It has not
been so. Their predictions bave been falsified by the
stern logic of facta. Not only is that the opinion of the
bank directors, but I take up one of the leading newspapers
ofthe Island, and what do I find it saying-and, mark you,
at the very time we were discussing this question in the
House:

" At the prsent gloomy hour the wail of poverty and distress is
heard at many a door. A tidal wave of depression lashes our shores.
Fortunes, suddenly heaped up, disappear like the morning dew, and
the bravest hearts quail at the sad ruin."

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.. What paper is that?
1fr. DAvius,

to a foreign country, but would it alter the fact if I Were to
come bere and put a false color upon it ? I tell you that
the people of the Maritime Provinces are leaving in thou-
sands and going to the States. Are you going to ignore
that fact ? Did you bear the lhon. member for Digby make
a statement to the same effect the other night that was not
challenged by one member from Nova Scotia?

Mr. HESSON. Do they go to the United States to seek
higher protection ?

Mr. DAVIES. No ; they go to make a living. They
are driven away from the land that refuses them a living.
These exiles are not the people of Prince Edward Island
alone, but people from ail the Provinces, Sir, the
people of Prince Edward Island are disturbed over the
waninsg prospects of ever obtaining a Reciprocity Treaty
with the United States. Those prospects were bright
enough at one time--or reasonabl eneough, rather-but
they are being rapidly di,ýpelled, and nobody who listeued
to the closing remar-ks of the Finance Minister in his speech
the other night could have left this House except with the
conviction upon bis mind that, so far, at any rate, as the
policy of the present Government can lead up to it, there
shall be no Leciproei ty Treaty between this country and the
United States. Their policy is the very opposite. Their
Protective policy, he says, is Canada for the Canadians;
exelude all the outside world ; we do not want trade with
them, we can make money by trading with onrselves. Sir,
that is not the belief of the people of the Province from
which I come, and it is not, I venture the assertion, the
hope or the belief of the people of the Province which the
Finance Minister represents in this H1ouse. I verily believe,
that, if the people of any of the Maritime Provinces had
suspected it was the intention of the Finance Minister to put
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away Reciprocity as far as ever he could and prevent it ever to be a final one, and not subject to revision hereafter, and
coming into operation, a very different result would have should bé accepted by the Opposition, I think it may not
been shown at the last election, and I believe, when i is be out of place, in view of the discussion which took
known and is understood by them, a very different place this atternoon between the hon. Finance Minister and
result will be shown at the next elections. I desire now the hon. member for East York (Mir. Mackenzie), if I call
to call the attention of the hon. the Finance Minister the attention of the House te some figures in connection
to the inereased deposits in the savings banks, which he with the working of a similar policy in the United States
has add.ueed as one of the evidences of prosperity in the as contrasted with the working of the policy almost
Maritime Provinces. It is a proper argument for him to diametrically opposed to it in Great Britain. I was sur-
use, speaking from bis stand-point, that the increase in prised to hear the hon. metnber for North Bruce (Mr.
tbese deposits is strong evidence of increased prosperity. iMcNeill) state that of all the countries in the world Great
But when they corne to be examined *I think it will be Britain was the only one not sharing in the great pros-
found that they do not present any such evidence. The perity wbich exists over the globe. That statement took
very large increase which has taken place in the deposits me very much by surprise, and led me to make an exami-
in Nova Scotia was fully explained the other night by the nation into the statistics, and I will satisfy the hon. gentle-
hon. member for Digby (Mr. Vail), and I will not weary imian and other hon. ienbers that the hon. gentleman's
the House by repeating bis statement. But if bis state- statement was as far froni being correct as it was possible
ment was true, then he showed that the deposits in the to be. The hon. gentleman must have been referring to a
savings banks in Nova Scotia did not represent the accumu- previous period of British history. There was a period in
lation and savings of the working classes, but rather the British history, as the House well knows, when trade ind
deposits of capitalists who were afraid to invest their commerce were not thriving and prosperous, and it was
money in other channels or could not find profitable invest- before the introduction of Free Trade principles. Tbere
monts, and so deposited their money in the savings bank was a time wben wages were low, when food was scarce,
until better times came. In Prince Edward 1sland there when ignorance was rife, whon a great guif' separated one
bas been a rapid increase in the deposits. I should like to class from another, when workingmen could hardly live,
ask my colleague whether he is prepared to tell the louse when riots frequently occurred; and anyone who takes up
that the increased deposits in the savings batiks represent Greville's Memoiirs, published a few yeurs ago, will obtain
the savings of the working people to any appreciable sore idea of the state of things which prevailed in Great
extent ? It is a very easy matter to explain why Britain between 1830 and 1840. That has been changed,
there bas been a large increase in the deposits there. and so fir from Great Britain not sharing in the generai
Îtn 1873, when the Island entered the Dominion, there prosperity sho is at the present time almost monopolizing
were only b249,941.40 deposits in the savings bank. the trade and commerce of the world. In the course of my
The deposits have been increased very largely since, examination o the authorities, 1 came across a curious state-
and I will show where the mqney to a very large extent ment made by Sydney Smith about the time to which I
came from. At that time many of the capitalists had have reerred ;and the state of things set forth by that
money invested in Provincial debentures. Provincial deben- writer will bu equallod in Canada, if the hon. Finance Min-
tures had been issued to the amount of $607,000, nearly ister continues to increase the duties year by year as he is
all of which was held in the Island. I am not including the doing now. Sydney Smith wrote:
debentures for the Island Railway, most of which were "'Taxes upon every article which enters into the mouth or covers the
held in England. These Provinial debentures have been back, or is placed under the foot-taxes upon everything which it is
all called in since then, and the money which was paid to pleasant to see, hear, feel, smell, or taste-taxes upon warmth, light,
the holders had to find investment elsewbere. I nade and locomoton-Iaxes on everything on earth and in the waters under

the earth-on everything that comes trom abroad or is grown at home-
enquiry from a gentleman who is more conversant with our taxes on the raw material - taxes on every fresh value that is added to
savings banks than any other man, who was the means of it by the industry of man -taxes on the sauce which pampers man's
establishing it, and for many year3 was in charge, and I appetite and the drug that restores him te bealth, on the ermine which

a f h adecorates the judge and the rope which hangs the criminal, on the poorlearnt from him,ý and it corroborated the fact of which Iman's salt and the rich man's spice, on the brass nails of the coffin aád
was t-atisfied myself, that a large proportion of that money the ribbons of the bride-at bed or board, couchant or levant, we muit
received from the payment of those deLentures was deposited pay. The schoolboy whips Bhis taxed top, the beardless youth manages

his taxed borse with a taxed bridie on a taxed road, sud the dyingin the savings bank- Englishman, pouring bis medicine which bas paid 7 per cent. into a
Sir LRONARD TILLEY. When were those debentpres spoon that bas paid 15 per cent., flings himself back upon bis chintz bed

paid off? jwhich bas paid 22 per cent., and expires in the arms of an apothecary,who bas paid a license of $100 for the privilege of putting him to death.
Mr. DAVIES. Since 1873. 1 can give the bhon. -Il le- i.WOWRB.Wyde e h o.mme

man dates and amounts, as I bave a statement bore con tain- recite it as he did thirty yeers ago at school?
ing those particulars. The hon. Minister stated in bis
speech that a very large increase was perceptible. It is Mr. DAVIES. If I could hope to rival the bon. member
true there was a very large increase last year, wlîich was in elocution ; but that I cannot hope to do.
due to a local cause. The Bank of Prince Edward Island, Mr. WOODWTORTH. There is not a schoolboy in
wfhich enjoyed thé confidence of nearly the whole population Canada, who bas not recited that in school.
suspended and became bankrupt in the autumn of 1S81 Mr. DAY ES. Allew me te conclude my quetatien
The people who had deposits in other banks lost confidence M
and withdrew their deposits and placed them in the "His whole property is then immediately taxed from 2 to 10 per cent.
ïavings bank, and that accounts for the increase last year. Besides the probate, large fees are demanded for burying him in the

chancel, bis virtues are handed down to posterity on taxed marble, and
Mr. ORTON. All that accounts for the dopression, le is then gathered to bis fathers-to be taxed no more."

Mr. DAVIES. It may to some extent, but if the hbon. That is the quotation ; and that represents the state of mat-
gentleman will make enquiries he will find that the ters in England, while this policy, whieh is lauded so mach,
unparalleled depreciation in the value of property took on the other side of the liouse, was in full force ; but let
place before the bank suspended ; it bas existed ever since hon. members look at the change which took place in the
the National Policy came into force, and though it cannot commerce of that country, as soon as a different policy was
be charged altogether to the National Policy, no doubt that introduced, and he will find-1 will not weary the House with
policy contributed largely to that dep ciation. As the i many figures-that while the combined exports and importa
hon. Finance Minister has declared that his policy is of that country wereonly £172,000,000 sterling in 184, they
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have risen, Sir, until they have now reached the extraordi-
nary figure of £611,000,000 sterling. That, Ilsay, is a state-
ment of facts which cannot be paralleled by any country in
the wide world, and you can only obtain it in a Free Trade
country. Well, Sir, the trade and commerce of that country
has not only increased so enormously but-as was shown by
my hon. friend who site alongside of me-the purchasing
power of money has largely augmented during the same
time, and the poor man there is now buying better food,
better clothing, than he could in those old times. Let me
draw-ae I said I intended to do-a comparison between the
present trade and commerce of Great Britain and the com-
merce and trade in manulactured goods of our neighbors
across the line. I think, Sir, that the figures are very in-
structive, and I think that if some of these hon. gentlemen
opposite would sit down with a sincere desire to come to an
honest convInsion as to whether or not a protective system
is beneficial to the people, after a perusal of these figures,
they might rise up with a different opinion than the one
they now entertain-possibly. Why, Sir, i find, by refer-
ence to the statistics of Great Britain, that it produced in
1881, and exported somothing like £190,000,000 sterlibg
worth of manufactured goods. Why, those figures a man's
mind cannot grasp I Very well, Sir; what did the United
States export that year ? £10,000,000 sterling only in value.
So there is a country with a population of fifty millions, as
compared with the thirty-five millions ofGreat Britain; they
have illimitable resources which during the- past twenty
years have been developed with marvellous rapidity, and a
country, as my hon. friend from East York explainod, cover-
ing almost all the productive zones of the earth, extending
from the Atlantic to the Pacifie, and traversed by magnificent
rivers. Nature has provided them with everything that goes
to make them a great nation: and yet this great nation
with all the vigor, and all the energy, and all the shrewd-
ness, characteristic of that people, only export, under a pro-
tective policy in force for some twenty years, £18,000,000
sterling worth of manufactured goods, while Free Trade
England exporte £190,000,000 sterling a year. Sir, those
figures are eloquent in themselves, and point to the con-
clusion which 1 wish hon. members on the other side-or
some of them at least-would bring their minds to. Now,
in 1880, I find, that Great Britain exported to the United
States of America-and mark, too, that the United States
bas a Tarif almost prohibitory-in spite of that prohibitory
Tarif, £24,000,000 sterling worth of manufactured goodd;
but what did the United States export to England ?
£3,000,000 sterling worth. There was Free Trade England
opening her portesand inviting the goods of the world
to tome in free; and, yet all the United States coula
send her was £3,000,000 sterling worth; whereas Free
Trade England, in spite of the Protective Tariff of thé
United States, almost prohibitive in its terms, sonde them
£24,000,000 sterling worth of manufactured goods. Sir, do
those figures not tell the tale? l 1840, I find that the
whole exporte of Great Britain per head were £t 18s. 9d.,
while in 1881 they had risen to £6 9s. 6d. What were those
of the United States during that period? In 1840, they
were £1 1le. Id., and in 1881, £3 8s. Id.; and thus while the
United States had only increased their exports-and, mark
you, these are the whole exporta of the country, not manu-
factured goods alone-£1 17s. per head of the population,
Great Britain with her limited area and producing very
little raw material which they could export, or noue to
speak of, being engaged almost ent irely in manufacturing,
advaneed her exports £4 10s., the exporte being £6 9@. d.
per head. Well, Sir, if we lookuat he imports of Great
Britain, which are very large, we find that they brought
into that country for manufacture and export, goods to an
enormous amount in valuo-and bow are they able to do
that? Can hon, gentlemen oppisite tell me how Great Bri-
taiu is able to go to the United States and boy raw cotton,

Mr. DAvits.

raw material and carry it across the Atlantic manufacture it
intogoods, and send them back, compelling the Americansto
take them and sell them to the Americans cheaper than
their own people can make them for? What are thefacts?
Ont of a total importation of £411,000,000 sterling only
£35,000,000 sterling worth were retained for their own
use; and the balance, over £376,000,000 sterling worth
of manufactured goods, was sent abroad and purchased
by foreign nations, sending back a stream of wealth to
Great Britain, and levying tribute on almost the entire
habitable globe for the support of her working population.
Then, Sir, look at the special industries of Great Britain-
and I would call the attention of the hon. members opposite
to these special industries more than to general figures,
because general figures may or may not be explained away
by ingenious people, while with regard to the special in-
dustries, this cannot be done. Take the difference be-
tween the exports from the two countries of cotton goods,
made from raw cotton, a bulky material, and costly of
transit. In the United States, manufactured cotton is sub-
ject to a duty of from 30 to 60 per cent.; and you will find
that, notwithstanding the fact that it produces such an
enormous quantity of raw cotton, and hai a duty which
almost prohibits the importation into it of f>reign manu-
factured cotton, notwithetanding these facts, the United
States was only able to export £2,000,000 sterling worth
in 1880. But how much do you suppose Great Britain
exported ? Why, £70,000,000 sterling worth, of which a very
respectable proportion went to the United States of Ameri-
ca; and how much cotton goods, do you suppose the United
States of America sent to England, £75 1,000 sterling worth
only. The figures show conclusively that the Protect ive
Tariff of the United States has not enabled that country to
compete successfully, even in their own markets, let alone in
the other markets of the world, with England. The Free
Trade policy of England has made that country the
emporium almost of the manufactures of the whole world.
Take the article of wool, and the same story is there told.
The woollen industries are specially protected in the United
States with duties of from 40 to 10U per cent.; but what is
the result-that the total export, in the year 1880, of woollen
manufactures from the United States was only $45,000 worth.
Itis almostincredibleuntil hon. members examine the figures,
that in that great country they are only able to export
$45,000 worth of woollen goods in one year. What are the
fate with regard to Great Britain ? These exports of Great
Britain were, in 1880, £20,000,000 sterling worth; and mark
you, the United States imported from Great Britian, the
same year, £11,000,000 sterling worth of woollen goods.
In the face of their prohibitory tarif, ranging from 60 to
100 'per cent., they had to go home to that country and buy
woollen goods to the extent of £11,000,000 sterling. Take
next iron and steel, of whîch we heard so much a few years
ago. We were told t bat the American manufacturers were
competing successfully in Great Britain with the English
manufacturers. What are the facts? Statistics show that
although the duties in the United States are from 40 to 60
per cent., the Amorican experts are less than £3,000,000,
while Great Brifain exports £30,000,000; and of those
£30,000,000 no less than £10,000,000 are purchased by the
people of the United States in the face of a probibitory
Tarif amounting in some cases to 100 per cent.

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

Âfter Receas.
THIRD READINGS.

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

Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the Quebec and James' Bay
Railway Company.-(Kr. Bossé.)
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Bill (No. 70) to amend the &cts relating to the Great

Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

Bill (No. 71) to incorporate the Cumberland Coal and
Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake
and Saskatchewan Railroad and Steamboat Company.-(Mr.
Cameron, Victoria.)

WAYS AND MEANS.

Mr. DAVIES. When the House took recess I was en
deavoring, by a comparison of the Trade Returns of Great
Britain with those of the United States, to show the lament-
able effect of the system of Protection upon the trade of
the latter country, and the marvellous development of
the manufactures of England under the system of Free
Trade which has been in vogue there for the last
thirty years. I gave some extracts from the Trade Returns
to show the effects of these two policies upon certain speci-
fie manufactures, and I propose to close my argument in
that branch of the case by referring to the article of boots
and shoes, which was alluded to by the hon. Finance
Minister, this afternoon. The duties in the United States
on the leather used in the manufacture of boots and shoes
amount to between 15 and 25 per cent. Now, what effect
bas that duty had in promoting the manufacture and the
exports of these articles ? I find that in 1863 the United
States exported nearly 81,500,000 worth of boots and shoes,
whereas in 1869 the exports of the same articles fell in
value to the pitiful figure of $475,000, and from that day to
this thoy have not increased a dollar. What bas been the
effect of Free Trade in Great Britain upon the same articles ?
In the same year, 1863, the exports of boots and shoes from
Great Britain amounted to $7,000,000, but instead of decreas-
ing, they have risen to the sum of 88,280,000, in 1881. I
give these figures to confirm the argument I had the
honor to present to the House before recess. Now, I will
leave that branch of my argument, and ask the indul-
gence of the House while I call attention to the
shipping interest of these two great countries. I am
prepared to show from the Trade Returns of both those
countries, that notwithstanding the groat advantagos
which the United States possess, notwithstanding the
large sea-board on her eastern and western coasts, notwith-
standing their inland seas, of which they have almost sole
control, as far as the carrying trade is concerned; notwith-
standing their noble rivers, capable of affording accom.
modatioù almost to the largest ships; notwithstanding their
unlimited resources only now being developed-I am pre-
pared to show that their shipping interest bas lamentably
declined and that the natural productions, even of their own
country, have not been carried by their own shipping, but
have fallen into the hands of foreign carriers, so that at pre.
sent 80 per cent. of American foreign trade is earried in
British bottoms. This is a very important factor which
hon. gentlemen lose sight of very often. Lot us examine
briefly in detail. I have gone over the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns of the United States, and I find that in 1860
the entire exports and importa carried in American
bottoms amounted to $507,000,000, and only $255,000,000
worth was carried in foreign bottoms; or, in 1860, 66
per cent. of the American foreign trade was carried in their
own bottoms, furnishing employment to a large number of
people, and bringing in an immense amount of money te
their shipping owners especially. On comparing the year
1860 with 1870, we find that the total export and importe
of the United States carried in their own vessels had fallen
from $507,000,000 to $352,900,000, while foreign ships
carried $638,000,000. In 1880 we find the same
decrease continuing, only $280,000,000 of United States
trade was carried in Amerioan vessels, while $1,300,000,000

was carried in foreign bottoms. TheMe facts, to my mind,
speak very strongly and show conclusively that so far as
the carrying trade of the United States is concerned, while
the Americans in 1860 carried the largest portion of it in
their own vessels-almost 70 per cent.-in 1880 they only
carried 17 per cent., while the foreigna ships carried 83 per
cent. If you examine also the returns of the tonnage of
the United States engaged in the foreign trade, you will find
that in 1860 it amounted to 2,379,000 tons, and in 1880 to
1,319,000 tons. Compare those statistios with those of Great
Biitain during the same period. In 1860, while Great Britain
had only 3,000,000 tons engaged in the foreign trade, in 1880
she had 5,212,000 tons. On the one hand we find the British
shipping increasing in strength by marvellous strides from
year te year and decade to decad, not only monopolizing
thé carrying trade of its own country, but that of theUnited
States as well, there is also a most lamentable and cor.
responding decroase on the part of American ship build.
ing. In 1860 they built to the extent of 270,000 tons; in
1880 this amount had dwindled down to 157,000 tons. In
England, on the contrary, the annual tonnage of ships built
increased from 226,000 tons in 1860, to 473,000 tons in
1880, so that their tonnage of ships built bas more than
doubled during the same period that the American ton.
nage has decreased one-half. I say that these figures
are very convincing to anyone who chooses to - look
at them dispassionately. Passing from the com.
parison between the English and American shipping
trade we come down to our own trade, and what do we
find? We find that in 1874 some of the leading gentle.
men on the other side of the Hones who were thon in Oppo.
sition, prophesied that if an attîmpt was made to hamper
the ship-building interest of theDominion by imposing bigher
duties on articles which entered into the construction of
ships, and by making living dearer, the result would be the
destruction of this important interest. We found thom re-
peating in eloquent language that we ought to be proud as
a Canadian people that we were the fourtih maritime power
in the world, and they warned the thon Government not to
apply the axe to the root of this industry. In 1874 the hon.
Minister of Railways, who was then in Opposition, opposing
a small increase in the Tariff which the Governmont con.
sidered necessary for revenue purposes, spoke as follow:--

"IHe inveighed strongly agaisit the imposition of an increaaed duty
on material used in manufacturing machinery and lu hio-bulding.
There was net a ses in the world which was not whitened with the sails
of the shipping of Canada, and h. held that to Increase tbe tar on this
most important i4dustry vould be te indit irreparable injury upon i1,
for even though the Tarif were teobe removed next year, the same
vitality could net be restored to the industry which now characterises
it, for men could not invest their money in the business with the same
confidence which they bad hitherto done.
I also found the sanie hon. member reported further as say-
ing:

" I fear the hou. Minister (Mr. Cartwright) ls seeking te ester the
thin edge of Protection which wili eventually work ruin and desola-
tien te the Maritime Provinces. Let the bon. Minister look at the
neighboring Republic and ho will find that the policy of that country
bas swept their flag off the seas snd given te others the carrying trade
of the world."

That statement made in eloquent language, by the hon.
Minister of Railways was true, as far as the United
States is concerned, as I have proved to you by the
figures taken from the Trade and Navigation Returns.
Their shipping has been swept off the sea, sand the trade
which was formerly in their hands bas now passed to Free
Trade England, whose shippers are making an enormous
amount of money out of it. We find also the hon. member
for Kings, N.B. (1fr. Poster) rising in bis place in this
House and posing in the character of an impartial speaker
and severely cen-uring the Opposition for persisting in
looking on the one side only, while ho gave the House to
understand he had figures and arguments on both sides, thus
intimating that hon. gentlemen opposed to him were unduly

1883. 607



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 1 ,

biassed in their opinions. Well, how does he mainfain the reverse of which is the fact, as I will show by reference
the impartial character ho had for the nonce assumued ? to figures directly. He went on to show that the carrying
In the first placo, he goes on to sh w thit nn trade of this conntry and our shipping had not decreased.
enormous increase of $30,000,000 took place in our And how did ho do it ? He took the Trade and Navigation
expenditure while the hon. member for East York Returns, and lie quotes the tonnage engaged in the carrying
(Mr. Mackenzie) was First Minister. But in his character of the products of this country abroad, and the bringi'ng in
of impartial advocate he forgot to tell the louse that that of the goods that we require, and ho gave us to understand
large increase was due-and t do not think I am exaggera- that he was merely quoting the figures of Canadian ship-
ting in any way-to the fact that when the late Govern- ping only. Why, Sir, when I tell the House that the
ment came into power they found enormous contracts figures the hon. member has quoted are not the figures at
let out by their prodeeessors which they lhad to all of the Canadi.ain tonnage employed, but the figures of
carry out; and this money was. spent in carrying out foreign vessels, Canad.ian and British vessels combined, the
contracts to which the faith of the country was pledged. House will understand that his argument was not worth a
So I say that the hon. member did not present that phase snap, so far as showing that the uCanadian shipping had
of his case in a fair or. impartial manner. He pre ented increased at all. But he went on, and wound up his sen-
one side of the shield alone, and that, Sir, the side which tence by saying as follows:-
was the pleasant one for the argument ho wished to pre- IlI aRwqre that these figures do not show the number of vessels
sent to the House. But ho wot on and spoke of the large enzaged Lu un trade, but as they show in both cases the arrivais, and
increase of the debt under the present Government. Oh i departures-of vessels at particular ports, the camparative statemeut
he says, there is no laam in that; it was a deadly crime cannot be impugned."
on the part of the hon. member for East York and his And then feeling sure of bis position li winds up with the
assoeiates to ircrease the debt of this country in earrying following very sireng language, which only a very tlrough
ont the contracts entered into by iheir predecessors; but examination of the tat cf the case wdl justify any man in
it is not a crime, and it is not wrong, for the present Gov empleying, whicli I say bis examination oftle statistic3 do
ernment, because, he ays, they have plenty of assets to tjustifyhiminemploying. fesays:
show-in the shape of public works. He talks of the assets Il i I have effectually disposed of the statement that the con-
of the country and credits them to the present Government, nerce of this country bas decreased, aud you will flt nake it any more
forgetting that many of them wore made by their prede- clear te the Honse or the country if you give from now te deomsday
cessors, though ho gives them no credit at all He goes ail the figures to be tound in the books of at the Departmerts."
on to take credit for the carrying trade oftho iitereolonial, Very well. Now, we will tura te the bocks cf the Iepart.
and how i ais developed inter-provincial t rade. IIe forgrot mnts and sec wlither the hon. gentlcman's statement that
to tell this louse that the larger part of that road was the shippiug had net de-rcased is truc or not. In the first
built under the late Mackenzie Government. That impor- place, 1 will eau your L to the figures contained lu
tant fact he withheld, and when he withheld it to my the Ti ade and Navigation Returns as tle registered ship-
mind he lost bis charactor as an impartial man, and ping of this country. I find by those returns that in the
degenerated simply into that of a politican who was year 1873 the registered tonnage--
desirous, not of presenting the whole case, but simply one iMr. FOSTER. Will you allow me, Mr. Speaker, te ask
side, and I say by the presentation of that one side it is
calculated to give a false impression. But he went on to tho, gntman aquestind Will ho se satempt0W
talk about the shipping of this country. The bon. member hy
talked very eloquently, and I think, ho has a right tote prove? If ho sayc1 attempted te prove thatthe ahippîng
receive the congratulation of bis friends ifor the eloquent cf this ountryhad not decreased ho statea what I did net
speech he delivered ln thisIIouse. But the question we have .
here to discuss is, not whethoer bis speech wa.s an eloluent ra
one, not whether it was delivered in choice language and the hon. gontîcnan that bcdid not inteud to niaketie site-
adorned with literary references, but whether the facts ho ment. Now I witl read to the fouse the exact 1 o' guamo
gave are true in themselves, or truc in their application to used, as found in the officiai report, to show what ho did
the trade of this country. Now, just let ns look at thon for say:
a moment. The hon. gentleman Favs-and ho makes use In 1878 thereweresea-goingvessels inward and outward, 48,027;
of very strong languaga in sayirg it-that everything is in 1882, 55,62o. in 187 the number of tous registered was 12,054,890;
lovely in allihe Provirces. There is an inimeps" inter- in a882 the number of tons registered was 13,379,882.e
provincial trade groWing up, but le faits te give ary figures What is the lin. gentleman attempting te provethere ?
in preof cf that assertion. I can tell him that tIicare ar it not an attempt telead the louse tobolieve thatetho
ver anymon who are thAorounbly acquainted with the rsgisteredu tonnage had increased 1,000,000?
traflwge srgaisngountry, and who beluehevihatntherlverern
Le a verylure ;ier-provinciai trade botwcn the Maritime Mr. FOSTERh. I do net intend te allow any aon. mem
Provinces and the Upper Provinces, for, the reasor that ber on th otheh ide f it feonse temireprosent My
our gricultural preduets are cf that character tet they are argument. I was net speaking ad alI cf Canadian ehippino
nt required by the people up here who producca of in its docline, or in its increayfe. I was on tho pointf

bm themselves. We have to buy ir aanltfactures, b h commerce, and I was stating the arrivals and departures f
we send tliem very little la roturn. Tho tri.,de, N al l on eevessels Ut Ports in this Dominion.
side. .Now, I :want teealthc attention of th flouse Mr DAVIE. Nw,;haw ll nt adopt th boourse which the
te his remanks on the shipping iint-ert. la order hon. gentleman opposite pursued in refrence ta n hon.
te prove lIat the commerce (f titis eîuîtry lad member on nhis side rf the aleuse, of rofusing te read al
irereaaed very Iai-gely-and inecrie double iita fact, lis speech. I shail go further, net istopping at what I have
for the hon. member for Brant (.Mr. Paterson) ,cw plread, but I1will road a utile more and if the on. gentie-
lat from year te yoar sineo 1879, ar exports ef» tho Ta dii e t inteNd to say what ho bas saius , then I sha

forest, and cf the field, and cf the fîrîn had enorin-psly in- have achieved y objectif I can drwfrom hm arepdiation
creased, and, cf course, that greatly in sod corilo oi cf th o lycorellsonytheatarau18h3drawnfrom3e reespeedtnnsa
whihmely oonstiinMbarrcri.ngFcuRown produ.tWs for thoilyarinte iii ransarwr.mrIe g.espeke

thatwe d a1 refro .theoahon. gentlemaner en Loa qu es on il h p ea e ta o o

ht ooIn1878 the freigitsvere 3,296,3 wtoss; in 1882 thempere
tritdoII prove this vact, which, I say, vs did net prove;?Itd

MrMDVE. Da oudtoacet h epantono
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Would any man in the country, reading that speech, doubt tons, and in 1878 the same number of tons, the average an-
that the hon. gentleman had reference to Canalian ship- nually for the period being 152,000 tons the yearly tonnage
ping? Of course not. having largely incr-eased in the intervening years. Between

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Iear, hear. 1878 and 1882 the tonnage dropped to 68,000 tons, or an aver-
age annually of79,000, and that during the remarkable period

laugh until le is ot hof the woedinance ntie btere when everything was lovely as compared with an averageh w Iwill continue to read: annually of 152,000 tons in the previous years from 1873 to
The crews employed in 1878 were 465,776; in 1882 they were 1878, 1 find the same ratio of increase and decrease ap-512.738." plies to the Pioviioes of'New Brunswick and Prince Edward

What boots it to the people of this country that foreign Llaud, and I noed not trouble the House by reading the
shipping had increased or decreased ? What does the hon. figures. Itth us appears that the shipping industry, of which
member mean to prove ? What if the shipping engaged in we are ail so proud, instoad of boing promoted or increased by
the carrying trade of this country had increased, if, as a this hlgh protective policy, has been very seriously damaged,
matter of fact, it was foreign shipping that had increased ? and to day instead of retaining the high position we have oc-
And so he goes on. I will show by the next sentence what eupied as the f>urLh maritime power wo are rapidly falling
the hon. member intended to prove by the use of that lan. behind and will soon o-cupy an inferior position to some of
guage : the smaller countrios of Europo.

"Does not the extra employment of men show the extra trade which
in taking place in the matter of sea-gMing vesselsh? And if we take th
coauting trade we find it equally favorable."

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. He is boasting. the dorcaso gou. on in the same ratio as it las done during
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. Finance Minister laughs. I do the past four yoars, ho wiIt not bo able te make the prend

not wonder at his laughing at a boast of one of his followers statement another year, that Canada is the fourth maritime
that the men employed in foreign shipping had increased1power in the world. Lut u: look at the results ef'this ener-
in number, and that that indicates the prosperity of this mous higliTarif upon tho înanufacturing industries cf the
country. Now, after having read that statement, I[proceed country, and J wiIl only dutain the fouse a fow Me.
to call the attention of the hon. Minister to the registered ments on this pointIn the articles cf cottons, weollenq,
shipping of this Dominion as I extract it from the Report and manufactures ef iron and steel-while, in 1874, we im-
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. In 1873 thore ported $34,000,000 worth, in 1879 wo imported eily
were 1,073,718 tons in this Dominion, and in 1878 the $!1,000,000worth, We were geing te have Canada for the
tonnage had increased to 1,333,015. During that period Canidiana, after Ille introduction cf this new pelicy; we
ofdepression when the hon. member for East York was inwere not going toimport cbeap goodafromforeign ceuntries,
power, and we had a Revenue Tariff, the shipping had in- but we weVe geing te manufacture them ourselves. Whatlas
creased by 259,257 tons. If I turn to the Report of the been the resuit? Instead ef importing $21,000,000 worth
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, I find it stated that the as in 1879, in 1882 we imperted 833,000,000 werth. Has
value of every ton of shipping to the country is $30, and the policy lad the effeet ef giving Canada te the Canadians?
applying those figures to the increased registered tonnage We have imported many more million dollars werth cf those
of 1878 the result shows the value of the increased reg- vory goods, than we did undcm tho Revenue Tariff that former.
istered tonnage to be 87,778,910. Is that nothing ? We ly existed. As regards goods susceptible cf being manufac-
will take the next period from 1878 to 1882, and what do we tured lere, tht saine thing would appiy. Frein 1874 te 1879
find ? lu 1879 it was 1,333,000 tons, in 1882 it had decreased thore was a Jecrease of $29,000,000 in the imports cf those
to 1,260,777 tons ; so that during the period when goods, and from 1879 te 1882 they rose te 859,000,000, or
the hon. Finance Minister had charge of the country, an increase of$Si that this policy had net tht
and when his fiscal policy was in full operation, eflett which hon, gentlemen predictod for it whea it was
shipping instead of having increased, as it lad done during introducedand which some îon.members are fend ofsaying,
the former period, actually decreased 72,238 tons, or a without looking at the figures, las re8ulted. Just one
value of 82,167,000. These are facts which cannot be con- word witl respect te the hon. member for King's (Mr.
troverted, and which have been taken from the hon. gen- Fester), andithe rannei mniwhich he treatod the debt and
tleman's own returns, Let the lon. member take his own expenditure cf this couiitiy. le tossod about millions as a
Province of New Brunswick, and what will he find? The juggler tossed his balîs in tIc air; ho talked as liblyof
same ratio of increase between 1873 and 1878, and the millions as if they were thouïands, and aithoughl ave
saine lamentable decrease from 1878 to 1882. I will give the some partienlars et the debt of the country betweea several
figures to the House. In 1873 there were 277,850 tons of perioda, le did net put the case fairly. I ar only repeating
registered shipping in NewBrunswick; in 878 the tonnage the figures by the lon, member for South Brant (Mr.
had risen to 335,965 tons, or an inerease of 58,115 tons, equal Paterson), wben ho made his able and exhaustive speech,
to a value of nearly $2,000,000, during that dreadful. whicl las never been answered frem thether aide cf the
period whon lon. gentlemen opposite declared the country liuse. Tht onl atteîpt te answer that speech wu made
went to the dogs. Since then there has been a decrease of in tht address delivered this afternoonbt
26,895 tons, equal to a value of nearly $1,000,000 in New MinisteratAdIJmay have aword tosaydirectlyin replyto it.
Brunswick alone. The shipping of Prince Edward Island lu 1867-68 the penditure of'the country was $13,486,000;
increased from 1873 to 1878, 15,000 tons of the value of 1873-74, $23>0003000; and iu 1873-79, tht last year cf the
nearly $500,000, while it decreased from the latter year down Mackenzie Admititration, $24,455,381, while the estimated
te 188, 12,000 tons, or a value of $376,600. These figures expeuditurof the present Government for 1883-84 is 830,-
show that the saine result las followed the application of a 000,000. The hon. membor ferIKing's (Mr. Fos-ter) treats
high Protective Tariff to ourshipping which bas occurred lu this inrease as if it was nothingat ail. What wil biscon-
the United States, and which was preicted by the hon. Min- stituente say when called upon te pay the &hot? Will they b.
ister of la:lways if it should over be introduced here. lis saîisfed ofthe action et the hou. member in supportiag that
prediction has been verified and the shipping interest las been increme? But i t is iu the controllable expenditure that th e
largely injured, as the hon. gentlemen who corne from theincroase is most obýervàble. In 1873-74 itwas $8,324,000; in
Maritime Provinces know. 1f we take the shipping builti 1878,iunner the econeuical Administration cfithn hon. member
the Dominion we find that in 1871 thore were built 106,000 iorEastYork (Mr.Kaokenzi)it lad decreasedte 86,999,000.
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Mr. MoCALLUM. Will yon tell what the controllable

expenditure was in 1876 ?
Mr. DAVIES. I will repeat the figures for the hon. gentle-

man. In 1873 when the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) took charge of public affairs the controllable
expenditure was $8,324,000, and when he left office in 1878
he had decreased that controllable expenditure by 8 1,382,000,

Mr. McCALLUM. [ would like to ask the hon. gentle-
man a question. Will le give us the controllable expenditure
for the year 1876 ? If so, he will find it larger than it was
for the Macdonald Government in 1873-74.

Mr. DAVIES. It is impossible to present a continuous
argument to the House, if I am interrupted every few
minutes. I was going to draw the attention of the House
to the lamentable increase in the controllable expenditure
by the Conservative Government-and the hon. gen-
toman is not going, by drawing a herring over the
trails to draw me from it. Now let me present the
other side of the shield, and ask what has been the fact.
Has that decrease under the Mackenzie Government been
continued by their successors, and the taxes of the peeple
saved, as was the case under the former Administra-
tion ? No; I find that while the controllable expendituro
had gone on decreasing during the Administration of the hon.
member for East York, they have gone on increasing ever
since these hon. gentlemen carno into power. For 18ý3
the Estimates of controllable expenditure are $10,000,040
odd, being an increase of over 83,000,000 during the period
since they last came into power, and to-day to give these
figures for a period of years, is the only fair and honest way
of presenting this case to the country. Iremarked a moment
ago, that no answer had ever been given or attempted to be
given to the argument presented by the hon. member for
South Brant? What did ha say? One point in bis case-
and I only wish to touch upon it because the hon. Finance
Minister attempted to reply to it-was this: that the
cause of the prosperity of this country to-day is not
the increase in the taxes placed upon us, and put upon
nearly every branch of industry, and on averything that we
eat, drink, and wear, bot is owing to the fact that a bounti-
ful Providence has smiled upon us and enabled us to export,
as he put it, $60,000,000 of increase in the products of the
forest, field and mine, in the year 1882, over and above
what we exported in 1879-810,000,000 in 1880, $20,000,000
in 1881, and $30,000,000 in 1882. What is the answer of
the hon. Finance Minister? This cannot be the cause,
mays he, because if you take the average of these
exporta for the whole four years, 1878 to 1882, you will
find that the exports are not greater than during a
certain other number of years; but the hon. Finance Minis-
ter'torgets that he has never claimed, that 1879 or 1880
were prosperous years. Prosperity only began, when our
exports commenced to increase over the amount which
they reached in the years when the depression existed; and
until they reached in 1882, which is alleged to have been
the most prosperous year in the history of Canada,
S102,000,000, we were not prosperous, and the hon. member
for South Brant showed that they were 830,000,000 more in
1882 than they were in 1879. I say, that this answer, or
rather attempted answer by the hon. Finance Minister, was
a complete failure; and that the argument of the hou. member
forBouth.Brant, will go forth to the country as one that
àannot be answered, and has not been attempted to be
answered by any hon. gentleman on that side of the flouse.
I will now say a word with reference to the mild and able
speech, as I may term it, delivered by the hon. member for
Westmoreland. That hon. gentleman was aware of tho real
ftcts, because he is largelyengaged in the shipping interest;
and he did not fall into the mistake of tho hon. inember
for Kig's (N.B) he admittel at once that the shipping in-
terestof the country was declining, and went on to urge

1fr. DAVIs.

that the lumbering trade of the country was also
a waning industry. But what is the remedy which
the hon. gentleman prescribes ? Why, one would imagine
that these two great industries, which in years gonc by have
contributed so much to build up this Dominion of ours, had
a right to receive some consideration at the hands of the
Government, and had a right, if they are waning and cannot
bear up against the taxation placed upon them, to
some attention. One would suppose that the remedy which
the hon. gentleman would propose would be to take off
some of the taxes, and give them fuir play; but no, he says
they are waning industries, and therefore proposes to support
them by imposing still further taxes which will havethe effect
ofdepreciating these industries still more. Certainly thisis
adopting the motto laid down of old: "To him that hath
shall be given, and from him that hath not shalh be taken,
even what he seemeth to have." The EYp- building and lum-
bcr industries are waning, and so ha takes from them what
they have, and gives it to some sugar industry at Moncton-
or some other of the few industries which profit and benefit a
few capitalists, but do not benefit the great mass of the tax-
payers of this country. One of the remarks of the hon.
Finance Minister I was most sorry to hear-was wherein
ha announced to this country that the policy of imposing
high protective duties and taxes on the necessaries of life in
this country was to be the policy of the Government for all
time, and that there was no hope for the taxpayers of this
country that in the distant future any of these taxes
were to be withdrawn. He told us that the baud was
to bo blasted that ever removed a stone, Sir, from this
wonderful superstructure which ha and his friends have
built up. That was a sad statement for me to hear,
very sad, and it will be a sud statement for the people of
the Maritime Provinces, to hear,-because we were told,
when these high protective duties were put on, that we
should bear them for a few years, and a few years only,
that the only justification for putting them on, was this :
that certain industries in Canada, were struggling against
competitors in the United States, and that for a few years
they required to be supported at the public expense ; but
once on their feet, they would be able to compete success-
fully with the manufacturers of any part of the world, and
that then the duties would be taken off, and this taxation
removed from the shoulders of the people. But we are now
told that they will never be able to compete successfully,
that these taxes will remain on for all time, and there is no
hope at all of their being taken off the people of this coun-
try in the future. Apart from that there is another reason.
Sir, the hon. gentleman boasts-and perbaps he bas
a right to boast-that the Election of 1882 showed that the
party, which ha leads in fluancial matters, .enjoyed
the confidence of the country. Perhaps they do; I. am
not denying that they polled the majority of the
votes ut the last Election, but I do contend thiis:
that when they first promulgated their policy in
the Ma4time Provinces, at any rate, the main reasons
wbich induced the people of those Provinces to give even
the support they did to them was this: that coapled with
the introduction of that policy, was the solemn promise
made, that if the people would vote for it, it would bring
about Reciprocity with the United States in two or thrce
years. I tell you, there is no boon you could confer on the
people of the Maritime Provinces, which they will appre-
ciate so much as reciprocal Free Trade with the United
States of America, as wo bad it from 1854 to 1864. The
people of those Provinces remember well that in 1854, their
trade wts very small and very dull, and that a great im-
petus was gi van to that trade by the introduction of recipro-
cal Free Trade relations with the United States. Sir, the
statistics show that the trade of the Maritime Provinces
alone increased from $6,671,009 in 1853 to $20,277,000 in
1864; while for the whole Dominion it increased from
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817,000,000 to $82,000,(00, or an increase of $65,000,000. improved by shonting prosperity"where noueexists. Sir,
Why, it is within my own recollection, that during the It is the duty, Us weil as the privilege, of hon. members,
existence of that Treaty, trade thrived in almost every when they find that a partieular branch of trade is not pros.
part of the Maritime Provinces, there was not a nav- pering, or that a particular Pro
igable creek or a harbor upon which you would not Lay Ho openly. I say, they areonly discharging their duty to
find small schooners bringing in the wares which the United the peoplo and to the Bouse by telliDg the facts, and it is no
States can produce so mach more cheaply than we can, answer to these faets to shout "bine min." I say that a man
and taking away our eggs, our butter, pelts, oats, potatoes, who warns the country and warns the Finance Minister that
barley, &c., in exchange, and thereby carrying on a trade ho k rushing on a career of extravagance, is discharging
which was mutually profitable. We have beon longing for a duty for which the poople wili thank him. I find that
the time when that state of matters shall be resumed again. theso warninge are fot entîrely confined to the politicians in
I remember very well that in 1878 when the hon. Minister the House. 1 find that monetary men who have nopoliti-
of Railways came down to the Maritime Provinces and cal interest to serve have time and again warned thehon.
endeavoured to seduce them from their allegiance to the gentleman that the seven years ot prosperity which he pre.
principles of Free Trade and to get them to joi n the Protee- dicted, and which we ail hope may corne, is not so very
tionistArmy, he said to the people: "If you will fight for tbis sure ,s ho thinks. I find that the Monetary Times, an au-
policy it will bring about Reciprocity with the United tbority which I-suppose will be received with some degree
States, andlI want you to support our policy for that reason." of credit on both sides oftbe Bouse, as far baok as October,
I remember quite well the words ho addressed to an 1882, raised a note of warning in this regard. It ealled
enormous gathering at Charlottetown, in which ho depicted attention to the liabilities of the banks of the country in the
the prosperity which flowéd through the Maritime Prov- followirg language
inces when reciprocal trade relations existed there with the "In August, 1.880, their liabilities were $98,000,000; in Aust, 1882,
United States in the ten years from 1853 to 1863, and when they were $131,000,00. Thus, then, with a heavy increase o liability,
he said, "If you want to bring back these good times vote in aroutlng to no less than $33,000,000, the banka find themselves, in
favor of this National Policy of ours and we will use it as a two years, with $14,000,000 less cash resources te meet them.
lever to bring about Reciprocity." But what doos the The writer goes on to say:
Finance Minister say now? He rises in lis place and says: IlNow, when we add that out of a total available eash of $31,Oo,000
, We will not use the National Policy for any such purpose; they show the utterly inadequate snm of$8,300,000, it is surely evident
we do not want Reciprocity; we intend to continue the that it is time for sorebody ta consid@r the position. We give the

we donot ~nt Recirociy; ~facts. They.speak Ioudly eaough. We have hoisted a litile preparatory
existing state of things forever and aye." I will quote the sturm signal. L is for thoc who are conceraed to give heed toit.?
language made use of by the Minister of Railways at that or l
meeting:(.an brush aside thesa warnings by a more cavalier remark

" All that you haye to do to-day is to support the Protective Na- that theme 15 ne fear? The next week the same journal
tional Policy of Sir John A. Macdonald in order to obtain a Reciprocity hoists another storm signal in the following language
Treaty with the United States within two years.''But for more than haîf a century back it bas been noticeable that

People were seduced into supporting that policy, and with about oice ia every ten years there cores a sort offinancial earthqnake.
what result? Have these promises been fulfilled ? No, Some edifices then tumble down altogether; they wsre too heavy, or no

tbeyhav no. Thy wre oldat te Ist -encai leeionmariy rotten materials had been buiît in that they conld stand no
they have nt. They were told at the last General Elect longer; and the solidest ad stronget of th get a good number of
that negotiations were in progress, but we find to day that stones shaken out se that a year or two of patient labor is required to
a denial is given to ail these predictions and promises. The put them iu as strong a position as they were in before. It lu evident
hon. Finance Minister tells us that his present plicy is a to the most cursory obà@rver that Canada is piline up her edifice of

crdit ope rations at a very rapid rate. Our bank discounts are nothing
finality, and that the hand is to be palsied that dares to lftbut an expansioa oferedit. Discounts are credits past. Their increaie
$1,000 from the taxation laid upon the people. Sir, I do noti The people of Canada, it is evidentare
believe in that policy, and I was pleased and proud to hear getting deeper into debt as every nonth rels round and time wiIl show

whether they are abile opal these debte or no%,. The ediflo. cf credit
the hon. member for West Middlesex, the other day, deliver la mouuting higher and hîgber."
an able and exhaustive speech in favor of reciprocal trade. He goos on to bhow that there has been a year's incroase

kome hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. in the amount cf money whicb the people of Canada oweJ
Mr. DAVIES. Hon. gentlemen cheer derisively, but they the banks, of$50,00,0O0, and ho says that this fact is sug-

had botter wait until they bear what I was going te say. gestive rather cf engemness to do business than wise discrim-
I say I was pleased to bear the hon. gentleman deliver a ination. At the end of thq year the saie journal winds up
speechin favorof honorable steps being takenatanearlydayto a review of the year's business in a very able article, by
bring about Reciprocity. It was one of the ablest speeches showin- that tIe amount which tho banks of the country
Ihave listened te for a long time, and I hope it will be gen- have ined the peopleof the Dominion, lad risen te thesum
erally read throughout the oountry, for it is pregnant of $180,000,000, and that aiter this country lad exported
with facts and figures, and the deductions which he drew ail its surplus products, and got iu the returus from those
from those facts and figures are believed in, I believe, by produets, they rc
every trader in the Maritime Provinces. Whenever a by $2,00Q,00. The Nonetary Times says that thisis avery
statement is made on this side of the House, taken from serions nepeet cfaffairs, and calis for very serions oonsidem-
the statisties of the country, or from the experience which ation. Itgoes on to say:
each individual man gains in bis own Province, sliowing Il'The year 1882, fitiancially speaking, wasa weather-breeder. Itwaa

a eriod of very great prosperity. Busixiess expanded rapidly. Ounrthat the great prosperity alleged to exist by hon. gentlemeninportswent on increasing.in spite of heavy duties; and ail our manu-
on the other side is net universal, or showing that itmY facturing idustries were in a state of nexampled prosperity. The
not ho perpetual-showing that we should be careful in lus. North-West received a large accession of population, and it great lins
banding our resourees and not rush into an ora of extrav- of railway was pusbed eut te the westward, over the prairie, at a rate

the ry f' "inemin"is aise byhongenlem nonyer heard of before, even on this continent. The crty of Winnipeg
agance, the cryofbe ruin " is raised by on. gen t nearly doubled its population; and if the assesment rl i a true di-
opposite, and they say you ae not a patriot; you mut cator, it mre than doubles the valne of its property. It hasexpanded
tell the truth. The hon. gentleman himself said that by at a rate neyer before knowu, even in the early days ofOhicago."
hon. members on both sides only shouting prosperity loud Thon, aller referring te the atatistios cf the bank8 and the
enough and long enough, we will keep on the good times trade cf the country, the writer gees on to say:
we are now enjoying. What a farce! IDoes the hon. gentle- i"As confirming our fereeast, we have te cali attention to-the record
man think that the ttde and commerce of the country are of'insotvencie. dNothing iosbetterworthudying than this uggtive
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record, furnished by Dun, Wiman & Co., from year to year. In 1880, spoke of a duty being placed on coal hon. gentlemen oppo-
the total fell from $29,000,000 to 48,000,000. This was sigificant f ite scouted the idea-who was going to pa duty on 1ova
improved business. In 1831, it was better still. The total wa thens .
$5,700,000, beîng the lowest for many years. It has now, however, be- Scotia coal ? I am sorry tob hear that the Government are
gun to move up again. Insolvencies increased 5) per cent. in 1882; and burning American coal in the Buildings here; it is not very
over 1881, the total was $8,600,000. The amount is not dangerous, patriotic, I must say. Hon. gentlemen opposite also coin-
but the movement is significant." plain that thero is too much money collected. Well, we
These are the opinions, not of politicians, not of men who must remember Ihat bill stamps, which were a most ob-
wish to decry the credit of the country; but they are the noxious tax on the business of the country, have been
carefully prepared written opinions of our best financial men abolished. The taxes had to be raised in some way,
in the review published in the Alonetary Tînies. 1 say thosO and the Opposition raised therm by bill stamps, and
statements deserve careliil consideration at the hands of the which caused a great deal of annoyance in the country.
hon. Finance Minister, and not the flippant reply that those Then there is the question of the shipbuilding industry,
who are saying the same thing in this House are shouting and I contend that in encouraging this industry the Gov-
"blue ruin." I have to thank the House for the patient hear- ernment bas given satisfaction to those engaged in it. The
ing they have given me during the time I have occupied in amount so expended comes out of the revenue. I am sure
addressing them on this question. hon. gentlemen on the other side have spoken to the effect

Mr. CAMPBELL (Victoria, N.S.) In speaking upon this that it is too little; but it is Only a commencement. Then
policy I do not pretend to follow the bon. member for what an outcry was raised about the bounty to fishing
Queen's (Mr. Davies) in his argument. It was, no doubt, vessels, and the ground taken was that the bounty was
an able speech, and if it had been in a good cause I have no practically no encouragement at ail on account of the small-
doubt he would have had a good deal of satisfaction from it, ines ofthe amount-only 82 per ton. But this, no doubt,
When I had the honor of a seat in this House before, I will be increased to double the amount whenever the
spoke several times upon this National Policy of self-pro- revenue will allow of such an increase. In passing thus far
tection, but the Government of that day slighted the idea. I feel that the arguments of hon. gentlemen opposite-and
I have the pleasure now of coming here, four or five years I bavo read their speeches careflly-do not touch any
afterwards, and seeing them on the other side of the louse particular point. They are simply a tirade of abuse of the
I do not at ail wonder that they abuse this policy in the way National Policy, without coming down to particulars. I
they are doing. It is a wonder they do not frighten the have read the speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite, and I
hon. Minister of Finance, and induce him to change the fail to see in any part what they have te complain of. If
whole thing, by ail the eloquence and action they have they would mention any particular industry or article that
shown on the subject since it bas been introduced. I could is overtaxed or crusbed out of existence by this National
not let the discussion pass without saying a few feeble words Policy, we would b able to seize such an argument and
in defence of this policy, because I claim some of the credit discuss it; but they confine themselves to general terms.
to myself for advocating it before it was initiated. The I do not blame then, because it was the means of causing
hon. member for Queon's says that England is a Free Trade their downfall. Bounty on pig iron, I am satisfied, is as judi-
country, and at the same time ho tells us that England cious a policy as any ever introduced by any Government,
raised a revenue of $390,000,000 in one year. Wcll, if Eng- and the on. Minister Of Finance explained it very well in
land raises that much revenue, it must raise it by taxing his speech the other night, when he spoke of the necessity
sornething. I was in England some time ago, and I do not of preparing in tiine to build our own iron ships, as wooden
think I ever saw such a highly taxed people in my life. vessels were getting out of date, and the time to begin
Everything seemed to be taxed. They taxed a man's window properly was to begin at the very foundation, to find the
glaes; they taxed his horses and curriage, his income, and iron ard manufacture it into ribs and keels in the first place,
many other things. lis tobacco cosis $2.50 a pound, and then into plates. This National Policy will commend
which we buy here for 70 cents. Wo prefer to tax itself to every impartial man--all these taxes put together,
American cottons and American coai. 'Iho hon. mem. only 19 per cent. ad valoremn, and that was the difference
her says that people are leaving this country for the between importing now, and before iron ships came into
United States. They are leaving England also, and that vogue. This revenue of 19 per ceut. bas worked two ways.
i> a Free Trade country. The hon. member for Queen's It bas given us inducement to invest in new industries and
is arguing against the high Tariff of the Jnited States, to benefit those which have been commenced; while it bene-
and at the same time ho says our people are goir)g fits the rnanufactureri-s, the laborers are kept among our-
there. Arethey going there to be taxod more highly than selves. Many hon. gentlemen on both sides were invited
we tax them ourselves ? I cannot see the force of that the other day te join in the inauguration of a Canadian
argument. I know our own people are going, and they aro cotton factory; and I am sure if an hon. member of the
going to a highly protected country. That is ene ieason Oppositiou had been invited to speak, I am sure he would
vhy we should imitate the Tariff of the United States. I not have made a speech of the kind the Opposition often
mnight say that I am not satisfied with the Tariff as it is now. make here. I say, if there was a factory in every villege
I will never be contented with it until it is equal to that of we would not see our population going away. It isenoughl
our neighbors; let us tax them as they tax us--that is what to make them go away to hear hon. gentlemen opposite,
I call reciprocity-and then our people will come back to and I worder they have not ail gone. These hon. gentle-
us. I do not think our taxes are so very high; they only men have been singing the same song foi' the last six years,
amount toan average of about 19 per cent., and I find that creating discontent throughout the country, and it makes
we import about $112,000,000- on which we collectS21,000,- me disgusted to hear thern preach such doctrines, and the
000, or an average of' 19 per cent.-worth of goods for con- 1 papers write such articles from day to day, and I wish
sumption. 1 have never heard any one complain about that I there was a law to punish them. Protective duties are
taxation, except the hon. leader of the Opposition, when ho charged with not benetiting the North-West. Whcn that
went down and spolie to the peoplo at St. John. He was 1orth-Wot was purchased some twelve or fifteen years
the only one I over beard complaining of the price of gi ey years ago, this flouse will recolleet the hue-and-cry that
cotton advanciing. I want the Tarift made bighier still as was raised against the Macdonald Government for throwing
soon as the country is educated up to the necessity of it; uway £300,000 sterling on a wilderness composed of
but I quite agrce with the hon. Minister of Finance that it I nothing but snow and rock. The country was
is no use going too strong on the tbing at once, because the to beo ruined. la any man bold enough now to
people of this country are not prepared for it. When I get up and condeman that transaction. Why, what
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is the result? That country that was bought for
£300,000, and which was granted by the British Govern-
ment is to day worth the whole debt of the Dominion,
$78,000,000 I think. No one would nowadvocate the selling
of it for $78,000,000, and if it has entailed some taxation,
we have a country to open up which our children will be
proud of, and where,instead of the British Government allow-
ing their people to be exported to a foreign country to fight
against our cause, they will obtain homes here, and this
coun try, in course of time-in the course of another century
-will be filled by an industrions and loyal population. It
may take half a century,or perhaps three or four centuries,
to achieve this result, because its limits are almost bound-
less; but, in the near future, when the railway will be
built from Victoria (N.S.), to Victoria in Vancouvers
Island, we shall see an immense inter-provincial trade estab-
lished, and hon. gentlemen opposite will look back with
disgust at the speeches they made, and their children will
wonder what their fathers were made of when they made
such speeches. Just compare the state of the country to-day
with what it was six years ago. When I was here six years
ago 1 protested against the policy the Government of the
day was pursuing. I told them the handwriting was on the
wall, and it has come to pass. The people have rendered
two verdicts since then in favor of the National Policy,
and I think hon. gentlemen opposite should have a little
more consideration than to throw dirt in the face of the
people of this country, saying that they did not know
what they were doing. We went square to the country
with this .Lational Policy, and we came back justified and
complimented by the people. I should think that would be
enough for bon. gentlemen opposite, without their wearying
us bore, from day to day, with repetitions of their bustings
speeches. Six years ago every man in the country was
frightened; ho was afraid to toneh anything. Why ? It
was not because money had flown away; it was not be-
cause the soil had refused to yield its fruits, or the sea to
yield its fish-it was because the people had lost confidence
in the Government. I myself, as a business man, saw that
it was not safe to touch anything, and you could not tell
from one day to another what the Government was going
to do. Capitalists locked up their gold and silver and
vere afraid to invest it. It took $3 worth to make $1, and
possibly you lost the $1 after all. One half the mines in
No-a Seotia, where millions of money had been spent, were
allowed to close up ard were filled with water. What is
the result to-day ? Those that had kept above water are
making money, and those that were closed up arc being
opened-the yield is doubling. iPeople are not now leaving
the country. They have plenty of work to do and
plenty of wages. Contentment reigns everywhere. Mr.
Speaker, it was the same two dozen years ago. It w1 tho
so-called Liberals that were in opposition to every step of
progress. At that time all the coal mines in Nova Scotia
were in the hands of a monopoly, the creditors of the Duke
of York; and an arrangement was entered into by which
the duty was reduced from 50 cts. to 10 ets., which sbould
have been taken off at the time of Confedcration, a-d the
Conservative party attempted to break the monopoly up ;
but the Liberals fought it as far as they could, and there is
not a men in the House to-day that would stand up
and defend that monopoly. Te-day six times the quantity
of coal is produced that was produced then. In speaking of
coal I would observe to the hon. Finance Minister, that
there is a royalty on coal yet, that has been continued from
the time the General Money Association had the monopoly.
An arrangement was made then by wbich the royalty
was reduced from 50 ets. to 10 ets a ton, and that is paid on
coal yet. I think that is not in accord with the views
the bon. Minister of Finance bas carried out in other things.
There should ho no duty on the productiun of minerals. If
you want to encourage the development of the ountry

those things should be free. This matter sbouild have been
arranged at the time of Confederation, because it is the
General Government that geta the benefit froin the
increase of labor and machinery, and duty and revenue;
therefore, they should relieve it from this tax and nego.
tiate with the Government of Nova Scotia to let os
off. It has been brought to the notice of the hon. Finance
Minister, and no doubt ho wilL see the force of my
remarks. Then, again, it was the Liberals that opposed
Confederation in Nova Scotia, and they fought it for years.
Now, however, I do not think any of them would be bold
enough to get up in this House and make a speech against
Confederation. I may be mistaken ; as they are still
opposing the National Policy they might oppose Confedera-
tion. But I do not think any bon. gentleman who has any
standing in the House would do it. Then with regard to
the North-West there was the same cry. Is there any hon.
gentleman on that side of the House that would get up and
argue in favor of going back to the position we occupied
before ? Six years ago there was much talk of dissatisfae-
tion which prevailed in the country. British Columbia was
in a state of rebellion and threatened to secede from the
Confederation compact. Not a word is heard about that
now; the Province is quiet and the people are peaceable
and satisfied. The hon. merm ber for Queen's (P.E.I.), found
fault with the hon. Finance Minister as to the way he as
managed the financial affairs of the country; but, in view of
his economical expenditures and the large surplus, I think
the bon. gentleman is deserving of credit.

Mr. McCALLUM. I do not wish to make a speech, as the
remairks of the hon. member for Queen's have been well
answered by the hon. gentleman whob as just spoken. But
I asked that hon. gentleman a question which h. could vei-y
easily have answored, but instead cf doing so he accused me
of drawing a herring across the track. I suppose the hon.
momber for Queen's thought he was making so many
points and delivering so great an oration that we would be
carried away by it, but I have listened to this debate and I
have come to the opinion that nothing new to me has been
said. W hon, as I have said, I asked the amount of the con-
trollable expenditure under the Government of the hon.
membeir for East York in 1876, ho did not answer me. The
hon. gentleman, in placing bis figures bofore the House, did
not give that expenditure, ony that for the last year of the
Mackenzie Government; but I have the statistics iere, and
every member who has the Public Account4 can judge
whether I quote them correctly or not. lu 1875-76 the con-
trollable expenditure was $8,569,774; in 1882, $8,293,161,
or less by 8276,613. Let us consider these figures a little.
The country was in a state of poverty, the people were
groaning under burdens and had no employment. The
onlv indistry encouraged was the soup kitchen. Let us
look at the other years and see the result, for the statements
of hon. gentlemen opposite might be termed dishonest, if
that were a Parliamentary term. In 1874-75 the controllable
expenditure was 87,868,690 ; in 1881, $7,293,563, or lesu by$575,125. It is astonishing that bon. gentlemen opposite
should place wrong figures before tho House when the Pub-
lic Accounts are iu th hands of every hon. member. They
are aiso fond of referring to the question of balance of trade,
because when we were in Opposition we always argued
that the industries of the country should be encouraged,
so that we should reach a position when we could have a bal-
anco of trade in our favor, and that then the country would
be prosperous. 1 have given considerable attention to the
subject, and I venture to say that if you deduct the amount
of labor-saving machinery brought into the country and
the amount of importa for the Canada Pacifie Railway, the
balance of trade against us would aIl disappear. The hon.
member for Quecn's pretends that he does not know why the
ship-building has declined. Iron has taken the place of
wood in ship-building. He muet know that, and if he doe«
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not he should know it. But the hon. gentleman will not
tell the country this fact. Hon. gentlemen opposite are
fond of accusing the Government ot being extravagant.
Reference hLas been make te the decrease in the public
debt made by hon. gentlemen opposite. All I
ask any impartial man te do is to look at the
expenditure and government and they will find
that those hon.gentlemen could not collect sufficient money
te pay the current expenditure for the year; in fact, they
were looking around to see how they could come te direct
taxation. If those hon. gentlemen had retained possession
of the Treasury benches, there is no doubt they would have
tax-gatherers around collecting the revenue by direct taxa-
tion. The House should look at their expenditure and at
the manner in which they have increased the debt, and con-
sider what the country obtained in return. They increased
the expenfditure by $40,000,000. At the time of Confed-
eration the debt of Ontario and Quebec was $10,500,000.
The Dominion assurned that debt and the debta of other
Provinces, and yet, from 1867 te 1S73, the indebtedness of
the country only increased $6,000,000. IIon. gentlemen op-
posite, however, increased the debt between $30,000,000 arnd
840,000,000. What did the country receive for it? Hon.
gentleman opposite built part of the Intercolonial Railway,
and part of the Welland Canal. The moment they came
into power by changing the system of contracts, the Gov-
ernment lost $288,000 on the first movement they made in
connection with the Welland Canal Works; and I lçnow
what I am speaking of. What did they give us for the rest?
They gave us the water-stretehes; and they built the Fort
Frances Locks. They tell me now that-I? do net krow
whether it is so or no-some enterprising lumberman is
filling up the Fort Frances Locks, which cost us nearly half
a million, with saw-dust. Let any man look at the Public
Accounts before him, and he will see that what I say is cor-
rect as fr as the increase in the debt under these hon gen-
tlemen, as far as the controllable expenditure of these hon.
gentlemen and the revenue under these hon, gentlemen, are
concerned; and everything that I said is true; and the
Public Accounts bear me ont in it.

Mr. FOSTER I am not anxions to lengthen this debate,
and I do not intend te do se te any appreciable extent. If
we were merely concerned with the hon. members of this
House, I should not have attempted te have explained with
reference te the statement made by the hon. member for
Queen's (P.E.I.). I am long suffering enough to have
allowed the hon. gentleman, if it were necessary, in
order that he should make a spech-to misstate my pos-i
tion in order te get material oir his speech. I was quite
willing to do that te a certain extent, but there is a
point beyond which endurance ceases te be a virtue, and I
do not care to have my position turned upside down and
sent out to the country, even though it be to afford the hon.
gentleman an excellent chance to make a speech before this
House. I make these remarks to set myself right before the
country, as I am already set right before the House-for I
do not think that there is an lon, gentleman on this or on
the other side of the House, but saw the ridiculo's mistake
into which the hon. member for Queen's fell. I want te
have the matter fairly stated, and if I do net state it fairly
will the hon. gentleman please put me right? Hie endea-
vored to prove to this House that I stated that the shipping
interest of this country lad not declined. Is that true, or
is it not true ?

Mr. DAV[ES. I said the hon. momber had made use of
figures, from which a disinterested person could only draw
one conclusion, namely, that lie intended by these figures to
show that the shipping interests of the Dominion had
largely incroased, and that in quoting these figures, he had
given the shipping, not of Canada alone, but embraced with
it the tonnage of Great Britain and foreign shipping; and ho

gr. McCLLU .

then went on to show that the number of men employed
had increased, while the figures given had reforence to
foreign as well as te Canadian shipping.

Mr. FOSTER. I think that theb hon. gentleman has made
himself quite clear, and the statement I made has been
quite substantiated. Later on, when he was speaking with
reforence to the hon. member for Westmoreland, he stated
with reference te myself-I had declared that the shipping
interests had not declined; that was evidently the gist of
his remark. Now, ho took up the Debates to prove it. If
he will turn to the Debates on the 23rd page, just at the
beginning of the paragraph, h-e will find the subject-matter
about which I was speaking, where I say:

" Now, the next critieism of the hon. member for Middleser, was with
reference to the commerce of the country."
That is the subject wiLh which I was dealing. The first
point I made, as an argument, to prove that the commerce
of the country had net decreased was this:-that the vol-
ume of our trade had grown. The hon. gentleman can mark
that. A few lines further down, he will soe the next point
I endeavored to make, which was that the internal com-
merce of the country had grown. I said it had grown,
because of the docrease of imports in the Maritime Provinces,
which argued, that they had got what they formerly obtain-
ed from the outside, from these Upper Province@. I thon
went on to say:

" Here is a second pointer which gives another idea of that. Take
the Manitoba trade."

I showed that as the imports into Manitoba had increased
the trade from these Provinces te Manitoba, the internal
trade had also increased. I had still another argument, and
that was this: with regard te our carrying trade, I said:

" There is another point in our fayor."
And I thon asked the louse te look at the carrying trade,
and here are exactly the words which I used:

" Hon. gentlemen opposite had stated that the shipping -interest is
declining faut ; but let us look at the carrying trade as another pointer."

Another pointer te what? Another pointer referring te
the preceding ones-all leading te the tact that the com-
merce of this country had net decreased, and was net
decreasing. Now, let us go on. The hon. gentleman is not
young; I am. fie is net at all verdant lu polities; I am
supposed te be. Ho has been, I believe, a Solicitor-General
of his Province; and I think he has been a leader of the
Government in his Province. It think that probably from
childhood up, and certainly throagh his political career, he
has nover ived outside of the sound of the deep seas. If any
man thon should know anything about the shipping of the
Maritime Provinces,it should be the hon. member for Queen's,
(Mr.Davies). Now, do yen see the ridiculous manner ln which
he tries te prove me in the wrong ? My statement was with
reference te the vessels coming in and going out, exclusive
of the coastin trade: Firat, 1 attempted te prove that the
commerce of is country had net decreased, but had in.
creased. J stated that in 1878, there were of these vessels,
48,027, that the number of tons registered was 12,054,690;
and that-the number of men employed was 465,776. The
hon. member for Queen's, net a young member, net verdant
in politics, living by the seaside, makes the ridiculous at-
tempt te show us that as we had, as I said, 12,000,000
tons register at one time, and employed 465,776 men, I
must perforce have been saying this with reference te the
tonnage of the Canadian Dominion. Now, does the hon.
gentleman know that 465,776 men will give one man te every
twenty-six tons, which will man every one of our 300-ton
brigs with one hundred men and every one of our 150-ton
schooners with fifty men; and yet ho tries to make it appear
that I was talking with reference te the Canadian shipping

-on such figures as those. Now, thon, the hon. gentleman
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says I stated that our shipping interest was not declining.
Will he look down the twenty-fourth page of Bansard, a
little way-not into the gallery-and he will find this.
After I had gone through with my arguments, I stated as
the concluding sentence :

" 1 think I have effectually disposed of the statement, that the com-
merce of the country bas decreased."
Then I go on to speak of the shipping interest, and say:

" The hon. gentleman, unfortunately for himself, declared that oir
shipping interests had fallen of, and that he has showed the failure o
the National Policy, which was to help our shipping interests."

Did I state that our shipping interest had not declined ?
The hon. gentleman has his eye on the very page and the
very line, and reads just now along with me this:

"I find that from 1875 to 1879 under the policy, there was a decrease
of 44 per cent. in the shipping built in Canada, while from 1879 to 1882,
there was a decrease of but 34 per cent."
If the hon. gentleman will look on the same page about
fifteen lines further down he will see the direct statement.

" Shipping has declined in Canada."
Now, why should the hon. gentleman attempt to misrepre-
sent my position in order to make a point for himself. It
is an old saying that a man will never throw sand until be
runs out of rocks, and the hon. gentleman must have run out
of the rocks of argument when he attempts to blind the eyes
of the House with the sand of subterfuge. I have already
said two or three times that Prince Edward Island was quiet
except with reference to the contested election. I take
leave to revise that statement, and make it read something
like this; that in Prince Edward Island it is all calm and
quiet with the exception of the contested election in King's
County, but that in a day or two when the synoptical report
of the speech delivered to-night by the member for Queen's
County goes down to the Island, and is read there, there
will be the additional disquietude that they should bave
sent a gentleman from Queen's County to indulge in these
lachrymose lamentations over the country, and thus destroy
the fair fame and the good name of the beautiful Province
down by the sea.

Mr. B RECKEN. I should not have made any rémarks
to-night, had it not been that my hon. colleague had thought
proper to speak on this question. I may say further that I
have not made the researches into the statistics of the coun-
try which ho las given to the House to-night. But
as he has alluded to Prince Edward Island, I feel that
it is my duty to give my version of the position of
that Province under the operation of the National Policy.
I make this statement at the outset : that it is not
that the National Policy works injuriously to Prince
Edward Island, but I admit that Prince Edward Island
is not exactly in the same position as the other Pro-
vinces, to reap the same advantages from that policy. We
are an agricultural country, and we are surrounded by very
valuable fisheries. We have not a surplus population, nor
have we that great accumulation of capital that would
qualify the people to go into manufactures to any extent.

hen I say that we have no groat accumulation of capital,
I am not prepared to join in the wail which fell from the
lips of my hon. colleague, in describing the deplorable state
of affairs which existé in the Island. I believe the people of
the Island, from one end to the other, are as comfortable
and as independent as any people in any part of the Domin-
ion. There are, perhaps, no cases of the accumulation of very
great wealth. • We know that while agriculture is looked
upon as the firet source of wealth in a country, it is not an
occupation by which men can accumulate fortunes with the
rapidity that speculators, contractors, or merchants can
accumulate them, though the farmers' prospects are more
steady and certain. I repeat again, that the people of the
Island are in independent circumstances, and are as com-

fortably off as the farmers in any part of the Dominion, con-
sidering the extent of their holdings. There is not one word
which fell from the hon. gentleman's lips, that I have not
heard him repeat time and again from the hustings on the
Island. This House may not be informed of the fact that
the hon. gentleman is the leading Liberal in the Province
we come from, and that his utterances, among his own poli-
tical party, have a good deal of weight. I have heard the
same arguments advanced by the hon. gentleman on the bus-
tings. I have heard him time and again point to the empfy
wharves of Prince Edward Island. It is true that our
wharves are not as crowded with shipping as they were
some years ago. It is true that you do not find the same
number of square-rigged vessels in our harbors as we had in
the years before Confederation; but I can give the explana.
ti9n, and it is not in any way connected with the National
Policy. I do not give it as my own information, because my
vcation in life is similar to that of my hon. friend, but I
have heard statements advanced time and again, by experi-
enced merchants, in opposition to the statement of the honv
gentleman. They say, and ail the Islanders know, that
some years ago, when our Island was well wooded, ship-
building was one of our large industries, and our chief
export to the Mother Country; and the hon. gentle-
man will agree with me in saying that our ships were
built for the English market, and were, as I have stated,
the chief industry we had in the Island. That ship-
ping had declined long before the hon. Finance Minister
introduced the National Policy, and it declined for these
reasons. In the first place, the Island became denuded of
ship timber. I venture the asvertion that it is impossible
at this day to build on the Island a spar-rigged vessel of
400 tons from native wood. Ship-building has decreased with
us because we have not the material, it bas decreased with
us as in other parts of the Dominion where the nater-
!al still exists, because iron vessels bave taken the place of
wooden vessels; and as stated this Session on the floor of
the louse, there are few branches of trado indeed in which
wooden vessels are proferred to those of iron. The improve-
ments are such that in a fow years wooden vessels will no
longer be heard of. So much by way of the true explanation
of the decline of sbip owning in the IL.land. I willnow give
the true reason why we have not tho same amount of ship-
ping floating in our harbors. The reason is that the chief
importations which we had for our vessels was rigging and
ship materials-ancbors and chains. In our little Island a
steamer which we had, the Prince Edward Island, a vessel
of 1,200 or 1,400 tons-which is now, I am sorry to ay,
disposed of-was almost capable of bringing sufficient goods
from the English market to supply the Province; and it is
idle to say that the general trade of the colony required the
employment of all those sbips. They came there, as I have
said, for the purpose of bringing our rigging, canvas,
ancoors, chains and the usual outfit for ships. That decline
would bave taken place if the hon. Finance Minister had
never introducod a protective policy into this country. The
hon. gentleman also raised a great cry about the deprecia-
tion of land. I regret to say that there is some truth in
that, but lot the truth be known. That depreciation bas
occurred chiefly in our rising towns and villages, and one
reason for it La this. Like the hon. gentleman I have had
a good deal of experience dealing with lands and invest-
ing money, and I do not besitate to say that for many years
land in the cities and towns was at a fictitious value,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes, during the building of
the railway.

Mr. BRECK EN. Particularly so then, but oven previous
to that time. We met with a great calamity in our Island.
In the eyes of hon. gentlemen who live in large citie, and
talk of millions and have large banking institutions, it would
not appear »ho much of a calamity, but the failure of the
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Bank of Prince Edward Island was as great a catastrophe trarle with Canada amounts to hundred5of thousands of
to that little community as the failure of that great com- dollar8, and a great deal of this is daty free. Now, I tbrow
mercial institution, the Bank of Montreal, would be to the down tàe challenge to ry hon. friend: wilI ho point lis
centre of commerce, the Dominion of Canada. The conse- finger te one single manufactured article consumed by the
quence was a contraction and a drawing in which I can people of Prince E lward Island, that costs one cent more
hardly describe. Land went down simply because there today than it did before the introduction of the National
was no one to buy it; people were not in a position to pur- Policy. 1 throw down this challenge to him in ail serions-
chase. That commercial depression, the failure of that bank, ness. I know that bis experience and mine would, perhaps,
and as the hon. gentleman knows, a misfortune that over- ho lirnited to purchases for ourselves and our families. I ar
took another bank which is now perhaps holding its own notspeakingofmyewnlimited experience, but Iamspeaking
under . careful management, and of which the hon. upon the autbority of mehants who buy in foreignmarkets.
gentleman is one of the directors, were chiefly the causes, If there has been a change, it has beau in the right direction
and they had nothing to do with the National Policy. -in the direction of cheapness in necessary articles of
They were not chiefly due to depression in trade; I know cemmon wear. Now, Sir, I remembor once standing up in
it, and I speakr with regret, because I am a severe loser in this lie and advocating semething on behaif of little
one ofthese banks. I do not hesitate to say that the failure Prince Edward Island; and I believe the members from
of these banks was due to the amount of reckless credit Prince Edward Island have the reputation of net being able
given to mushroom traders and merchants. This course had te define tle significance of the word Ienough but they
the efeet of limiting accommodation to old and well-estab- take it te always mean a littie more. I remember an able
lished mercantile houses which were doing legitimate and talented member of this fouse, the hon. Mr. funtington,
trade ; but the capital that ought to have been used in de. rebuking me in streng but courteous language, and sayîng
veloping the legitimate trade of the country was given to that I should drop a setional pelicy, and should remembor
speculators and schemers, so that in a short time the money that when a man cores to this fouse he is net only a repre-
was dissipated, and the men who carried on business on a sentative of tbe censtituency which sends him ho and of
solid basis were deprived of it, and thus prevented from the Province ln which that constituency ia situated, but
diminishing the depression and distress which fell upon us. that ho helds the higher office o? a representative of the
These are the fac:s of that matter. Now, as I said before, Dominion at large. That was tho doctrine announced to
we were not in a position to avail ourselves of the National me by that honorable and experienced statesman. I knew
Policy as the inhabitants of the great and wealthy Pro- it belore I heard it from hiMand 1 muSt tell my hon. friend
vinces of Ontario and Queboc. This is simiply owing tu that wben ho coresbere as the representative of a large
our position. My bon. friend says that we pay duties to the and intelligent and independent constituercy, ho standi
amount of $600,000. IIe says that a great many dutiable hero ai as a representative e? tho intorests of the Demi-
goods that we consume are entered at Montreal, at Halifax, fiou as a whole; and 1,.-k hlm, as a Canadian, if hiipro.
and perhaps some at Quebec, and that the duties are paid pared te denounce a policy that las conferred such advan-
there, and we do not get any credit for them. I suppose to tages on millions ofpeople, aud which the peeple ut the last
a certain extent that may be irue. I have heard my hon. Dominion Election have preclained bas been conforred?
friend make the same statorment on the hustings throughout And would ho find fanît with it because, unfortunately, the
the length and breadth of the Province, and I have met him Province wo cere frei, centaiuing 110,000 people, does
in this way. I do not accuse the hon. gentleman of saying net reap the same advantages? I thonght, Mr. Speaker,
intentionally what is not correct, but I say that that is not that the greatest*good to the greatest number was the
a fair way of putting the matter, for this reason: that a policy that ought te actuate tho minds of mon who hold
large quantity of the goods we consume are manufactured the reins of power and mould the destinies o? the country.
in the Dominion of Canada, and pay no duty at a l In 1880 Now, Sir. as I said, the best test is theprice of manufacturcd
the imports of Prince Elward Island amounted to $799,281. articles in the ceautryi and there is nu d >ubt that prices
In 1881 to $993,593; in 1882 to $785.610. The exports are lower to-day than they were before Con e horatioi. Lt
from the Island in 1880 were $1,736,533; in 1881 ; is true if a mari is net satisfied te woar the txture:ý made in
81,774,810; in 1882 they increased to 1,887,14 in the this country, if a man is tee prend, tee fastidionï, timuch
figures. I cannot see any evidence of commercial decay, of a Beau Brumol te wear the tweeds made inCanada,
but rather of increased trade. and must have West of England broadclotb, ha must pay a

Mr. DAVIES. That is directly entered for Customs butyamaprcotdng it, i hea inet a imue
duty.tastesbasne aims upon the consideration o? my

Mr. BRECKEN. Yes; I arm coming to that. This bon. friend the Finance Minister. My hon. friend
is the amount of goods entered in the Customs Department frein Queen's 18 net se candid as the bon. member for
in the Province, and there is also, no doubt, a certain quan- South Brant, who played the rôle efcritic o? the speech o?
tity brught from Montreal and lalifax and other places the hon. Finance Minister, because that hon. gentleman did
where this daty is paid-none of us know to what extent, occasionally, whether unintontionaily in bis warmth or net
because there is no way to ascertain it -- but I think the1 cannot say, admit that Canada was in a prosperous con-
hon. gentleman exaggerates it, because I think some of theseditien-and I do notice that some hon, gentlemen en the
goods corne to the Island in bond, and we pay the duty opposite aide, forgetting their duty te their party, nnd only
upon them. If all the manufactured goods we consumne thinking of the truthhave occasionally ]et diop remarks
paid duties, and we did not import anything from the other sbowing that the National Poliey is a blessing te theountry.
parts of Canada, my hon. friend would be correct; but I have heard my hon. friend from East York, whoso utter-
a large proportion of our goods come from Canada. ances'I always tisten te with especial attention. Ho bas the
I had the honor of being a member of a delegatien courage o? a pnlitician, ho ba3 bean an eld leader, ho bas
that went to Detroit at the time of the abrogation great moral courage. I listened te bis speedh to-niglt as I
of the Reciprocity Treaty in 1865, and I remember would listen te the speech o? an able and etoquent atatesman,
that at that tire our trade with Canada amounted tohem whose languago I knew I would learn something. I
about two thousand pounds a year, and I believe that hbard him bny dowu some axièns, some abstract propos!-
trade would not have existed but lthat a gentleman, from tiens, that ne man daro dony. I hoard hlm lay down the
a brewerv in Quebec, visited our Island a few yearson that it was a cruel thing, as botween man and
before, and arranged to send jus some boer. Now, our man, te se shape the Taif for the purpose, not of raising

Mr. BaummE.
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the revenue, but of putting money in the hands of mono- world. I believe that is t b. the outeeme of the. ound
polista, in the bands of speculators, andcompel the poor man policy of the hon. Finance Minister, but where eineces-
who is obliged to buy the commen necessaries of life, to go sity for me to raise my feeble Veice to establish that pro-
into the dearest instead of the cheapest market. That pro- position? Lt my bon. friend isarn te listen for a moment.
position nobody eau gainsay. I have heard him say that it When 1 had the privilege of being in this Roue in 1879,
was a cruel thing for a few men so to shape the fiscal policy when the bon. Finance Minister intreduced a polioy that
of the country, as te drain the pockets of the poor man by willa s hegees
excessive taxation, for the purpose of enabling monopolists down to bis grave, will stand bri'ht, brilliant, untarnisbed,
to wallow in wealth and in luxnry. No man can deny undimmnd and unspotted by the aspersions of political
the truth of that proposition; but while yon are listeni ng malevolence and misrepresentatien-what was the state of
to the reasoning, ingenious and able, of the hon. member, thinge thon, when the hon. Finance Minister introdueed
it is your duty to make use of the judgment God bas given hie policy? What was ho told by the hon members who pre.
you, and to reflect how far those abstract principles truly dieted min thon? They told his right hon. leader that his
apply to this country. I know it is difficult to answer the party had stolen a march on the people, that in the early
arguments of Free Trade, but the only way to answer them and oelebrated Election of 1878 they gave the asqurancethat
is to look at the practical working of Free Trade. It is net taxation was net te be raieed, and tat ne seener had they
a cast-iron rule; I know it is the emanation of very able gained the peoples' confidence than they betrayed it, and
men, and great political economists, but it is net like Hol- plaeed grinding taxation on the shoulders of the people. 1
loway's pills and ointments a panacea for all ti oubles, was rosolved, when we saw the late hon. Finance Minister
guaranteed te cure everything from a heartache te a of the Liberal Government, Sir R. Cartwright, standing up
broken leg. I believe some of the most able and in this fouse with hie bande danglir'gpoworless by hie
talented advocates of Free Trade have admitted that a coun- side-atter having obtained permise un time and again irem
try may be in a position when the application of the abstract Parliamont te impose tue tax te moot the roquiraments of
principles of Free Trade would not be profitable; and Itho country-itwastine te adoptthe policy of myhou. friend
believe that is when a country is in its youth, struggling toinsiead ef that of the hon. Finance Ministor, who anneunced
establish manufactures so as to give employment to its peo- that ail his experimouts had failed and that ho and hie col-
ple and build up the country. I would not set mysolf against bagues were powerloss te romove the depression aq the.fly
the hon. member for East York (Ur. Mackenzie), but I.eau make the wheel revolvo. The 30,000 or 40,000 of the
know that the ouly country in the commercial world that electors ln that independent Province of Ontario, who b.
advocates Free Trade-and that in a qualified sense-is lieved in and followed the hon. membor for East York in
Great Britain. I know that they have had great statesmen, general pelitie, wero se disappeintod and distresed at the
and great men who thought over and conceived that idea and îni-ernble fal1uro ef his trade policy, th tt thoy turned thoir
inaugurated it; 1 know that, in the days of Sir Robert Peel, backs on h:m, loft bis ranks and uontributed Iargoiy by
Cobden, Villiers, John Bright, and Gladstone, England was their votes to place the right hon. the present leader of the
in a very different position from ours. Before the repeal of Goverument and hie Finance Minier iu power at the
the Corn Laws and the introduction of Free Trade, England Election of 1878, and accepted the policy of the present
had a monopoly of manufacturing skill and capital; she had Gevernent.
a surplus population, and, in her midst, the material of coal Mr. BLAKE. No.
and iron, which gives a country a vast advantage. Great Mr. BRECK EN. Yom, for they say it la true.
Britain, before the repeal of the Corn Laws, was manufae-
turing everything; she had agreat accumulation of wealth; Mr. BLAKE. No.
se had a vast correspondenee, and was head and shoulders Mr. BRECKEN. They may it le truc that 30,000 or
over every uther ' c*utr-y. Btthere waseue thing fEnglau<i 40,000 dii se, Well, Ibis poei;ey of decoption, as it le called
could ot do thât Canada can-she éould net feed lier ow o by the bongentleman opposite, was carried on for four
people-,end when a duty waéplucod ou brpadstuofs that years by the hon. Finance Minister. Taxers, they say,
came trom Rus.sia afi a îy sas raised ftr i wore piled on. Promises that woe madoon tha.hust-
repeal. 1 recolleet, as a iroy, the cartons published wtheîinigs previous to the Elections of 1878, were breken.
Sir iRobert Pool and Lord Derby were fightirîg ths questieon, My right hon. fred, conscieus lat thoy weor acting lu
in which the.protectioiîsts were represonted holding a littie the beI antrest of the coutry, appealed te the pople
scrap lent, and tho Free Traders with a large snd bountîful eue year before the Constitution compelled hlte t do se,
loaf. &Îter the duty was taken off, food becaîe cbwap, the and the poopne Fetuned Mis Goverinent with an over-
poor man could befcd cheapor, wages bocame lwewr, and whlboing majority. Now, 1 agre with m y hon. friond
men like John Bright, who had large manufactoiee, and from Victoria (Mri. Campbell), that th Oppositionshould
employed great numbers, were protected aud bejofited by bensatisfied. a thougt that it we fundameontal doctrine
the rpeal.In Canada we are lu a botter position in tsef a Libeoral i ai es that hie party wae a reflex of th
respect: that we fced ourselves, sud eaualfoei te expeort a voicegs thenpeowe, that thoir mettae inwas, ister vued
portion te other countrios. But we had to compote in trade On the queotion f tws polcy, the hon. gentlembe opposite
with an Ider coutry-a country, as the. hon. member for have had an overwolming verdict agant thon fro thi

st York stated, far ahead cf ours in variety ofcimt very pople that they say now are peing te b. ruined on
Boil sud trado; a countrywhich bas a prpultionof5,000) cthe very policy thut t hon. mbey r for Charlotte (M.
against oei- 4,000,00O; wboee vast te' itory le covored with GilImtr), say is horrible te contomplate when transd cted
a network of irailways, whicii ha8 ail the advantageos of an j letween two honeet men. Yet this verdict was obtained
eider and more advanced eountry, while we are struggliagatinferom the people, in the firet instanc, at they very time that
in our iufancy. 1 havo yet te know it je a crime agztitiut the hon, gentlemen opposite weçe industriously attacking
Fr.. Triue aud sound pliticul policy, te takD thi. y puug the right hon. leader a tho Governoent, whon thepy weo
country by the hand and belp her te gain a position se thaï artacki i lin with al isaine and imperfections on ie
by-and bye the tatefsenot the futuro-whon my right bo. thead; but e Gotwithtartidintig th cry that was raised againt
friend and bis valiauteppent will have gnetP their lon,,,,: him, notwithethnding ai his a leged fault and miesdoings,
home--ill find tus country oo advancod in manuacturingj the peoploe were atifiedeo the ruinons effet t'd the fiscai

theconty-inwsdimetoadpt hepoIyofmhon. frcie

k by andln such a statecf prospority that the1 policy tof tha t hon. gentlemen opposite.r tho enouce
barriers3 may be tbrown down and the Dominion enter thi.e of a gound and wiseo discretin tey sent back the mot able
feld of unrestraîned colupetition with every part of ttei. stateema pui the Dominion, and with huim on. ete mot
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able Finance Ministers this country has ever had. Some hon. member, though endeavoring to decry Canada, if he
hon. gentlemen soem to be under the impression that stuck to facto, involtuntarily to avoid paying a compliment
they cannot make a speech on the Budget unless they to bis country. I tbought what a compliment it was t. the
indulge in a shower-bath of figures. My hon. friend policy of the present Government, that the North-West
from Queen's, (P.E.I.), bas gone into a lot of sta- should be looked upon as the nurse of the Dominion. I have
tistics. He ias shown that the exports of England only been in the House a few years, and yet I recollect that
are about £180,000,000, and the exports of the United at the first Session of Parliamont, when the best mode of
States $18,000,000. But we must remember, in the developing the great North-West was being discussed, I
first place, that Great Britain has had a start. She bas heard the hon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
immense facilities for .manufactaring, she is like an old state that the lands of that country were worthless, or at
commercial house over a young one. Moreover, America bas all events of so little value, that they would hardly pay
got a home market, Besides her population of 50,000,000 the expense of surveying them and mapping them out.
she receives nearly 500,000 a year by immigration alone. Mr. MACKENZIE. You neyer heard me say that.
Now, did it never occur to my bon. friend that bis position
borders somewhat on the ridiculous when ho gets up here and Mr. BRECKEN. Something very nearly approaching it.
raises the cry of misery and despair, not only for Prince Ed- Mr. MACKENZIE. No.
ward Island, but also for the United States? fHow long have Mr. BRECKEN. And when the policy was discussed as
they ha'd ihis Protective Policy ? What an enormous debt to our laying aside millions of acres of land to pay the cost
they have paid off. and out of this ruinous policy 1 Does not of a portion of that rail way, we were told it was perfectly
that hon. gentleman know that the commercial mon of the useless.
United States are just as shrewd and have just as great a Mr. MACKENZIE. No.
desire to make money as either the hon. member or myself.
Surely lie will admit that they are men of great experience, Mr. BRECKEN. The hon. gentleman need not be so
and after so many years of trial they ought to know what much ashamed of bis actions at that time, becausA it is
will best promote the interests of their country. Now, if pretty well known that scant information was possessed by
there is one feature in the American character that stands hon. members as tothe capabilities of that great country. I
out m>re prominently than another it is the love and pride give the hon. gentleman credit for having used, when lead-
that he takes in the advancement of bis country-in very ing the Goverument, bis best exertions, and with great
unfavorable contrast, I must say, to the hon. gentlemen ability, to devise some scheme for the development of that
opposite. I know the abilities of my hon. friend from country. The only thing I find fault is that when a grand
Queen's, but I hope ho will excuse me if I say that I accept scheme wis propounded, bis patriotism did not override bis
with a very large reservation his comments and conclu-ions partisanship. When it was stated, the other night, that
on the policy of American statesmen when I see that policy the North-West was the nursing mother of the Dominion,
persisted in by men who, I believe, know what are the true what a great compliment it was to the leader of the
interests of their country. My hon. friend has not only the Government, who propounded the North-West policy te the
privilege of being in a minority in this House, but in a hon. Minister of Railways, who brought in a magnificent
minority in the Maritime Provinces. Nova Scotia beld ber policy, un 1er which the Pacifie Railway is being se rapidly
own at the last Election-that is the test. What was the carried out as to astonish and amaze hon. members on both
case in New Brunswick ? My bon. friend was desirous of sides of the House; and to the fiscal policy of the bon.
distinguishing himself by setting right that talented mem ber Finance Minister, who braved opposition and the "bine ruin"
for King's (N.B.) and ho did it in a manner that it drew prophecies of hon. gentlemen opposite, that this North-West
upon him such a castigation from the member for King's that country was not of sufficient value to defray the cost of
it almost aroused my pity for my colleague. Now, what the railway. It was not deeued possible then, than an hon.
is the state of the returns from the Province of iNew Bruns- member for Winnipeg, speaking, no doubt, the truth from
wick ? That is a better list thaa the bon. menber's figures his daily observation of the progress of the country, would
New Brunswick returned sixteen members, and in the Elec- be able to state that the older Provinces are receiving their
tion of September, 1878, she returned eleven Liberals to five nourishment and sustenance from the overflowing breast of
Conservatives ; while in the last Election she returned only the North-West. If the water-stretches and the patchwork
nine Liberals to seven Conservatives. Let it be borne in policy of the bon. member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie)
mind that this last result was obtained after this policy had -I do not wish to be disrespectful, but I nesire to state what
had four years of trial, and four years of severe criticism I mean-had been followed, wouîld it have been in the
from the hon. members opposite. So bent were they upon power of the hon. gentleman for Winnipeg to have said, with
breaking down the policy, that they did not hesitate to libel a grin on bis face, the North-West bas come to be the
the country, and my hon. friend from Victoria was not very nursing mother of the older Provinces. If it is the nursing
far astray, when ho said that there ought to be a Criminal Act mother it bas made wonderfal progress. I believe there is

passed to prevent the country from being libelled by the a great future in store for the North-West, but Manitobians
utterances of the hon. gentlemen opposite, which are of a and the inhabitants of the Territories should never forget
character to doter the inhabitants of the over-crowded cities the mon who have inade the country what it is, who have
of Europe from coming into thie country and helping to enabled us to see a child five years of age now so prosperous
bauild it up. My hon. colleague talked with a sneer about the and independent that shee cau afford to maintain the support
readiness with which we speak of millions here. I had the of a father and of a mother.
same impression when I first came into this House. But Mr. BENSON. In regard to the question of the pros-
what does that prove ? It proves how -astly the resources perity of England, allow me to read an extract from a letter
of this country are increasing. Down in the Maritime Pro- received by the last mail. It is dated March 23rd. The
vinces, we speak of thousands with as much caution as lon. writer is a gentleman and a large landholder in England
members bore speak of millions, but it simply proves that and a partner in a large manufacturing concern in York-
this great country is developing so fast, that in speaking of shire. He says:
values we have to speak of large sums of money. I was I lNthing can be more depressing than the cts of trade and
struck by an expression that fell from the hon. member for investmentin the0 d mountry. Copetition androalled Free Trade
Selkirk (Mr. Sutherland), when he said that the North- have brought prices down until no one can live. and to sell either mille,
West was a wet nurse for th.e old Provinces of Canada. I nmachinery, houses, coal mines, iron works, or in fact almost anything,

.1.is simply disastrous, Depend upon it we are la a poor way, and much
said a few minutes ago that it was almost imposible for any 1mental depressdon iscaued by the glowy outlook."
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Having given this writer's extract in proof of the present
position of England, I take the opportunity of compliment-
mng the hon. Finanee Minister on his Budget Speech. As one
of the oldest manufacturera in this Dominion, it did me good
to hear him boldly declare that he made such and such altera-
tions in' the Tarif for the sake of encouraging manufacturers,
for oftenr and often have I been discouraged and disgusted
by statements of many of his predecessors thatthey impose
duties for the sake of revenue and not to encourage manu-
factures. It was pretty hard when a manufacturer had
spent a fortune in building bis works, and another fortune
in getting a connection, to be told that he must be snuffed
out because the article that he manufactured had ceased to
yield a revenue. I also am glad to see an increase in the
number of specific duties. As a manufacturer I like a speci-
fie duty, but I believe the average Custom louse officer is
about the greatest enemy a manufacturer bas, and a specific
duty prevents him favoring the importer, though I have
known officers so clever that they would get over the difficul-
ty by *alling the article something else, or entering it under
another name. Nevertheless, were I beginning a new
industry, I would prefer a specifie duty of 20 per cent. to an
ad valorem duty of double the amount. I must say that I
differ altogether from the hon. member for East York (Mr.
Mackenzie) in his idea about Free Trade. I believe the
National Policy was the very thing this couitry required.
No country ever became a manufacturing country without
protection being afforded to its rising industries, and I
maintain that England herself was made great by a
protection amounting to almost prohibition, enforced by
penal laws, such as cutting off the left, in case these
restrictions were evaded. It would bave been well
for her after admitting breadstuffs free, which were
a raw material, if she had exercisel some common sense
instead of drifting into a fetish-like worship of imprac.
ticable theories. Had she protected herself and her colon-
ies against ail other counties that refused to admit ber manu-
factures free, I believe that long ago she would have had a
reciprocity almost tantamount to Free Trade; and if she had
failed in this she would, at ail events, have developed ber
colonies and have afforded homes for her surplus popula-
tion who would have been loyal subjects and friends instead
of possible enemies. The manufacturers of England have
often laughed at me because I was satisfied that sooner or
later they would get tired of this one-sided Free Trade, but
even now a reaction has set in, for, under the new name of
Fair Trade they are harking back and are asking a return
to good, wholesome protection which they discarded and
cast away. I do not desire to speak further of the Old
Country, but I want to allude to a point not touched upon
by the eloquent speakers who have preceded me, and it has
some reference to the assertion made by members of the
Opposition : that manufacturers do no good to the country.
The point I wish to allude to is this. Manufactures, when
once established in a country, become to a very large extent
self supporting. As in a community, the baker bays from
the butcher, and the butcher from the baker, and from the
sboemaker, the tailor and store-keeper, and they all buy
from each other, and from the farmers who always
benefit. The farmer in his turn supports the blacksmith,
and the carriage maker, and the harness maker ; so
manufacturers support each other when once established,
and hundreds of manufacturers in the old country, eau find
a market for the whole of theIr products for the u of other
manufacturers, and never sell to a merchant at ail ; and if
we have a continuation of steady and efficient protection,
it will be the same with us. When the sugar refineries were
shut up by our friends on this side of the House, it not only
did harm to Montreal, but the farmers at once felt the los
of the business. They did not sell their bolts, their bea-
boits and stave-bolts, and their hoops. Now, since these
<refneries are going on again, there is a demand for aIl these

things, and for apruce staves the demand is greater
than the supply. For hundreds of miles around, th e farm-
ers are ail prosperous, even for six hundred miles aroand,
for on the Canada Southern Railway, which is, I believe,
some six hundred miles from Montreal, thousands and
thousands of staves are sent down to the sugar re-
fineries of Montreal. One point more and I am done ;
these hon. gentlemen seem to think that we have mot
improved through the National Policy. Manufacturing
in Canada used to be something like living over a volcano
-you never knew when you would be blown up, but you
feit quite satiafied that your end would come some time.
Twenty years ago, when, wearied out with the struggle, I
tried to get up a joint stock company, I called upon the
most influential men in Queben, the richest in Mon.
treal, and the most enterprising in Toronto, Hamilton
and London, but I could not get one person amongst the
whole of these cities and towns to subscribe and take a $50
share. They instanced case after case in which manufac-
tures had commenced and failed ; and said that they would
not waste their money in an enterprise that the stroke of a
pen of some hoaven- born financier could wipe out-though
I believe that they did not say "heaven-born," which was a
phrase invented afterwards. [ think they thought that the
inspiration came from another source ; but, whether from
above or below, it was always in those times detrimental to
the interests of the manufacturers. Now, we see manufac-
tories springing up oe very side; but, I believe, they would
spring up with double rapidity if hon. members of the
Opposition liad not done ail they possibly could to make
the National Policy a failure. In every possible way they
have used their influence against the National Policy, and,
I am sorry to say, with too great success ; for though we
have prospered very greatly, I know, for a fact, that their
croaking speeches, as reported in the press and sent across
the Atlantic, have doue us a great deal more damage than
we can ever estimate.

Mr. HE 1SON. I rise for the purpose of correcting the
remarks of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies),
wherein he sought to impress on the minds of those who
heard him that I had in some way stated figures to this
louse that were not correctly represented-though I might
have possibly unintentionally done so. I represented the
facts and figures exactly as they are given in the Trade and
Navigation Returns and the Public eports; and these are
the only evidences which we eau take as to the rate at
which taxation is distributed, as the tables are prepared
from year to year on that basis. I will again just state here
briefly, what I hold to be a most remarkable fact, with ref-
ference to Prince Fdward Island, that of all the Provinces
which compose this Dominion, Prince Edward Island alone
stands in the position of having entered Confederation with
a larger per capIta tax upon the Customs imports than it is
to-day. In 1874 it was $2.33 per head; in 1875, $3.57; in
1876, $3.12; in 1877, $8..83, and in 187b, $2.46; divide this
by five years and we have the average, $2.84J per annum
of taxation for Customs. We will take the figures under
the National Policy and see what the result has been; and
it will remain for that bon. gentleman and his triends to say
why trade, that was diverted from its original channels, is now
don e in the Upper Provinces, or Montreal, and that the daties
were paid in Montreal instead of at Summerside and Char-
lottetown. In 1879, the rate was $2.19 per head ; in 1880,
$2.11 ; in 1881, $2.38; and, in 1882, it had declined to $1.82,
being an average for these four years of $2.12j, as against
82.841,under the preceding five years of what we might cal a
Free Trade Policy, showing a saving of 72 ets. under the Na.
tional Policy. If the hon. gentleman could say that this appli-
ed to all the Provinces, and that the same result would be
found elsewhere, I would suppose that they had made out a
case against the way in which the taxation was distributed;
but I find in reference to the other Provinces similarly aitu-
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ated, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick-at all events, so far
east that importations from Montreal would be as unlikely
to their ports, as to the Province of Princé Edward Island
-the rate has increased, as also is the case in all the other
Provinces. So much for that. I state again that I did not
misrepresent the figures, but gave them exactly as they
appear in the Public Accounts. I am further convinced
that there is much more in this than my hon friend is wil-
ling to admit. He would make it appear that this state-
ment and these tables are not of a character that they could
be accepted. I took the trouble, while the hon. gentleman
was giving us his very brilliant speech, at least from his
standpoint of ruin and decay to that beautiful little Pro-
vince down by the sea, where everything was going to ruin
-I took the trouble to go through the Trade and Navigation
Reports for a few years back, as I wondered why it was so.
1 do not, however, wish to trouble the flouse with the
figures for each year. If hon. gentlemen will excuse me,
there are some of thern of so much importance, and they
explain, to my mind, clearly the reason why this taxation
has been reduced, as shown by this table, that I would like
to trouble the House with them:

Year. Exporte.
1874.............$785,610
1875................. 1,308,461
1876.............. 1,655,519
1877......... ........ ,.1,384,673
1878.,..... .... ..... 1,700,752

Totale.......... 6,835,015

Imports.
$1,908,522

1,983,419
1,382,679
1,380,878
1,293,225

7,948,723

Duty.
$219,458

317,163
293,547
266,483
231,386

1,328,037

Subtracting the total exports from the total imports for those
five years, we find the balance of trade, $1,113,718, during
the five years of the rui Administration, as I might fairly
call it, of hon. gentlemen on the other side, while the aver-
age annual duty for the same period was $265,607. Now,
in order to see whether that Island has suffered by Confed-
eration, or whether i has sufered by the National Policy,
it is only fair that we should give the figures since the
National Policy was inaugurated. In 1879, the exports had
risen to $1,831,369, and the imports had fallen to $910,987,
and the duty paid was $206.245. The following table will
show the exports, the imports, and the duty for the throe
succeeding years :-

Year.
1880................
188L..........
1882.............

Exports.
$1,736,533

1,774,246
1,887,146

Importe.
$799,287

993,!93
785,610

Duty.
$198,542

256,513
196,686

Now we have this result, that for the four years from 1879
to 1882, the total exports were 87,229,314; the imports for
the same period were $3489,477, leaving the balance of trade
in favor of the Island, $3,739,837. Now, if you take those
figures into consideration in connection with the fact wbich
we heard stated the other day in this House, by an hon.
gentleman who is in a position to make that statement,
and it can be verified by referring to the Canada Gazette,
that the deposits had largely increased-increased, I believe,
in a larger proportion than some of the western Provinces-
we will find as a rosult a large increase of the wealth of the
people of Prince Edward Island. Now, Sir, in order to see
whether they were fairly dealt with by this Govenrnent in
connection with the National Policy, let us take the average
duty which they paid for those four years, and compare it
with the average under the previons Administration. We
find that the total duty paid was 8860,886, or an average of
$215,331; so that while we have a lower amount of duty
paid in the latter of these two periods, we have at
the same time a balance of trade in their favor amounting
to $3,739,837. Under theme circumstances I cannot conceive
why the representatives of that Province should have any
reason to cry out ruin, when the fact stands so clearly for.
ward in their favor; for while the balance of trade is
against the whole Dominion, it is in favor of that Provinoe

Mr. Uasow,

by fully 100 per cent. If there is anything in having the
balance of trade in favor of a Province they have that
advantage, and hon. gentlemen opposite from the Island do
not pretend to say that the people are worse clothed or fed
than they were before. My own impression is that the
great cause of the reduction of direct importations to the
Island from foreign countries is the increased intercourse
which the Province has with the western Provinces. I
believe we are selling them more flour and meal, and other
produce of these Provinces, 'which they formerly
purchased from the United States ; and I think it
was for that very purpose that the Provinces entered
into Confederation, namely, that we sbould have inter-
provincial trade. I believe, moreover, that we should
have a Committee of this flouse established for the purpose,
if possible, of working up a more extensive trade of that de-
scription. I am sorry to hear hon. gentlemen rise up in
this House and say that the policy of this Government is
against the interest of any Province, and when they do
make such statements I would like to hear them 'ubstan-
tiate them in an honest way. But when they come forward
and make broad assertions without producing the figures to
support them, or to show whether they are correct or not,
I think they should not assume that we on this side, or the
people of the country* who can read the figures for them-
selves, will accept those statements as facts. I fancy, Sir,
that the debate lias gone so far that it will not be necessary
for me to say one word with reference to the National
Policy. The country has accepted that policy; it has been
reendorsed by the people, and as the hon.Minister of Finance
has stated it will never be revej sed by this country so long
as our people bave common sense about them. I am confi-
dent that it will go on, and that the people finding that they
have surpluses instead of deficits, finding that they have
prosperity and happiness throughout the Provinces general-
ly, will support that policy. And believing that, I leave hon.
gentlemnen opposite to predict the ruin and the decay which
they say will come some time, but which [trust, if it is to
come at all, will not come before fifty-five years hence-as
calculated by an hon. friend on this side of the house-a
time when we shall have passed away at all events, so that
if our children, or our childrea's children, have to take the
risk ofanother poriod of mis-goverutneut by hon. gentlemen
opposite, we at al] evens will know nothing abont it.

Mr.RACKETT. I will not detain the House with any
lengthened remarks, but I would be delinquent in my duty
to my constituents, and unjust to myseif, were I not to
make some reply to the very extravagant and unwarranted
assertions which were made by the hon. member for
Queen's, with regard to the operation of the National Policy
in Prince Edward Island. Having had the privilege of
sitting in this louse for the last four years, I have a very
good idea of what hon. gentlemen opposite think of the
National Policy. From year to year, from the day that
policy was introduced into this Parliament up to the pre-
sent time, we have bard these hon. gentlemen denouncing
this policy in moat unmeasured terms. One year they call
it a policy of spoliation, and the next year they call it legal-
ized robbery. They say: You are driving the people out
of the country for the purpose of building up a few manu-
factures. When the hon. Finance Minister introduced his
policy, they said: Your policy will not produce a revenue;
the Tariff you propose is a prohibitory Tariff; the revenues
will fail off; and consequently yon will have t come down
year after year and declare a deficit. Well, Sir, after the
policy had been in operation one year, they came back and
said: You promised us prosperity, and look at the coun-
try; bank stocks have decreased and you have a deficit.
Year after year they come down here with the same tone4
but this year, I am glad to see, they have come to their
senses, and admit that prosperity prevails in Canada; but
while they admit the prospority, they are unwilling l
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admit that it is due to the National Policy. They say : The would fear a return to the hard times that prevailed from
country bas prosperity; we are glad to see it. You have a 1874 to 1878 while hon. gentlemen opposite- were on the
surplus, that is a good thing for the country; but these are Treasury benches. It is not necessary for me to deal any
not due to the National Policy; they are due to the fact longer with this branch of the question. I now come to
that the bright sunshine and the genial showers have given the question of exponditure. Hon. gentlemen opposite say
us good crops and good prices for our produce. They also that there bas been an increase of some millions of dollars in
point to the singular coincidence that while we have had the controllable expenditure. The hon. member for Brant,
sunshine and showers in Canada, they have had floods and whose speech was refeTed to in suchb high terms this
poor orops in England. Well, Sir, I wonder if we bad one evening by the bon. member for Queen's, made a close
continuous Wiggins' storm in Canada during the Adminis. analysis of the expenditure, and what did he find? The
tration of hon. gentlemen opposite ? Had we nothing but only item he could pick out of this extravagant expenditure
rain, and hail, and storm, and whirlwind during all that was the sum of $881 for cab hire. If the Governnmentwere
time? I do not believe it; on the contrary, I am pre. rckless in their expenditure on any other items, why did
pared to prove that, during the time of the late Administra- the hon. gentleman not point thema out? He did not do so,
tion, there were very large exporta from Canada. If hon. but, as the hon. member for King's said the other evening,
gentlemen will look at the Speech from the Throne in 1876, he descended to the region of cab hire. I do not thinik
they will see that His Excellency was made to congratu. he descended t that region, for he never rose from that
late the country upon a good crop and a bountiful. region ; he was found there and remained there. It is quite
harvest in Canada. The hon. member for East Elgin impossible that the Government of Canada, having to deal
who moved the Address, also congratulated the country on a with the great and increasing interests of the country, could
bountiful harvest. I am not going to confine my remarks to go on from year tW year witb a fixed expenditure. There
any particular year, but I will compare the exporta of Canada are many publie works to be built ii Canada; there is a
during three years hon. gentlemen opposite were in office great country to be opened up; the increasing necessities of
with those during three years of the present Administration. the country, in the poet offices and in other services, require
In 1874 our exporte amounted to $89,351,928; in 1875, increased accommodation and consequently increase4 ex-
to $77,887,979, and in 1876 to 880,956,435; or a total for the penditure. I am happy that the public buildings are being
three years of $248,205,342. Now, here is a very crodit- erected. I may say here that, coming from Prince Edward
able export, but what was the state of Canada during thit Island, I find in the Estimates this year $250,600 for the pur-
period? Why, Sir, every industry in the country was pose of carrying out the terms of Confederation. I am pre-
paralyzed, and, notwithstanding the fact that our experts pared to support the Govern ment and their expenditure. We
were so large, and that we must have an increased import have heen long looking for it, and ifwe are to reccive 6250,000
as a consequence, yet the Finance Minihter had to come for the purposoof carryinig out the terms ot Confederation,
down, year after year, and admit that there was a deficit. and if we are to receive money for the construction of public
But let us see what the exports were during the first three works, we must believe the same expenditure should go on
years this Administration was in power. ln 1879 they in the other Provinces, and we should be prepared to sup-
were $71,491,225; in 1880 they were $87,911,450, and in port an expenditure of this kind. While our friends opposite
1881 they were 898,290,823; a total of 6257,693,528, or are unable tW point te one item in the expenditure which
only about 89,000,000 more than the three years of the they can say is extravagant, while they have simply with
Mackenzie Administration. It cannot be possible that these $881 cab hire to talk about, they have net proved their
this amount exported in excess of what was exported case. The hon. member for West Middlesex stated a great
during the time of hon. gentlemen opposite could have pro- increate had taken place in the alaries of postmsters.
duced the prosperity. IL w.as duo tu other causes -to the Whon the trade of the county is prosperous tho revenue at
change in the fiscal policy of thecountry, that encouraged the post offices is increasing. Evory hon. gentleman wYho
the people of Canada and set in motion the wheels of industry represents a country constituency knows that fact, and is
in ail parts of the country. That is one reason why we have aware that the piostmasteris only receive $10 per annurm.
increased prosperity. Another reason is, that the coal This is a mere pittance te give to any person for placing
mining industry oft ova Scotia bas increased largely during bis house at the service of the public; but when the revenue
the past four years. 1 was glad to bear my hon. friend from increases the postmaster should be paid 40 per cent. when
Inverness (Mr. Cameron), state the other evening that in it goes above $10. This is increased every year, and if the
the Island of Cape Breton alone the ontput of coal bas revenue has increased the postmaster must have au in-
increased 300,000 tons. It cannot be possible that the rain creased salary. I intend tO deal with the speech of the hon.
or the sunshine has penetrated to the bottom of the coal member for Queen's, who, this evening, endeavored to decry
mines to produce this great increase, but I attribute it to as much as possible, the Province from whicb be has the
the fiscal policy of the country that set the wheels of in- honor to come. It is true, notwithstanding the remarks of
dustry in motion, creating an increased demand for kNova the hon. member for North Perth, that Prince Edward
Scotia coal. But I consider that the hon. member for North Island has not received as great advantages from the
Norfolk, in the course of his remarks, gave up the case National Policy as the other Provinces. Bon. gentlemen
altogether. While hon. gentlemen opposite have been will readily understand this. We are a country that is cut
unwilling to admit that any industry was created by the off by ice in the winter season from connection witb the
National Policy or that the prosperity was in any way due main land, and consequently manufactures have not grown
to it, the bon. member for North Norfolk, in the course of up. I deny that the National Policy bas not had a bene-
his remarks, said : ficial effect on our Province. On the contrary, 1 believe that

I If my hon. friend for West Durham were at the head of the Gov- were it not for the National Policy the Province would be
ernmeat ho would find, I have no doubt, thatin dealing with this ques- in a worse condition than that in which it is tW-day. The
tion ho would have ta have a due regard for the interesta which have hon. gentleman has stated that the Custome duties per hoadgrown up under this Tarif.' are very mnch greater than in the other Provinces, and to
Here is an admission that interests have grown up under the show how this may occur lie made a comparison of the last
Tariff and in making it the hon. gentleman gave up his years' revenue before Confederation with that of last year.
whole case. Wby would lie net leave them to the sunshine Nothing could be more unfair. Provious to Confederation
and the showcr? We know what the result would be. all the goods entered paid duty, those coming from
We know that these industries would at once go down, and the other Provinces as well as those coming from foreign
that the people would at once become discouraged, aid 1ountries, and the result was that a very large revenue waq
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raised. But now these goods are manufactured in- other
parts of the country, by the Canadian people, and we buy
them without paying a cent of duty. Before making an
assertion of that kind the hon. gentleman should
show that the people pay more for thoir goods now
than in 1878; but, en the contrary, in many lines they
are sold cheaper. The hon. gentleman went on to say that
there was no ship-building on the Island, but this can be
accounted for in the same way. Of course the ship-building
industry has been declining in that Province, as was stated by
the hon. member for Queen's, and it was due to the fact that
the material was not to be had there. It must be remembered
that the iron ship is to be the ship of the future ; that the
Ship eng heshipping trade are now made of iron,
an that is one reason of the decline. In reference to the
trade of the Island, and his endeavor to make it appear that
there was no trade, I will give the number of vessels em.
ploytd in the different years. In 1878, the number was
6024; in 1882, 6,174, an increase of 150 under the National

Policy. When the hon. gentleman said foreign trade was
ruined, and that no vessels came with cargoes from Eng
land, he would find, if he looked through the Trade Returns,
that in 1877, thirty vessels carried 4,462 tons of freight from
the United Kingdom to Prince Edward Island; that in 1878,
the humber of vessels was forty-five, and the tons of freight
10,600; in 1880, thirty-seven vessels arrived with 7,440 tons
offreight; in 1881, thitty.five vessels with 8,012 tons, making
a total of 15,452 tons, or an increase of 613. That goes to
show that the shipping has not been contracted by the
National Policy as the bon. gentleman represents. But he
told us there has been a great depreciation in the value of
real estate in Prince Edw.trd bland. This is not true
to the extent represented ln the towns and villages
where there is a depreciation to a linited extent, there was
an inflation at the time of the building of the railway,
and high expectations were aroused which were not car-
ried out completely, and, consequently, there has been a
reaction in value in the towns and villages; and in the
farming districts there bas been a alight depreciation,
due altogether to other reasons than the National Policy.
I mibht state to tbe hon. gentleman, and ho will not deny
it, that, one reason why there tÀould be a deprecatin
in the value of real estate in the farming districts is
that the hon. gentleman, when he was leader of the
Local Government, got direct taxes imposed on real
estate. This depreciation resulting from that legislation
had commenced before the National Policy was intro-
duced, and if he will take time to enquire he would date
it to the passing of bis Assessment Act in 1872. At a
time when the lon, gentleman had sufficient funds he
imposed a direct tax on the farming interests, and so dis-
satisfied wore the farmers that they refused to give him
their support. I hope soon to see that the real estate
of the country will have risen to its former value. The
hon, gentleman has gone on to state that hard times pre-
vail in Prince Edward Island, that the young men are
leaving the country in thousands. Now, that is not the
fact. Some young men do go away. It is quite impos-
sible to keep all the young men in any Province. They
are possessed of a spirit of adventure, and seek to better
their poition. But 1 am happy to state that if the young
mon of Prince Edward Island go away it is not to the
United States that they turn their -faces, as they did
under the rule of hon. gentlemen opposite, but to our
own North-West. They do not go to Free Trade England;
and if any of them go to the United States it is to a
country where there is much greater protection than in
Canada. Now, I want to show from the organs supporting
hon. gentlemen opposite that bard times do not prevail in
Prince Edward Island to the extent that has been repre-
sented. The hon. member for Queen'a read an extract from

)lhp &.ua wspaper that supports the Government.
-Mr, TT

Now, Sir, no quotation from any journal has been read in
this louse with a purpose se misleading as the extract
which the hon. gentleman read this evening. It was for
the purpose of deceiving this House as te the fact. The
hon. gentleman simply cut out part of an editorial article in
the paper. The head:ng of the article itself showed that it
had no relation whatever to the National Policy, but it
related to the whole world. The editor was moralizing on
the mission of the press, and he said that the Christian press
would have a great effect in preventing certain evils. It was
a most unfair thing to do on the part of the hon. gentle-
man, and does net do hin any honor. Now, I am going te
give you a quotation from one of the papers supporting
hon. gentlemen opposite, I mean the Charlottetown Patriot,
owned and edited by the ex-Governor of the North-West
Territories. That hon. gentleman, in his paper of the lt
March, 1883, says:

4 Where will you find another 100,000 people in Canada who are
botter off than the people in Prince Edward Island? I am sure it is
not in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick or Quebec."

That is what, the ex-Governor of the North-West Terri-
tories has te say with regard te the people of Prince Edward
Island, and I put that against the garbled extract given te
this House by the hon. member for Queen's. But I have
an extract from another newspaper, published in the county
[ represent, and which bas been a thick-and-thin supporter
of the hon. gentlemen opposite. Here is what the Summer-
side Journal, of 20th March, 1883, says:

SxUMMERIIE's PROSPECTS FOR 1883.
"We are glad to say that the prospects for our town are better this

year than they have been for a long time. A walk through the several
ship yards show a marked improvement in that line of industry.

" Hon. John Lefurgy has uin his yard the frames for two vessels-one
to be about 400 and the other about 1,000 tons.

" The stern post and part of the frame of the former is already in
position.

" At the yard of Angus Macmillan, Esq., everything is booming on a
small vessel of something over 200 tons, and the frame is being dehvered
for another about the same size.

" Captain William Richards is Dreparing a 500-ton barquentine, and
judging from the immense amount Of lumber in his yard he will have
the vessel retty well on in a short time.

i In addition to the ship-building interest, the Merchants' Bank of
Halifax are preparing for the erection of a hauisome brick building on
the site just eabt of R. T. Holman's store. This building will likely be
one of the best ever erected in our town.

" Then again the probabilities are that tenders will be called ere long
for the new Post Odice, Oustom House and Savings Bank building,
followed, no doubt, in a short time, by the buildings being erected.

" With those several improvements, added to which there are and
will be many of less importance, we eau safely say that Summerside hsu
not beea in so prosperous a condition for many years."

I think that is quite sufficient to meet anything advanced
by the hon. gentleman opposite, aud I am willing te put
that against the theories of the hon.{gentleman with regard
to Free Trade and Protection. But the hon.gentleman says
this Government is opposed te Reciprocity. He says that,
in listening te the admirable speech of the hon. member for
West Middlesex, he was fascinated, but that the Government
did not seem to pay much attention to it. Let the hon.
gentleman consult the records, and he will find that this
Government is not opposed to Reciprocity; on the contrary,
he will find a standing invitation te our iriends across the
border te reciprocate with us. HIe will find in the Revenue
Law of 1879 the following:

" A ny or al of the following articles, that i to say, animals of all
kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, vegetables (in-
cluding potatoes and other roots), plants, trees and shrubs, coal and
coke, salt, hops, wheat, pease and beans, barley, rye, oate, Indian corn,
buckwheat and all other grain. fIlour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian
meal, and oatmeal. and flour or meal of any other grain, butter, cheee,
fish (salted or smoked), lard, tallow, meats (salted or amoked), and
lumber, may be importe 1 into Canada free of duty, or at a les rate of
duty than is provided by this Act, upon Proclamation of the Goveror
in (ouncii, which may be issuel whenever it appears to his satisfaction
that' similar articles trom Canada may be imported into the United
8tates free of duty, or at a rate of duty not exceeding that payablë on
the same under such Proclamaion when importsd into aada."
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Now, here is Reciprocity at once. It does net require any ever irposed in any civilizd oountry without a
legislation, simply an Order in Council. Whenever our doubt. The hon. gentleman increased the taxes of the
friends across the border wish to reciprocate, our Govern- people of the Lsand, who were the moet Iightly tax.d
ment will be prepared to meet them. people of Canada. They pid at that time a small acreage

Sir LEONARI DTILLEY. It is a standing invitation. tax amonnting to 81 per hur(IIo acres. The hon. gentle.
An bn. EKRR Tat s fr mnufctues.man increased the taxes by 300 per cent., viz.: from $1

An hon. EMBER That is for manufactures.he on gentleman read fr Sydney Smith
Mr, HACKETT. No, it does not extend to manufactures. in respect to the burdens of taxation, but there never

What we want is Reciprocity in the products of the country, was a greator burlesque in the history of any country than
in the raw material. The hon. gentleman endeavored toI1the system of taxation introduceJ by the ho gentleman;
make it appear that because there was an increase of some and the people of the Island took the firet opportunity
$300,000 in the deposits in the savings bank of Charlotte- before bis natural terr expired to hurt him frei power,
town last year, it was due to the Government debentures and I hope he will net core back again to power on the
that were taken up in 1873. What became of the money Island. 1 wîlt fot ipeak further of the bon, gentleman,
from 1873 to 1882? The increase in the deposits was not but I want te a word with regard to the hot. member
due to the facts stated by the hon. member for Queen's for Digby (Mr. ail), an ex-Minister of the Crown. Lnthe
(Mr. Davies), but to the fact that the farmers of the Island course of his rerarks the hon, gentleman said that when
are in a good position, are able to pay their bills at the the Maritime Provinces entered the Union-I suppose he
stores, and when they come to close u.) their account. in the specially referred to Nova Scotia-that it was on
fall are able to place te their credit in the savings bank a thuunderstanding that the duties should not exoeei 15
very comfortable sum. L agree with Mr. Laird, Editor of per cent., and chargel the presentGevernment with having
the Charlottetown Patriot, that you cannot got any 100,000 eiorîuously increased the taxes. Who broke fnith with
people in Canada more comfortably circumstanced than the Province? The hon, gentleman and bis friends
the people of Prince Edward Island. It is true they found tho rate of taxation at 15 per cent., and they made
have no great amount of wealth, but the people are comfort- a horizontal advance of 2j per cent., and thu8 broko faith.
able, and although you will find in every country some poor When they made that increase, they taxed our tea, whicb
people, I say again that the bulk of the farming population was free before, and the material for ship building, which
are to-day hsppy, prosperous and contented. The hon. had been free before, and made it pay 5 par cent.; and yet
member fo, Queen's referred to the United States and said the hon. gentleman bas the auuiaity to say that tha,
that country posseseed a variety of soi] and climate; and pre'ent Governrmont have broken faith with thc people of
the same point was made by another hon. momber. It is the Province. SuoI a charge cores with a vory badgrace
true the States have a greater variety of soil and climate fuo'n the hon. goiîtlcrnaîas the n power fr>r
than Canada, but it is not true that they have any advantage 1874 te 1878 raised the taxes and broke faith wit.hthem.
in this respect over Canada. We have as good a soil and The hon. gentleman also said that Nova SceLla is being
climate as may be required for the purpose of colonizing or crushed between the upper and nether milJ-stone. Hon.
promoting the industries in the country. Let the hon. gentlemen are, however, endeavoring te array Province
gentleman take the railway from Montreal to Boston. Let against Province, and te create sectional feeling. Tbey do
him note in Vermont, New HIamphire and Massachusetts, not wish to weld the Dominion into s solid body, but te
the great manufacturing industries established thero. Let bring about divisions whicb may ultimatoly split up the
hum fotlow the course of the Merrimac and observe the ris- Dominion. When the hon. member for W wthurham
iig twns and villages where the manufacture of cotton spoke, in 1880, in respect to the Pacifie Railway, ho enda-
sugar, steel, iron and other articles is beig carripd on. The vored to make it appear thiat Ontario was thcmitall cow of
soit is net better than with us; in New iampshire iL is very tax Dominion tSpeakingdf Nova S .otia, ho said:
mach worse. Travelling through the hillycountrYYOU ciFm reova Seotia, the recelpts were $19,112,e; the expnditur ,
wiII come to prosperous towns from whiei the smoketof $21,175,.0; the defhoit$2,06-. That d d fnt show that NuvOotih
factories rise. Business,life and activity perrcate ail wu being gre ud betwen the upper and nether mili -tone."
classes of the people. The climate is &m cold as oure, themi Thse are the words othe ion. gentleran leader, and al-
soit is ne botter, their watcr power is ne botter, and they thoug the on. gentleman spoke of Manitoba being boand
are no more talented than our people, The advantage they band and foot, w at did ti Opposition leader say? rsaid
posscss is that their industries have been foteret and protnc t.tatiiberecei pts for Manitoba were 8876,00 and tbe expen-
ed by a poticy sncb as wc have in Canada. Wocana bring our diture 81,599,000, and the deficit under t erad 8723,000;
raw material fromthecoIuntry of growth. Cotton can be that Manitoba ail withdrawn home three-quar ens of a mi-
brought te Canada and manufactnred as wellhere as i b lien more from sti Dominion of Canada than it had paid in;
Massachusetts . Ra w sugar enu be brougitbe-ef and maoin- but stilg ho said that it was bound end and foot, and toused
factured, and as the great manufacturin' centres ef the about by the pi-sent Goverrhment. Let me now conene
United States are feund in the north, se in a few years the smalt Province frei which I have thehonr to coe
under thc fostering care cf Protection manufactures witl and I wisi terefi to what the hon. getleman id with ro-
be developed in Canada, and we witl be able te meet t pe gard to wha wa done in that Provin'!e.nmetathd that
Anericans on their own ground. . The hon. member for theareceiptne ? Prince h. wardenBean d werehi fried
Queon's bas referred te the question of taxation. L was the exunditure o2,624000, and the defcitt1,02,00. N e
surprised ho should have toucbed that question, because no a have ne confidence in any hon. gentleman who aspires to
bon. gentleman has sncb a bad record in connectien witi taW- lead a party m tht icountry, tnd who endeavor te crhte
ation aathehon, gentleman himself. The people ef Prince sectional feeling, and make it appear that a sinagl Province
Bdward Island, iD a moment of temporary insanity, placed is extracting more tian it has a right to frein the larger.
him at tic head of their affaira. When ha assumed the Previiùhes-Ontario and Quebec I do n elieve that sncb
reigus of power ht found the exchequer of the country in a an hon. gentleman will deat justly and fairly by a Province 
good position, tbee being sufficient money te car-q on i'went oeriss in m s place and takes thi responsibility of
publicaffairs, and siaerhe had donc se for as year therwasta i n. uag that a Province takes more ont of the edminia
a nice sen in tic Treasuoy of thirty or forty thousand that it has pai in. An on gentleman acroser ft
dollars. But tbebon. g.ntleman was Dot eat'safied 11e!liushe refeo.end t the fact that there was au increas leing
wanted to make bis mark, and he d id se effectuatly.1H1e iexprtes. btfnd that in 1871-and these figures are akoa
impood a iniquitousdtmm t ta ea of theriwot- fomiitho.WutensJthe C to , Lemr fore U br«
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Oonfederation-the total exporta of Prince Edward Island
amounted to $1,350,640, while in 1882, a memorandum
oompiled by the Local Government of the Province, a few
days ago, places the whole of the foreign exports, and to
the other Provinces of the Dominion, at $3,052,150, or an
increase of $1,701,490 in ton years. I think that while
Prince Edward Island goes on producing at this rate and ex-
porting, they can obtain botter prices foi their products at
prosent than they got four years ago. Oats, which is a
staple on the Island, realize higher prices in the markets of
the Maritime Provinces than could be secured across the
ocean; and while they can sell their oats, and potatoes, and
pork, and butter, and pelts, &c-, at higher prices, there can
be no fear but that Prince Edward Island must go on pro-
gressing. When I see the right hon. gentleman who
leads the Government in bis place in this House sur
rounded as he is by colleagues who have always shown a
desire to deal justlv and fairly by Prince Edward Island, I
know thatthe hon. Minister of Railways, duriig the fiveyears
ho was in Opposition in this louse, always nobly and man-
fully battled for the rights of Prin-e Edward Island, when
there was no gentleman in this House who would raise his
voice in its favor, although a majority here- a servile ma-
jority-supported the Government of -the day. That hon.
gentleman then contended for our rights; and when I see
those hon. gentlemen placing in the Estimates large
sums to carry out the terms f Confederation, I have no
fear but that they will deal honestly and justly with the
Province from which I come. But when I look across the
Houme and find the hon. leader of the Opposition state that
P-ince Edward Island has taken $1,227,000 from the Do-
minion more than it has pnid in, and the hon. -mmber for
Eat Yor k (Mr. Mackenzie) stating here that the Dominion
had dealt fairly by Prince Edward Island and carried out
the Terms of Union to the fullest possible extent, I cannot
have any confidence in those hon. gentlemen, and I believe
that it would be to the disadvantage and ruin of the Pro-
vince from whieh I como if thèse hon. gentlemen should
unfortunately occupy the Treasury benches. We bave as
good a climate, although it is a little cold in win-
ter, as prevails in any part of the Dominion; we have,
I believe, as good, as energetic, as active, and as in-
dut-ious a people as are to be found in the Dominion
of Canada. While we have them there and find the country
progressing, and have a Government bore willing to deal
fairly and justly by us-it should be the prayer of every
Prince Edward Islander, that this Government will long
continue in power; and when I look over the Dominion of
Canada and see benefited, by the fiscal policy of the hon.
gentlemen who occupy the Treasury bouches, all the in-
dustries and trade of this country, and that our trade is in-
creasing; and while I see the people of this country em-
ployed, and know that it is the aim and desire of the Gov-
erument to croate employment and foster the industries of
the country-I can only hope, Sir, that the day is far dis-
tant when there shall be a change in the Administration.

Mr. McMULLEN. I arn sorry that the hour is so late,
but I shall not occupy the time of the Houee very
long. I simply want, as a new member, and as coming
foin a rural constituency, to refute sone of the statements
made with regard to the prices paid by farmers in this
country for manufactured goods, as not being increased.
I contend that through the Election of 1878, when
hon. gentlemen opposite appealed to the country on the
promise of the National Policy, it was stated on every
hustings, that the produce of the farmer would be increased
in price by the introduction of the National Policy; and
that our farmers would have the surplus produce of the
United States shut out of our markets, that they would reap
the advantages of the home market, and that a home market
would be created whereby we would get botter prices for
the produce of the soil; and I contend, that theyhave not

Mr. EHAcarr.

realized this promise, and that the farmers have not received
increased prices for their surplus produce in the case of a
single item. In place of these inereases, ho is called upon
to pay increased prices for every single thing which ho bays.
I would like very much to accompany the hon. Finance
Minister across the Atlantic, and see him take a cargo of
wheat, or barley, or cheese to Liverpool, and offer it to the
buyers there, and hear the introductory remarks whichi he
would make in presenting these articles to the people in
that market. 1 presume that ho would do so in something
after this fashion: "lIn keeping with the promises made to
the agriculturists of this country, where this produce is
raised, I wish to say to yo, Mr. Buyer, we have there what
is called a National Policy, and at the inauguration of
that prlicy we promised the people there to secure to
them botter prices for the surplus produce of the soil ;
and I want you, under these circumstances, to give me
something in excess of what you ordinarily give for our
produce in this market, and place me in a position to return
across the Atlantic, to the farmers of Canada and tell
them that I have carried out the promises made by me to
them and to those who supported me in that country, and
to prove to them undoubtedly that the surplus produce of
their soil does got a higher price in the Liverpool market,
than they could obtain, if the National Policy had never been
introduced. I want you to give the increased price asked."
Will he do so? No, Sir. Now I contend that it is impossible,
by any agument for any hon gentleman opposite to prove
that the farmer reaps any benefit whatever in a single item ho
has tosell. In the constituency I represent we went over the
different items of farm produce, from wheat to oats, barley,
pens, cheese and every single item of the produce of the
soil ; and I say that my opponent failed to prove that in a
single instance the farmer gots one cent more under the
operations of the National Poliey than if it had never been
introduced. The next thing to which I want to draw the
attention of the House is, that ho pays more for everything
ho buys. It has been stated here that goods are sold now
as cheap as they wore before 1878 ; but that is not the ques-
tion. The question before this House is: are the goodB now
entering into daily consumption of the farming community,
and of the laboring classes of this country, sold as cheap
over the retail counter to-day as they would be wero there
no National Policy ? I say that they are not. I will
take the article of cotton-of grey cotton, for instance.
Prior to the introduction of the National Policy, grey cotton
was brought into this country at 17½ per cent. The duty
now is 15 per cent., and one cent per square yard specific.
Take ordinary cotton, which will cost three pence a yard, or
five cents, which would represent 20 yards for $1. To that
you add 15 ets., which will make 81.15. We will suppose
the cloth is ¾ of a yard wide which would make 15 square
yards on the 20, and we add 15 ets. more, or in other words
30 per cent. This makes $1.30 for the 20 yards when laid
down here, and this quantity would cost under the old Tariff
$1.171. I1was amused to hear an hon. gentleman state the
other evening-I think it was the hon. member for Essex
(Mr. Wigle)-that goods are brought into this country
and sold as cheaply as they were prior to the introduction
of the National Policy. He says ho is in the trade and
handles these goods, but I would like to ask him this ques-
tion: If he went to the market of Montreal to buy goods and
entered an establishment and asked, at what rate of advance
on sterling will you soel me certain goods, the merchant would
reply, 17* per cent. He goes across the way and asks another
merchant: Atwhatrateon sterling will youseU? The other
merchant replies, 30 per cent. I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman which of those merchants ho would buy fr-om?
Will ho take the goods from the man who sells at 17J per
cent. advance, or the man who sells at 30 per cent.
advance? Yet these hon. gentlemen will have the
assurance to tell the House and the country that thispolicy
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makes no difference in the price. I say that the goods
which are sold to, and consumed by, the farmers of this
cauntry, are increased in every item. What about cottons ?
I had a conversation, a few days ago, with a man largely
interested in the cotton manufacturing business. I enquired
of him how they fixed the price just now. They take im-
ported cottons, say, 33 inches wide; they estimate the texture
and the quality, and they put it alongside the goods manu-
factured in this country, of the same width. They bring
out their own manufactured article, and they say at what
price it can be sold under the duty. They fix what it
would cost the consumer here, and thon they say: That is
what we will sell ours for. I would like to ask bon. gentle-
men il there is any competition in that ? There is no
cotton factory in this country which does not get orders in
advance of what they can fill.

Some hon. MEHBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. McMULLEIN. Hon. gentlemen say "hear, hear; " but

that is the very thing that kills competition, and it is the
very thing which compels the farmer and the mechanie to
pay the outside figure-the last farthing-for every article
they consume. 1 would like the hon. Finance Minister to
act upon the suggestion made a few evenings ago with re-
gard to placing the farmers of this country upon the same
footing as the manufacturers. If he were to do so, I think
it possible that some scheme might be inaugurated whereby
the farmers might get some little advantage under the
oporation of tho National Policy. If he were to adopt the
suggestion made by the hon. member for South fHuron (Mr.
McMillan), and give an export bounty on every bushel of
wheat, every barrel of four, every pound of cheese and
everything else the farmer exports, thon he would bring to
our doors the markets of Liverpool, thon ho would be keep-
ing Canada for the Canadians, and instead of compelling the
farmers to send their produce across the Atlantic, they would
be able to secure in our own markets the prices they would
obtain in Liverpool. I would like to ask how the manufac-
turers would receive such a suggestion? Why, Sir, you would
have the biggest howl that was ever beard, and the largest
crowd that ever gathered on Parliament Square to oppose
the change. Manufacturers would say: why make the
change ? Why give us 5d ets. in one pocket while from the
other you take 50 ets. by making us pay an increased price
for what the farmors have to sel]. The factis the manufac-
turers must have something which will give them a special
advantage, and if the National Policy does not give them
that it is of no use to them. Then, as an hon. member
stated, a policy which is fair all round would cease to be a
protective policy ; it would not reach the pockets of the
manufacturers to an extent which would satisfy them, and
the result would be that they would spurn it. Whon the
various deputations were waiting on the hon. Finance Min-
ister asking for protection to the industries of the country
I would like to know who was standing at bis other elbow,
urging that ho should not listen to these men and grant them
all they ask. I would like to know who stood by urging the
interests of those men who go with their spade to dig their
living out of the earth, at $1.50 a day, to support a family
of children, and who, out of that 8150, have to pay 10 ets. or
15 ets. to the cotton manufacturer, and the furniture man-
ufacturer, Pnd all the rest of them-a policy which compels
them, out of their hard earnings, to sacrifice a certain
percentage because cértain manufacturers want certain
advantages. I say it is an iniquitous, an unjust,
and unrighteous law; and I say no honest Govern-
ment, no honest country, should tolerate a system which
compels one man to contribute to the wealth of another
against his will, and byforce of law. I tell the hon. Finance
Minister that bis policy is one-sided and that the people will
wake up to the fact that it is not in their intereste to sup-
port it. I know he has a majority at hie back and that
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the Elections were carried in hie favor, but why was that?
They went to the country before the Parliament expired
and under circumstances which were specially favorable to
carrying out the National Policy. They told the people
that it was building up this country and making them rich,
and the people in their simplicity and under that illusion
went to the polls and supported him. But I have no doubt
if they had the chance again ho would find that
there are many men who have opened their eyes,
be.:ause they have found out that it is not the
National Policy that keeps up the price of barley,
or wheat, and other articles which the farmer pro-
duces. I was amused when hon. gentlemen opposite
told us that if our party were ever to occupy the Treasury
bouches they would have toadopt the National Policy from
top to bottom. But it struck me that he should have told us
how we should keep the Treasury benches if we gained them.
He should have told us that we would have to learn how to
gerrymander the constituencies and to take advantage of
good times, to go to the country before the people had awoke
to the fact that they were laboring under a delusion, and that
there has not been time to show the folly and the hollowness
of the policy on which ho appealed to the country.

Mr. RYKERT. Mowat will tell you how to do that.

Mr. MoMULLEN. Mowat never gerrymandered.

Mr. HESSON. Here is a plan of Centre Wellington, and
the hon.member represents North Wellington.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). How about North Perth.

Mr. HESSON. North Perth is a square riding.

Mr. M oMULLEN. I would just say that any remark on
the question of the gerrymander would corne with botter
grace from any other member of this House than from the
hon. member for North Perth. If there is any man in this
louse who gerrymandered hie constituency to make it un-

doubtedly certain for himself, it is the hon. member for
North Perth. After I was nominated for the representation
of North Wellington, that hon. gentleman along with others
coolly set apart anid attaehed to my riding a certain town-
ship that had formerly given him about 15o majority, and
took another township from me. He did that in the hope
of defeating me, but ho did nit succeed.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman will kindly
confine himself to the question under debate.

Mr. McMULLEN. Istand corrected, and I apologize if
I erred in departing from the question under discussion.. I
was amused the other evening in listening to some remarks
that fell from the hon. member for Lincoln (ir. .Rykert).
I eau remember when that hon. gentleman came into
the section of the county I represent, and while speaking
on the question of building the Canadian Pacifie lailway,
declared positively that the Government were going to build
tha railway out of the receipts from the sales of land in the
North-West, and that it was not going to cost the people of
this country one dollar. I was quite amused the other
evening, to notice with what feelings of ecstacy, with what
smiles of gratification the hon. member for Lincoln received
the announcement from the hon. Finance Minister, that if
the people would only submit to theextra strain of taxation
ho was putting upon them, the Government would be able
to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway withoutgoing abroad
for any money, for he would be able to build it out of the
taxes the people are now paying. Now, I say, that the
people have no right, after submitting themselves to enor-
mous taxation in order to build the Grand Trunk and other
railways, to be imposed upon to the extent the hon. Finance
Minister intends to tax them, in order to build
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tþe Canadian Pacifie Railway. It appears that he not going to inake any further Qhanges, yet I venture to
i -extremely anxious to meet the views of the prediet that next year when ho brings down his Budget
deputations that call upon him for the purpose peeeh, ho will have some more chapges to suggest. Every
of obtaining further inereases in the taxes. It appears that year, no doubt, all the changes will 'be in the dirackien of a
there are two items entering largely into the consumption stop higher, and an additional row addd tottho height of
of the farmer and laboring classes, on which he bas con- this National Policy, which will keqp growing every year.
sented to increase the duties: winceys and the ordinary With regard to the fact that in the Unitëd States the
standard printedgoods. Ifthere are any two items upon which National Policy is supreme, the reason is that the manufac-
the hon. Finance Minister ought to have hesitated to in- turers and those engaged in their Mrnüfaetories coastitute
crease the taxes, they are these two. He proposes to about five-twelfths of the entire voting population, whieh has
increase the duty on cQtton goods, because there is a factory become a solid body to resist any reduction of the Tarif.
to be-étarted for the printing of cottcns. Now, 1 contend That organized body of five-twelfths control the remaining
that it is quite within-the ability of the people of this coun seven-twelfths, and the result is that any Government which
try tomanufacture the coarser goods, such as linens, dril- undertakes to interfere with the Protective Tariff, does
lings and duck, in which the quality consists largely in the so ut the risk of its life. The manufacturers
strength and durability of the goods; but the moment will receive such bonefits from the operation of
we leave these linos, and- undertake the manufacture of the policy that they will form one solid mass
printed goode, in *hich the value consists largely in the opposed to any reduction to the burdens of the people, and
btyle and*fnish, we cannot manufacture such goods of that wielding an irresistible infiuence over the Government.
lassas will meet the demand. There is no one ciream- Talk about the North-West as the wet-nurse of this portion

stance that will so convince the people ofthe couhtry of the of the Dominion, I tell you that the farmers of this country
fallacy ofthe National Policy as having placed on a counter are the wet-nurses of the National Policy and the manu-
betbre them the miserable artiélç, the more excuse for facturers, and the day wilI come when the people will find
printed geods, that will be·placed before them as the produc- out the great mistake they have made in plcijýg in Qßice
tion of thia country. Even te United States, although the present Government. The iarmers are not fairly dealt
they have been printing goods for thirty years, cannot hope with under this policy, which promised that thoir produce
to compote in the same article with England. Aithough we would increase in value throug its operation, and I defy
are so close to the United States, what percentage of this any of the hon. gentlemen to prove tat it has caused
class of goods sold over the counter is imported from the any single article of produce to raise in price. The
United States? Not 5 per cent.. Ail the printed goods in this farmers have to pay additional prices for everything they
country are irmperted from Great Britain. The United purchase over the counter. I would like to have an oppor-
States mapgfieturers haye pever been able to reach the style tunity of asking seme of those hon. geùtlemnen who- ai e so
and finish attained by English manufacturera, and it will positive in their regard for the National Polioy, how it is
nothe in thgdifetime ;of the youngest member of this House that the price of salt bas largely increased ? Two years
that the printed goods manufactured in Canada will be of' ago we could buy salt at from 75 ets. to 90 ets. a barrol, and
that qiuaty to meet the eye of the purchaser. I say the im- now we have to pay $1.50. The reason of this increase is
p*sition of a proteetive duty on this article is a mistake, and very simple. The Government, in order to meet the wishes

ill be oaad to be a great burden on the poorer classes of of the salt manutjicturers, logislated in their behalf, and the
the people. I was rather amused, too, with the remarks farmer has to pay the difference. That is a fact which no
made with regard to the desire that was supposed to exist one will dare to deny.
among bon. members on this aide of the louse for bard Mr. FARROW. I deny it.times. We have no desire whatever to sec hard times. M
hope end trust that the predictions made by the hon. Fin- Mr. MoMÛLLEN. You cannot dcny it, if you do the
anee Minister, of seven years of prosperity, will be realized farmers wili say that you are stating what is not true. I was
by every man in this country. I hope that, like Pharoah rather amused witth the remai ks that dropped fron the hon.
of old, ho has been dreaming a dream, and that in the inter- gentleman who addressed the liouse from the seat of the hon.
pretation of his dream ihe is correct; but I hope we shall Minister of Railways, and was not certain but that possibly
cat have seven years of bad times after his seven yeas of his remarks were in the direction of a warning that the
good times. If so, I hope ho will lay up the corn. le is Government intended that ho should occupy the position of
bound to put op taxes, but, although ho had $6,000,000 of the hon. Minister of Railways. I understandi the hon.
a surplus last year and has $8,000,000 this year, he has gentleman comes from the gaime Province, and I have heard
not reduced the taxation, except on such articles as saw- little whispers that ho will probably replace the hon.
dust; but on the principal staple articles that enter Minister.
into the consumption of the poorer classes, the Mr.. FARROW. I will only occupy the attention of
taxes remain. Perhaps the hon. gentleman intends the louse with a few remarks in answer to the speech we
to lay up corn; I hope ho does, and I hope have just heard. I do not know that I would bave troubled
bis prediction will be realized. We do not want hard times, myself with noticing the hon. gentleman's remarm if he had
but good times. Hon. gentlemen opposite always point to not spoken of the seit question. That L an article in which
us as free-traders. It is impossible for us to have Free i have a great interest, and which is manulactured in my
Trsde in this country, where We bave a large debt, which is county and the a4joining county. The hon. gentlesan
swelling every year; but the true basis of ail assessment is made this plain stgtemet-I took it down-that the
the necessities of the country, andthe moment you leave that farmer does not get a single cent.more under the NatisPal
bais and adopt a poliey of Protection, that moment you Policy for anything he has to sel than ho did before. Is
drift upon a s'meof difficulties, and the hon. Finance Minister that crrectly ta çen ?
is begÈining to fnd this out. Day after day ho is visited by
deputations. He amounces in his Budget Speech that ho Mr. ROSS. No.
is going to make changes in the Tariff, and immedi- Mr. FARROW. I am glad to be able to state that there
ately we read in the papers of meetings in Toronto is an industr just adjoining the hon. gentleman's riding,
înd in Montreal, ard deputations come here situated in the town of Listowel, which is a farniture manu-
to expostulate with him upon his proposed changes. factory and gives in a nutshell an answer to the objectios
H ow tbMurd tosay thatthat policy wo d be pe tual, fbr made against the National Policy. What is true in this

he hou.ister h'asnnounced tous at he is iushi Amntis truq with the others throiigqbout the 4e.
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vince, and I will just read statistics connected with this
manufactory to show the good work it is doing, In 1878
the manufacturer could only give employment to 53 men in
his establishment. LIn 1882 he employed 131 men. And
further, while the wages paid in 1878 were SI per day, in
1882 they were $1.80 a day. The manufacturer said some-
thing further: that in 1878 he could find no sale for his goods,
but had to store them away, and to hire buildings, barns,
and outhouses in order to do so. Since the National Poli cy
wasadopted ho could not keep pace with the orders, and easily
got rid of the accumulations from former years. And these
men were working overtime, 14 or 1 hours a day, and still
could not keep up. Now, I come to the point. The hon.
gentleman said the farmer was not gotting a single cent
more for anything. What does Mr. iHesson say :

" Farmers that were selling thin elm loge for 60 conta a standard in
1878, in 1882 were getting $1.25 for them."
Now will that bon. gentleman rise in his seat and say that
is not the truth ? And how can these men get up and state,
as they do state, that the farmer is not getting a cent more
for any article he has to sell now than ho did before ? What
confidence can we place in such statements. Now about
sait. I acknowledge that sait is dearer to-day than it was
a year ago. Salt was sold at a ridiculously low figure
eighteen months ago, but the rise is not owing to any duty
that has been placed on it. The rise in sait has been about
one-fifth greater than it was a year ago. What is the reason
of that ? It is not because that he listened to me when 1
tried to coax im to put a duty on the salt coming from
Great Britain. We wanted him to do that, but ho refused.
Salt has risen because fuel bas risen and labor has risen
In my own village the pice hais riseu 75 per ceut. and
labor has risen from 50 to 75 per cent., and the men who
were condueting these sait works, finding that they have to
pay extra for fuel and for labor, have come to the conclu.
sion that they could not soli sait at the old figures, and
hence the rise. But the hon. gentleman takes the farmer
under his protection. Now, I am a farmer; he is not a
farmer.

An hon. MEMBER. A money-shaver.
Mr. FARROW. I do not know whether he is a money-

shaver or a s'orc-keeper. I understand lie i- a merchant.
How is the fat-mer to-day compared with hisposition when the
hon. gentlemen opposite were in power? First, our tea and
coffee were taxed, now they are free. Another commodity
used in every farm bouse, rice, is made cheaper. We find
that molasses and syrups are choaper by about 10 per cent.
I have canvassed the neighborhood in which I live, and
every lady- who manages a housebold ant goes to the store
from week to wieek to bny her groceries, declares that in
ail heir experience in Canada she never knew groceries,
cottons, woollens, and everything else the family requires,
as cheap ma they have been du-rng the regime of my hon.
friend the Finance Minister. Now, that is tbe testimony
of the ladies of the country, and notling could be more
decisive in favor of the National Policy. Bat that is
not ail; the farmer is getting more for his stuff now.
Here is a little Blue-book that cost this country a good
deal of money; it was compiled last Session. There were
nearly three lhundred questions submitted to the Reeves
of Ontario. Now, the Reeves of Ontario are not all
Grits, nor ail Tories ; they are a mixture of both. They
were asked-to give their opinion about the rise and fal 1of
the prices of the diffoErent articles. This question: lias the
price of oats inereased ? was sent to 228 Reeves, and what
do you think they said ? 104 said yes, and only 43 said no.

Mr. ROSS (West Middkoex). How many said it was
owlng to the Naitional Polioy ?

Mr. FARBOW. Ninety-six said c'rn had increased, and
thirteen said it ha& not. About rye, fortyseven said it had
inck-haaëd"n prie, and't'welve answered "'no. Wheat, and'

flour from wbeat, ninety-nine said it had increlasd in priie;
against sixty-three that said " no." And so I might go on
through the whole liet. The testimony from firet toe ast is
that the farmer had been benefited by the National àedioy.
I notice that the hon. gentlemen opposite like to take the
farmer under their wing, but I guess when they get him
into their law offices they squeeze him pretty well, and ho
knows it, too. This debate has been noticeable to me inone
particular. They have been talking about the low priee of
grain this season. It has been finctuating up and down,
they said. They spoke of wheat, barley, and other grains.
Take pease. i raised a great many hundred bushela of
pease last year. I took them tomarket and got a firet-clasa
price for them. Oats brought a good price. Take clover
seed. Last year it was $4.25 a bhel,to-day il is $10.
iPork and dressed lhogs are enormously high. What
about eggs ?-and, as a practical farmer, I want just
to tell the facts about eggs. It bas been contended
that the bon. Finance Minister did not make the
bons lay more eggs. I contend that he did, and I
will prove it. During the time hon. gentlemen opposite
were in office farmers kept a few of the common breed of
hens; they took no care of them, because the eggs wore
worth practically nothing. So soon as the present;
Pinance Minister took office eggs attained a good price, and
farmers began to see that they muet obtain botter breeds
that would lay more eggs. Such were obtained, and the hins
were botter fed, so that they laid right through winter, and
when spring came there was the multiplication of eggs.
Ttis is no small matter when it is remembered that eggs in
Ottawa to-day are worth 25 cts. a dozen. Then with
rega-d to the fattening of pigs. When the hon, gentlemen
opposite wre inr power pork wa so low in price that it was
not worth while or a farmer to proporly feed bis hogs, and
ho felt that every bushel of peas ho fed was equal to giving
them away. Now, the farmers feod them three times a day,
and hogs may be seen on the Ottawa market 800 lbs. in
weight. Thereire, are not only the hoens laying botter
bût the hogs are fattening botter. Cows also give more
inilk. If you starve a cow through winter, yon need not
expect much milk or butter. It was not worth
while under the old GoverinmenL to feed a cow
weil. Whcn the pi-osent Govorumont camne iinto 1oe
farmere wives soon found that the cows mut fedbter
and that they could bu made profitable with brtter at 25
ets. a pound and milk at 10 et. a quart. Thanks should
be given to the Finance Minister, bocause ho had actually
made the bons lay more ggs, the pigs to fatten botter and
the cows to give more mil k and butter. I was astonished
to hear the hon. member for South Huron (Mr. McMillan)
declare that under the Mackenzie Administration farm im-
plements came in free. Every member of this oieuse who
makes any pretence to be a legislator shO'uld k6ow that
they paid a duty of 17J per cent. ; yet the House bas beer
compelled to listen to such trash day after day, and week
after week. lion. gentlemen are standing in their own
light, and if they expect ever to come into power they nmts
adopt this very policy, and if they had succeeded at
the last Election very little change would have been-
made in the Tariff. The hon. leader of the Opposition
made a statement to that effect before the Electibns.
They have just said : Oh, we will get into pôwer, and fifid
this order of thinge established; the peoie seem to be
pretty well satisfied with it, and we will keep right on thie
track ; and that would have been the last of it. We ought
not to find fault with those hon. gentlemen for talking by
the hour, as they are doing, as it is helping us every time
and every day; and I am sure, that if they cannot see this
they canuot see very far ahead of them. They cannot fore-
cast things much.

Mr. WATSON. I rise to make a few statements in the
hearing of the hon. Finance Minister with regsd to the
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duty on agricultural implements, which greatly interests
Manitoba. I do not think I will take up any time in reply-
ing to the hon. gentleman from North Huron as to when
hens lay best, or as to wbether the cows give more milk
now than before the National Policy was established; but
I will confine myself to agricultural implements. This
question has been argued, and strongly, bere by hon.
gentlemen on both sides of the House, both for and against,
and it appears to be necessary for a mem ber to leave home
in order to learn what are the interests of his con- tituents.
We find hon. gentlemen stating here that it is right to
increase this duty, while the members of the Opposition
claim the contrary; and several statements have been
made by the bon. Finance Minister to the effect that
our country is made a slaughter market by the Americans,
for these implements; but this statement is not correct.
The American machine2 are sold in Manitoba in all cases at
bigher figures than are Canadian machines; and conse-
quently there is no slaughter wrarket. I have a list of the
prices in Minnesota and Manitoba, and I find that a self-
binder costs $85 more in Manitoba than in Minnesota; a
reaper, $35 more; a sulky plough, $23.50 more; a Walker
plough, $5.30 more; and seeders, $13.60 more. An hon.
gentleman bas stated, that in the future the North-West
will pay off the whole debt of the Dominion. I think that
the Government should then do all in their power to en-
courage its settlement, as that cannot be done until it is
settled and the country is cultivated. I am not here to
state that we have not as good natural inducements to
offer immigrants, as they have in Minnesota or Dakota. I
believe that we bave greater natural inducements than
those regions possess; and if we bave any fair chance of
supplying immigrants and settlers with the necessaries of
life, and the implements to cultivate the land, we cortainly
ought to settie up the North-West a great deal quicker than
our neighbors to the south of us can settle their vacant
lands; but I regret to say, we are in such a position, that
we find we have very strong competitors in our neighbors
to the south, even supposing that we have more natural
advantages. They have inducements to offer which we lack;
for instance, the price of lumber and agricultural imple-
ments are higher with us, while better prices are paid for
grain in the States. The Winnipeg Times gives the following
quotations on the 4th inst.:-

Winnipeg.

Wheat ......... ...... $0 75 to $0 78
Oats. .................. 0 38 to 0 40
Barley................ 0 45 to 0 48

Oommon boards...... .....
Sbeeting ............
Timber, joists&dinmensions
Shingles............
Laths ............. ........ .....

Hard coai..........-- $15 00
Soft ceal1........................ 12 00

Minneapolis.
OÂII.

Wheat ...... ......... $1 i to $0 00
Oats .... ........... 0 40 to 0 42
Barley ............... 0 66 to 0 00

LUMBEE.

$30 00 Common boards....... .....
30 00 Sheeting........................
30 00 Timberjoists&dimensions
5 00 Shingles ..... ..............
5 00 Lathe ............ ...............

coaL.

$15 50
13 60
18 50
3 25
3 00

Bard coal.................... $10 00
Soft coal...................... 9 00

This paper, which is the organ of the Government in,
Winnipeg, aliso goes on to say:

4 The relative prices of these commodities tell stili more heavily
a eust the North-West in the districts remote from railroad communica-
tio. Minnesota and Dakota being older and more populous regions than
this have more railroade, and therefore better rural markets. Before
long, of course, we shall be as well off as they in all these important
respects meanwhile is it wise for the Goverument, by increasing the
duty on agricultural implements, to increase the temporary disadvan-
tages under which the North-West labors 7 This is not a political
question; it is a case of life or death with this region."

This evidently is not published in a partisan sense, and is
worthy of consideration. The hon. Finance Minister might
wellbe enlightened with regard to the quality of agricul-

lr. WATBON.

tural implements. The Americans have had certainly a
longer time, and a greater experience in the manufacture
of agricultural implements for a prairie country, and it
would be naturally supposed that they, eau make botter
implements than the Canadians can. I am not here to state
that the Canadian manufacturers are not capable of manu-
facturing, or have not enough ingenuity to manufacture
machinery I think they have, but at the same time the
first lot of these implements which was sent up from On-
tario to us, after the Tariff was increased in 1878, did a
great deal of harm to the Ontario manufacturers. The
work was slighted, waggons were made out of green lum-
ber, and this was also the case with agricultural implements.
Since that time it bas been bard to place Canadian imple-
monts in the market in competition with American imple-
ments. There is one article in particular as to whieh I
know the Canadian manufacturers cannot at all compote
with the Americans, and that is ploughs. I know there are
hundreds of ploughs made by Canadian manufacturers
which are stacked up in different parts of Manitoba, which
can be bought at 25 ets. on the dollar of their cost, and it is
only the most inexperienced settlers that purchase ploughs
of this kind. With regard to the deputation from Winni-
peg and from the agricultural implement manufacturers of
Ontario who waited on the bon. Finance Minister, I am in
a position to state that, with perhaps one or two excep-
tions, every Canadian manufacturer who sells goods
in Manitoba, harndles some class of American goods,
along with the Canadian goods which he sells. One firm
last year brought in 144 self binding reapers. These will
not be found in the Trade and Navigation Returns, because
they were shipped after the 30th June; and when these
returns are made it will be seen that the inportaLion into
that country are much greater than is generally supposed.
Another fact which I would like to mention is this: that I
do not believe that the manufacturers of Ontario can supply
the North-West, and that is one of tho reasons why I think
the hon. Finance Minister should not increase the duties on
agricultural implements going into that country. I know that
250 self-binders were imported last year, but still the demand
was greater than the supply, and all those machines were
in use in taking off the crop. What would have been the
case if the duty had been increased 10 or 15 per cent. last
year ? The result would have been either that they would
have pad ro much more for machines, or their crops would
have rotted in the fields. I hope and trust that the hon.Fi-
nance Minister will do a favor to the settlers of that country
and not impose this additional 10 per cent. duty on agricul-
tural implements, especially as so far the North- West has not
been made a slaughter market for these goods. Asremarks
which are made on this side of the House are taken to be of
a partisan character, I will read an extract from the Winni-
eg Times, of the 9th of April, on the subject of this duty.

It bas been stated that the hon, gentleman believes i the
greatest good to the greatest number, and that is the prin-
ciple in which I believe, and which I am advocating now.
I am advocating the interests of the great number of
farmers who will settle in the North-West this year against
the interests of a few Ontario manufacturers. The Times
said:

" It is telegraphed that when a protest was entered in the House et
Commons by a Kanitoba member against the proposed increase of duty
on agricultural implements, the Finance Minister 'laughed sarcastically.

1 Sir Leonard's laugla was ill-timed. This is probably a more
serious business than he imagines. Nature, a more potent ruler than a
New Brunswick statesman, bas placed nearly a thousand miles of roc
between us and Ontario. She as decreed, too, that our most con-
venient markets are St Paul and Chicago. The Eastern Provinces
ought to treat this region not as satrapy to be over-run by their carpet-
baggers' but rather as a distant sister in the Confederation entitled, if
not to special consideration, at least to decent treatment. The North-
West taxpayers owe nothing to the taxpayers in the East. Old Canada
paid $1,500,000 for the extinguishment of the Hudson's Bay titie here,
but she borrowed the money; and we are paying our share of the
iaterest on it i4 the proportion of $16 to the $5 paid i Oustome daties
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by our friends below. The Dominion is building the Canadian Pacifie,
but, according to the same Customu returns, we are paying more than
thrice an equal division of the cash subsidy. True, it isa national work
which benefits us more than the Eastern people ; but, thon, we are pay-
ing more than our fair proportion of the interest on the vast debts
contracted for the construction of public works in the East, which do
not and never will enrich us to the value of one cent. We owe the East
nothing,and why we should be taxed to enrich the East is a niestion Sir
Leonard cannot down by any amount of ' sarcastic laughter.

"The fact that the Finance Minister was cajoled into suggesting an
increase in the duties by the Ontario implement makers, and that he did
not think it worth while to ask the Manitoba members how it would
suit their people, is not highly creditable to him. His first and highest
corsideration ought to have been for the settler. The settler is a much
more nbmerous person than the Ontario manufacturer, and, what is
more, on him, not on the Ontario manufacturer, turns the destiny of the
North-West. Our settlers, under the most favorable circumstances, have
a bard life of it; and that ISir Leonard should deliberately increase the
taxes on the necessaries of farm life is not evidence of superior state-
manship. It may suit the Ontario manufacturer, but he is not uur king,
and we ow3 him no tribute. The increase of this duty would kindle a
feeling of hostility to Eastern Canada which Sir Lenardwould not be
able to amother by any concessions the troublous future might wring
from him. It appears, however from our Ottawa despatches to-day,
that the Finance Minister la careully reconsidering the proposal."

I am sorry to leain, from what I have heard hore to-night,
that the hon. Finance Minister is not likely to reconsider
this matter, for he put it pretty strongly in bis speech, and
he accused the implement dealers who handled these Amer-
ican implements of receiving a consideration for to doing.

Mr. BOWELL. Did these agents act for these Ainerican
manufacturers for nothing ?

Mr. WATSON. I do not think so, but that is not what
the hon. Finance Minister meant. The inference I drew
from his remarks was that they were paid more for band.
ling thee machines in Canada, so as to make it a slaughter
market, than they could get from the Canadian manufac-
turer for handling bis machines. The firm most interested
in those machines is one which has purchased $370,000
worth of American machines for the coming season. The firm
which purchased those machines, which he bas referred to as
probably receiving a consideration, do not sell on commis-
sion ; they buy them and sell them ont on their
own responsibility. That firm is one of the most respect.
able and responsible firms in the North-West, and the
men who compose it give their customers good satis-
faction. I believe their business is one of the
largest in the North-West. I hope the Finanne Minister
will consider whelher he should not encourage the immi.
grants who go into the North-West by giving tbem all the
facilities in bis power, sucb as giving them their agricul-
tural implements at the lowest possible rate and giving
them also, as I think he should, a reduction of the duty on
lumber. I do not think it is a good policy for a Govern.1
ment, after spending money in taking immigrants into a
country, to put obstacles in the way which will counteract
every encouragement extended to them.

Mr. BOWELL. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman
if responsible parties in Winnipeg were not offering to
furnish the council of that city witb any quantity of
lumber they required at $24.95 per thousand, or, without
certain handling, at $23.95.

Mr. WATSON. I suppose a dealer in lumber cari get
lum ber for $24, and he would be quite willing to sell a large
quantity, perhaps 1,000,000 feet, to the city of Winnipeg at
a slight advance. But I am talking in the interest of the
settler and not that of the large dealer.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the House do now
resolve itself into Committee on the following resolution :-

1. Resolved,-That it is expedient to amend Schedule B of the said
Acta by the following alterations therein and additions thereto :

After the word IlAgates' strike out the word "nmanufactured,"
and insert the words "rubies, pearls, sapphires, emeralds,
garnets and opals, net polished norotherwise manufactured."

After the words "Aniline dyes" add the words "in bulk or
packageu of not lss than one pound weight."

Mineral Waters, natural-" tTnder regulations to be made by the
Minister of Customs."

After the words "Celluloid or Xyolite in sheets" add the wordu
"lumpe or blocks."

Under the heading "Colors, dry" strike out the words "blane
*e" and"I Mayacca" and add the words "<Motallie Colors,
viz : Cobalt, Zinc and Tin."

Diamond Drills, for prospecting for minerals.
Dye, jet black.
Kainite or Ge:man Potash Saltn for fertilizers.
Under the heading "Lumber and Timber," after the word "Ohest-

nut," and before the word "Mahogany," insert the word
"lGumwood," and after the clouing word "manufactured " add
the words, "and sawdust of the same, provided that Hickorylumber, sawn to shape for spokes of wheels, but not further
manufactured, shall be also free."

Under the heading "Settlers' Effects," affer the words "removal
to Canada," and before the words "not to include," insert the
words "Musieal instrumente, domestic sewing machines,
live stock, carte and other vehicles, and agricultural imple-
ments in use by the settler for at least one jear before his re-
moval to Canada, " and after the word "machinery " strike out
the worlI "or live stock," and after the words "entered as
bettlers' Effects." and before the words "shall not be sold,"
insert the words "cannot be so entered unless brought with
the Settler on bis first arrival, and"

So much of Schedule A as imposes any duty of Customs onthe fol-
lowing goods is hereby repealed, and the same are added to
Schedule B of Free Gouda, viz. : Asphaltum.

Books, bound, which shall have been printed more than seven years
at the date of importation except that foreign reprinta of Eng-
lish copyrighted books shall be subject to the Copyright duty.

Books printed by any Government, or by any Scientific Association,
or other Society now existing for the promotion of learning
and letters issued in the course of their proceedings and not for
the purpose of trade.

Chronometers and Compasses for ships.
Copper, iu shoota.
Haite®s' Pluhef.silk or cotton.
[ron and Steel, old and scrap.
Iron beams, sheets or plates and knees for iron or composite ships.
luJine, criýde.
Manuscnipts.
Marbs, in blocks from the quarry in the rough, or sawn on two

aides only, and nut specially shapen, containing fifteen oubic feet
or over.

Newspapens, afterathe word "Magazines," audbefore the word
Ilunbouud," add "suad weelcly litenany papenui."

Ottar of Roses.
Platinum Wire.
Seeds, Anise, Coriander, Cardimon, Fennel and Fenugruk.
Spurs and Stilts, used in the manufacture of earthenware.
Sausage Skins or Casings, nut cleaned.
Valerian Root.
Wire of brass or copper, round or fiat.
Wire ofiron or steel, galvanized or tinned, fifteen gauge or smaller.
Wire of spring steel, coppered, for the manufacture of mattrassea,

number nine gauge and smaller
Strike.out the item concernin. "Steel in ingots, bars, sheets and

coils, railway bars and fis -plates," and insert the following:-
Steel railway bars o- rails, and fish-plates, and in sheets for the

manufacture of saws.

Motion agreed to ; and the House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. I propose to make two or
three slight alterations. Aniline dyes in packages of 5 Ibo.
and upwards were to be free; but we find that a large por-
tion ofthe packages imported are 1 lb. packages, and these
we propese to admit free. I propose also to add to "wi-e of
spring steel, coppered, for the manufacture of inattrasses."
No 9 gauge and smaller, and to place weekly literary papers
on the Free List.

Mr. BLAKE. There are a number of these items on which
I do not wish to make any observations at all, but the item
of books and that of steel railway bars and railway fish-
plates, I wish to bave an opportunity of discussing. Per-
haps the hon. gentleman would pass those items that will
not involve discussion and allow these to stAnd.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). What will be the loss of re-
venue resultingfrom these changes.

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. About $75,000 or 880,000, as a
result of placing these articles on the Free Liat. These re-
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solutions cannot be separated, and I would suggest that
they be carried in Committe€ to-night, and that the discus
sion take place on concurrence.

Mr. BLAKE. If it is understood that the discussion will
be as free as in Committee.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes ; I eau promise that there
will be every opportunity afforded for discussion. There
are certain proprietary medicines which are now sent in in
bulk, and bottled at the price they cost, and the Department
cannot get at the value without having the projrietary
name attach'ed so as to ascertain the correct value.

Resolution agreed to, and ordered to ho reported.

Mr. BLAKE. Would the hon. gentleman state generally,
what changes he proposes to make in the other resolutions ?

Sir LEONARD TFLLEY. The chanues are, as I stated,
children's carriages, named as they are in the printed list,
to be 35 per cent. With reference to wool and muslins, it
is proposed to increase the weight of the goods from three
ounces to three ard a-half the line yard. Ail agricultural
impleinents that paid specific and ad valorem duty equiva
lent to :35 per cent. are changed. Gl.:-ves, leather, buck,
deer, elk and antelope is to be placed on the 10 per cent.
liEst, but sheep, kid and lamb are to ho striuck out. Files
are to be made 35 per cent. specific and ad valorem. Port-
able steam engines, 35 per cent. Jams are to pay 5 ets.
per lb.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY inoved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 1:40 o'clock a.m.) the House
adjoiurned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
MONDAY, 6th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

GRAND TRUNK AN D NORTH SHORE RAILWAYS
AMfALGAMATION BILL.

Mr. COLBY moved that the petition presented this day
from the Grand Trunk Railway Company, asking leave to
present a petition for a Private Bill, notwithstanding the
expiration of the time for the presentation of such petitions,
be now read and received, and referred to the Committee
on Standing Orders.

Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will explain.
Mr. COLBY. It appears, by the petition which I have

moved to be read, that the Grand Trunk Railway Company, on
10th March last, entered into a traffie arrangement with the
North Shore Railway Company for a period of twenty.one
years, the period limite& by the General Railway Act; but
there was a proviso in the arrangement that it sbould ho
extended fer a period of fifty years provided Parliament-
ary sanction could be obtained. That arrangement
was confirmed by the stockholders of the Grand Trunk
Railway in England on 29th March, and was only confirmed
by the sharebolders of the North Shore Railway Company
on Friday last This is, therefore, the first day on which
the petition could ho presented. It has been represented to
me that, in the public interests, as well as in the interests
of the companies, there should be a Piivate Bill introduced
to enable them to extend the period of the arrangement to
fifty years as arranged between the contracting parties.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no objection.
Meion agreed to ; and petitionread

ir LaouxD TILLim.

THE LIBRARY O? PA L AMA1T.
Mr. COLBY, in moving that the First Report of the Joint

Committee on the Library of Parliament be concurred in,
said : The report will ho found in Votes and Proceedings
(No. 38) of6ti April. The important features in the report
are the folle Ting: The Committee make a recommendation
in regard te the Library of the Supreme Court. By an

i arrangement entered inte last Session a considerable por-
tion of the Supreme Court Library has already been
removed from the Library of Parliament te the Library in
connection with the Supreme Court building. The Com-
mittee are of opinion that the two libraries should be kept
distinct, but that such law books, text books and such books
as are convenient for reference by members, dur-
ing the Session of Parliament, should be retained
in this Library; that a separation and discri-
mination should be exercised by which those books
which are peculiarly needed in connection with the
Supreme Court would be transferred te that building, but
those books which are convenient for reference by members
would be retained here. The Conmittee also call attention
te the faet that the Library gratit of former years is quite
insufficient. Since the establishment of the Supreme Court
a very laige portion of the annual appropriation has
been expended on the purchase of books which are
necessary for that court, se that of the whole appropriation-
I think for a period of five or six years-not more than
$2,500 have been available for general literature, the conse-
quence of which is that the Libraryis evidently retrograding,
and it is evident if the Library of Parliament is to he kept in
a respectable condition an increased appropriation must be
had. Tho Conmittee also call atteutioi to the faet that
there are certain books relating te North America which
are now in existence, but which are rapidly going out of
existence; and they deem it advisable that-an appropriation
for a limited period should be made for the purpose of
securing from time te time such books as would shortly go
out of print, and not be available on any terms, and with a
view te keeping them in the small roums, net teobe taken
out under any condition, but placed among our permanent
records for historicai purposes. The Committee also call
attention to the application of the Clerk of the liouse, MIr.
Bourinot, who has, during the last few years, been engaged
in the preparation of a very important book, a work that
will be very useful te Members of Parliamrent and others.
We have a very excelent book by Mr. Todd, on the Law of
Parliament, but none for convenient reference on the Pro-
cedure of Parliament. The Committee recommend that a
limited number of copies be purchased in order te enable
Mr. Bourinot te proceed with the publication of his
work. These are the salient features of the report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD I take a little blame te
myself for net baving been able to consider this report be-
fore. I had prornised my hon. friend who now moves con-
currence in the report that I would do se. My engage-
ments have been such that I have net been able to consider
it, nor yet the Government. Sote of the-rtcommendations
bring up the question which will have teo nbedertaken- and
considered at a very early day. Our Library is neither the
one thing nor the other just now. It is net a British Mu-
seum, or a Canadian Museum, or a National Library. It falla
as it were, between two stools. I may say the same thing,
however, with regard te the great Library at Washing-
ton. It is assumed from the number of the voluimes,
that it has the character of a National Library, and yet it
is commonly, and technically, merely a Parliamentary
Library. Now our selection of books is far too great teobe
considered a Parliamentary Library, which should be a
collection of works te assist Membe; of Parlimant te per-
form their duties intelligently-books of reference, books
containing all th& inemation neeeory Ibr legiaators ;
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that is the idea in England, where the Parliamentary
Library, which is used by the two Houses, the House of
Peers and the fouse of Commons, is one distinctly of re-
ference. A Member of Parliament wanting information on
any possible subject, to whic.h his attention may be called
as a legislator, will find it in the Parliamentary Library;
but the general collection of books, and the Library of the
nation, is the British Museum. We will have to face that
subject very soon. Our Library is a very good, a very re-
spectable Li brary, and considering the misfortunes we have
suffered, in having our Library twice destroyed in my re-
collection, twice burned, it is a very creditable collection of
books, and it is really worthy of the name of a Library.
I would ask my hon. triend to allow this matter to stand
over for a few days more. I think that wc ought now, hav-
ing to some extent curtailed the unauthorised expenditure
of the Library Committee, and having reduced the debt,
to be really in a position to add materially to the Library;
but still every addition we make of every volume in science,
literature, and art, &c., that does not belong to a Parlia-
mentary Library, but belongs to the national branch of the
question, and I think that this we will have to consider.
Perhaps the Library Committee will take up that question;
because we ought really to have-the Dominion of Canada
really ought to have-a National Library, containing every
book worthy of being kept on the shelves of a Library, but
we cannot be continually adding to these buildings, and to
Parlianentary Libraries. It ought to be qqite a separate
and distinct question, which should be taketi up ut an early
day. As this matter involves a not inuonsiderable vote
of money, I would ask my hon. friend to allow it to stand
over for a few days.

Mr.BLAKE. Of course, there is no objection to the
motion standing over; but the hon. gentleman appears to
be under some misapprehension as to the question, that this
involves an increased expenditure boyond the proposals of
the Govesnment contained in the Estimates before us. The
propositions are three-fold, and it is well that the House
should understand them: first, that the Law Library, strictly
so-called, beyond the books essential to the dischargo of our
Parliamentary duties, should be entirely now-- :s in ulk it
is-in charge ouf thO Supreme Cou;rt and of the Department
of Justice; that the hon. gentleman will agree is within
the theory of his remarks.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. It is not part of the Library of Parliament,

and belongs to something else. It was the Supreme Court
which gave birth to the great additions made to it. The
Government have gone a long way in this direction, because
they have put a vote in the Estimates for an addition to
that Library separately. I observe also that they have put
another vote in the Estimates for an addition to the De.
partmental Library of the Department of Justice; and I may
venture to suggest now-and it will b better at this time,
if our plan and the plan of the Library Committee is adopted
-that the Department of Justice ought not to attempt to
obtain a separate library for its purposes. I quite agree
it is fit, for the Department of Justice, that there should be
in it those few volumes which are constantly required in it
-ready reference books.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. For every day use; but a Law Library is

of no use for enquiry unless it is a complete library.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.
Mr. BLAKE. It is just the book which is tissing that

you want; and if anything wants to be looked into, the
officers of the Department have to go down to the big Law
Library and dolve into that; so I do not, myseif, see any
paesent objection to what I know of it. The Department of
Justice vises the expenditure of $1,000 a year for bookâ

for its library, which will have to be duplicated below-so
much for law ; then the Government proposes $810,000 as
a grant. Now, all we propose is that there should be
$10,000 as a general grant, and $2,000 a year for five years,
to be voted especially to those books on North America
which are badly wanted, but are not current volumes, not
coming out every year. Owing to the losses and misfortunes
to which the hon. gentleman bas referred, partly owing to
the very great shrinkage which has taken place in the
Library votes of late years, we are as aLibrary, as many of
us know, shamefully defective in books of interest coneorn-
ing the history of the North American Continent, and I
think that those books, in view of our duties as Members of
Parlianent, ought to be supplied. It turns out, from the
information we have been able to get, that these books can
be obtained now only occasionally at sales, and through
casual circumstances, and we propose that this particular
vote shall be available for that ; and above al], to that par-
ticular purpose, as occasion arises, to complete the North
American department of the Library. For the rest of the
$10,000, which is the vote that the Governmrent propose in
the Estimates, the Library Committee propose $10,000 a
year ; and so the whole of our proposals may be said to go
beyond the proposals of the Government only to the extent
of the North American vote, 82,000 a year.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). Do I understand it is sug-
gested that the Law Library is to be removed to the
Suipreme Court?

Mir. BLAKE. Yes.
Mr. CA MERON. I think it would be extremely incon

veinent if all the law books are to be taken away from hero
and to be sent down there.

Mr. BLAKE. All the law books are not to be removed.
I am sorry that my hon. friend bas not read the report. I
may say to Members of Parliament, who, as members of the
legal profession, require more particular reference to these
works, it is proposed that the books wanted in a Constitu-
tional Library and a Library of Parliament shall be retained
here, and that such further books that are occasionally
winted by Members of Parliaiment shall be removed to the
Supreme Court, as aiso the bouks that are wanted by Mem.
bers of Parliament who may want them here to carry on
their legal business, here. Al the books ordinarily re-
quired for the use of hon. members for the business ofIParlia-
ment will be kept in the Library of Parliament, but for the
rest hon. members will have a preferential right of access to
the Library of the Supreme Court.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman whether the Committee have really con-
sidered the question of having a National Library as one dis-
tinct rom the Library connected with the Buildings.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not the spokesman of the Committee.
My hon. friend from Stanstead acts as its spokesman ; but
I may say that the Library Committee did not think it was
within its province to propose the creation of a National
Library.

FIRST REATING.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 103)
respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan
Companies, Building Societies and Trading Corporations.-
(From the Senate.)

Bill read the first time.

TIIRD READING.

The following Bill was considered in Committee, reported,
and read the third time and passed :-

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Davis and Lawrence
Manufacturing Compaiiy.- (1fr. Ourran.)
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LOYAL ORANGE ASSOCIATION OF BRITISH

AMERICA.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings), in moving thesecond roading of
Bill (No. 87) to incorporate the Loyal Orange Association
of British America, said: In moving the second reading
of this Bill, I wish to say a few words by way of explana-
tion. When I first introduced the Bill to the louse, 1, per-
haps, spoke a little hastily in my remarks in reply to the
kmotion made by the hon. member for East Montreal (Mr.
Coursol). He left the impression on my mind that ho was
going to move the six monaths' hoist of the BiIl. I may be
wrong, I may have misunderstood him, and if I have I
regret that I said that the motion was cowardly. I do not
wish to make a remark on this question that will offend or
injure the feelings of any hon. member of this House. I
might say further, that this Bill is not in my hande to be
moved in this honorable louse by my wish, for when I was
asked to take charge of the Bill I advised the promoters to
put it into the hands of a member botter qualified than my-
self to bringit before this honorable H1ouse. I advised them to
put it in the hands of the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. Mc
Carthy) orthehon. mom ber forNorthVictoria(Mr.Cameron),
or the hon. memberfor Lincoln (Mr. Rykert). I believe that
either of these hon. gentlemen could have brought this matter
before Parliament a great deal botter than I can do. 1 be-
lieve that their force of charactor, thoir industry, and their
moderation were such as would enable them to promote the
Bill much botter than I possibly can do. 1 had no other
objeoct in view, whon I advised that the Bill should be
handed to them, than its promotion and advancement;
and that it sh>uld ho placed on the Statute-book of the
country. We had a Bill placd before the Local Parlia-
ment of the Province of Ontaii.o. That Bill passed through
the different stages necessary for it to become law, but ac-
cording to the Rules and the usages it was necessary to have
the Governor assent to the Bill, and that assent was re-
served. A similar Bill was moved and became law in the
Province of New Brunswick; one was passed and is law in
the Province of Nova Scotia; one as passed, but ha- not
become law, in the Province of Prince Edward Island, the
Lieut.-Governor reserving his righit to put his signa-
ture to the Bill. I may also say that during the past year
a Bill somewhat similar to the prosent Bill passed the Logis-
latureof Manitoba. When that Bill was brought before that
honorable House, the Catholic mombers there asked the
advice of those who held prominent positions in their church,
who advised then not to oppose the Bill-and I must say
that that was a kind and sympathetic aet on the part of Arch-
bishop Taché. Although that great and wise man advised
the passage of the Bill, the Lieut.-Governor, it is said, by
the advice ofthe present hon. First Mi nister of that Province,
declined to put his signature to the Bill, so thut it has not
become law in that Province. Some years ago a Bill simi-
lar to this present Bill came betore the old Parliament of
Upper and Lower Canada, and in the list of those who
voted for that Bill, I find the names of Sir George E.
Cartier, Sir John A. Macdonald, the bon. Mr. Brown, and
others. With regard to the hon. Mr. Brown, we all regret
that he was carried hence by the assasin's bullet, and that
he is not to-day living to assist, by his pen and his eloquent
tongue, in carrying on the affairs of this ·country, and to
warn the Government of the day to discharge its
duties in the interest of this vast country. He
was certainly a man who knew what was neces-
sary for the interests of all parties, and he wished the
country governed wisely and well. Let me aIso say of tho
hon, leader of the present Government that a great deal of
his auccess in life bas been due to the fact that he has
always been anxious to do justice to all parties in
order that this country might be prosperous, happy and
contented. We must not forget that the late Sir George
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Cartier, not only voted for the introduction of the Bill, but
that he voted for it twice on the same day; and I have yet
to learn that Sir George Cartier was not in reality a true-
hearted Frenchman, ansious to promote the best interests
of the church of his choice; that he was not anxious to pro-
moto the interests of the people who spoke the same lan-
guage as himself; that he was not capable at all times to
discharge his duties in the best interests of the Province
of Quebec. But, Mr. Speaker, I regret to learn that very
few from that Province to-day, speaking the same language,
having faith in the same church, are going to support the
second reaiing of the Bill now before this honorable House.
Be that as it may with these hon. members, I am not going to
have any difference, they have a right to do as they think
best ; but the same privilege should be accorded to us.
Many hon. gentlemen think that I hold an office for
the society for which I am speaking. That is not
correct. I am one of the humblest members of it; I do not
hold any office in connection with it, nor have I held any
for the last five years, and I am confident that it will
be a long time before I shall do so. Not that I
would shrink from the responsibility, but I have not
the time to attend to the duties of the institution. But what
do we ask this honorable louse ? What do we ask the
representatives of the people of the country. We ask the
right, as I said when I last addressed this House, to buy
a piece of land ; the right to buy lumber or other material, to
erect a building in which to hold our meetings ; we ask that
whon we get through with that building, we may, by the vote
of a majority of the members, sell it, or employ it in what-
ever way we think best-and I am confident that the pro-
ceeds from the sale of any building would be placed in a
fund for the support of the orphans and widows of members
of the society. Mr. Speaker, why should we be refused this ?
I ask any hon. gentleman-I care not what Province he
cornes from, or what political party he belongs to, or what
chureh he worships in -I ask him why, in the narne of com-
mon sense, should any party of men, sworn to be loyal to
the Queen and to be true to the Constitution, who pay taxes,
who support the Government of the country, and who are
ready at ail times to go forth to defend the homes and fire-
,ides of the people of the country-why should they be
deprived of the right to hold a piece of property for their
own use, when they are ready to pay for it, and to pay the
taxes upon it? If this measure is refused, there must be some
secret roason for the refusal. Many hon. gentlemen have
said to me that I must speak very cautiously on
this matter-that I must use language that will
not offend. One of the principles of our institution
is to be slow to take offence, and to give none.
I trust not to use a word in this discussion
that will offend anyone; but let me make this remark, that
we wish to know who is for us and who is against us. Mr.
Speaker, we have a right to come to the Pariament of
Canada, and to ask the flouse to give us this right. If it is
refutsed, we want to know who refuses it, and why it is re-
fused. I trust that this honorable House, or a majority of it,
will grant what is asked for by the society of which I am a
momber; and I[trust that it will do it in a manner that will
leave us to feel that the Parliament of Canada is an inde-
pendent Parliament, composed of true, honest and free mon,
prepared to do justice to ail parties alike. I will now just
move, seconded by Mr. O'Brien, that the Bill to incorporate
the Loyal Orange Association of British America be read
the second time.

Mr. CU RRAN.- I feel, Sir, very fully indeed, the respon-
sibility that weighs upon me, not only as a represeutative of
the people, occupying a seat in this Parliament, but as a
citizen of the Dominion, in rising to oppose the second
reading of this Bill, which has been proposed by the hon.
gentleman who has just resumed his seat. Those who
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have witnessed what has taken place, not only here but
elsewhere-those who have heard the conversations that
have been going on, and have followed the tone of the press
since this matter was first mooted, must be, and are, aware
that a very deep feelipg exists in the minds of a large:sec-
tion of our people with reference to this Bill. Previous to
opening our proceedings to-day, we called down upon our
deliberations the blessings of Heaven. We asked for light,
we asked for purity of heart, and patriotie aspirations; and
I, for one, trust that, in the few observations I will have to
make during the course of this debate, my mind may be
inspired with, and my heart moved by, patriotic aspiratons,
and that no word may issue from my lips to which
the most fastidiou, or those most inclined to take
offence, may take exception. I look upon this question
as one of the most momentous that bas yet appeared on the
tapis of Canadian politics, because if this motion should be
passed, if this Bill should become law, if this House is going
to sanction the incorporation of the Orange Association,
with its history from 1795 down to the present day, not
only in Ireland but in this country and all over the world,
wherever it bas existed, if we are going to plant the Orange
flag upon the tower of this Dominion, what will be the
result upon the immigration to this cotry ? We have
three millions four hundred thousand miles of territory but
sparsely populated, and if you put this weapon into the hards
of the American immigration agents, what Catholic will
come to reside in this country where these old quarrels are to
be revived; what Protestant, who is looking foral uture home,
will come to thiscountry whîen the old battles, quarrels, and
bitterness of 200 years past are to be planted and nurtured7 I
trust, having said this much in the interest of our country
generally-and this is the strongest expression I am going
to use in the whole course of my remarks- I may be per-
mitted to say one word with regard to what is usually
urged with reference to this organization: that it is a Protes-
tant institution. I have the advantage of having been born
and brought up in the great metropolitan city of Montreal.
There Protestants and Catholies live side by side. There we
have Protestant charity and Catholie charity; Protestant
benevolence and Catholie benovolence working side by side.
There we see the Protestant Orphan Asylum and the
Cathdlic Orphan Asylum, the Protestant House of Industry,
and the Catholic flouse of Industry; the noble institutions
of each rivalling the other in all goôd works for the
relief of suffering humanity, for the relief of those who
have been deprived by Divine Providence of any of their
faculties. We see there the name of a distinguihed Protes-
tant connected with the foundation of the Deaf and Dumb
Asylum, to which he donated a large portion of his fortune;
then, too, on the other band, we see a similar institution for
the care of those of our creed who are similarly afflicted.
This is what I call Prote-tant and Catholic benevolence
working side by side in praiseworthy rivalry; but I have
never yet seen there the party asylum for the care of
the widow or the orphan left destitute through mischievous
party processions and partyorganizations. Lord John Russell,
as you will see in the Mirror of Parliament, said during that
great debate which occupied the attention of the House of
Commons, and with which every hon. member of this louse
is cognizant, that:

"He would not enter into that enquiry in the spirit of an impesion
that Orangeism and Protestantism are synonymous terms, he sonld be
sorry to pass so sweeping a'condemnation on the Protestants of Ireland."
fere I draw the line ofdemarcation. There is no Protestant
institution in this country for charitable or philanthropic pur
poses that would not receive my vote and concurrence as
heartily as any Catholic institution of a similar kind; but I
oppose this Bill on the ground of history, because we have
no right in this Parliament to pass such a law, because it i8
contrary to the Treaty of Paris and the laws of Lower
Canada, becanse it is an infringement on the rights of the

other Provinces, and a violation of the British North
America Act. These propositions I think I can prove
without the slightest difficulty. ;y propositiun is that
the Parliament of, Great Britain-were we stili .govern-
ed by that body-could not pass this Act of inorporition,
because in so doing they would violate the Treaty of
Paris; and this Parliament, therefore, with its delegated
authority, cannot* entertain sncb a Bill. I shall prove, by
testimony which cannot be contradicted, that the main
feature of this organization is Protestant ascendancy. The
first witness I shall call to prove the statement I have made,
is a man whose veracity no one can question, who has filled
the highest offices in this country, who bas been a member
of successive Governments, botb in the old Provinces of
Canada and this Dominion, who has occupied the position
of representative of Her Majesty as Governor of an import-
ant colony and a member of the Privy Council of the Do-
minion of Canada-I allude to Sir Francis Hincks. In his
sworn testimony before the Superior Court, in the city of
Montreal, in the case of Grant vs. Beaídry, Sir Francis
Hincks said :

"When a large majority of the people are Protestant the Roman
Catholios do not like to se. these processions, but they uubmit to it;
and in places where they are in a large majority -they do not mb.
mit to it, for the simple reason that it cannot be supposed that Ca-
tholics like to have an institution paraded where the first principle
of the thing is Protestant asoendancy."

Now, Sir, not to detain this honorable House longer than is
necessary, I shall proceod to my quotations and curtail my
remarks as mucli as possible. I next refer, to establish this
statement that the fundamental principle of the Orange
Association is Protestant ascendancy, not to a Cathoiec
work, but to a work entitledI "Chambers' Encyclopedia," a
Scotch work, edited by Protestants, and bere is what they
say :

l Orangemen.-One of the unhappy designationsuwhich contributed for
nearly a century to create and ke p alive religious and political divi-
sions of the worst character through the British Empire, and especially
in Ireland. The Orange organization had its origin in the animosities
which had subsisted between Protestants and Catholics in Ireland, from
the Reformation downwards, but which reached their full development
after the revolution of 1686, and the wholesale confiscation of Oatholio
property by wlich that event was follow"d. From that time the
Catholics of lreland may it said legally to hive lot ail social, political
and religions status in Ireland some demanda which were made in the
latter part of the i8th century to ameliorate their condition, excited,
especially in the North, the alarm of the Protestant party who regarded
the traditionary Protestant ascendancy as in danger."

This book goes on to show-as I don't care to read the
whole article-that the Peep-O'Day Boys, having become
incorporated with the Orange Boys, subsequently the
Orangemen, that the establishment of Protestant ascendancy
was the main feature of the Orange organization. That
organization is identical with the Orange organization here,
it was transplanted bore ; and the organization here receives
representatives from the parent organization across the
Atlantic. Therefore, I say that we have strong Protestant
authority to show that the main principle of this
organization is Protestant ascendancy. I might refer
to other works, such as the Dictionnaire de la Conversation,
a very popular French work, where the same principles
are enunciated. It is far from being a Catholie work,
yet we find there, laid down by the eminent writers, that
the principle of Protestant ascendancy is the main feature
of this Orange organization. I could refer to tho Edin-
burgh Review, but I do not think it necessary when I can
take the very words of the organization itself. In the
thirtieth volume of the Mirror of Parliament, in the debate
on the investigation of the Select Committee of the fluse
of Commous on the Orange Oder, as regards its establiah-
ment in the army, the Orange Order having presented an
address to the Duke o: Cumberland, we find them saying:

"That wih an uninterrupted enjoyment of bealth Your Royal High.
MWs' active md valnable lif. may be prolonged to wateh ovpr the
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destinies of the nation with the same vigilance you have so fearlessly
manifested throughout your enviable career to the support of Protestant
ascendancy.

"(igned) W. BLANNERIIASSETT FAIRMAN, D.G.M..
"Metropolitan District.

"W. L. THourPoN,
IlSecretary."

Now, Sir, there is an authentic document by the Order
itself, setting forth its principles. But, Sir, lest there should
be any doubt upon the mind of anybody, I will read, with
your permission, the closing sentences of a speech by Mr.
Pinch, an hon. member of Parliament, a prominent
Orangeman, who spoke on that memorable occasion. He
said, on page 2415 of the thirtieth volume already referred
to1

"In conclusion I warn the House against outraging the feelings of
the Orangemen of Ireland. On too many occasions of late they have
been offended *** the mode in which the Catholic Relief Bill was
passed grievously wounded their feelings. The transfer of the Par-
liamentary grant from the Kildare Peace Society to the national
system of education has been resented by them. The suppression of
the Protestant Bishoprics, was followed as it was by the unenristian tri-
umph of Dr. McHale, has greatly irritated them. The tithe measure of
the last and the present Session which received the sanction of the last
and the present House of Commons are considered by them to be a
violation of the Treaty of Union, and to be at variance with the cor-
onation oath. * * The steed, when goaded and maddened, dis-
dains restraint."

Now, Sir, i contend that the incorporation of any society
having for ite object the ascendancy of one creed over an-
other, is in direct violation of the Treaty of Paris, which
guarantees perfect freedorn of religion to the Catholic sub-
jects of His Majesty of France who were then transferred
to His Majesty of England. I say that it is incompatible
that there should be Protestant ascendancy and Catholie
liberty ; and I contend that to incorporate this association
would be a violation of the 27th article laid down in the
Treaty of Capitulation and the Treaty of Paris that followed
it. But, Sir, we have still more. The 32nd article of
Capitulation reads as follows:
. " The communities of Nuns shall be preserved in their constitution
and privileges. They shall continue to observe their rules, and they
shall be exempt from lodgng any military, and it shall be forbid to
molest them in their religious exercises, or to mlest or to enter their
monasteries."

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Hear, he'ar.
Mr. CURRAN. I am glad the hon. gentleman sayn

"hear, hear ;" but that was not theI" hear, hear" that was
uttered when the Provincial Grand Lodge of Western On-
tario met, when they laid down their platforrn, and where,
after setting forth other resolutions whieh have not the ring
of benevolence about them, I eau assure you, as far as I can
see, which have nothing in all their long programme to
show that there is either to the right or to the left one at.
tempt at philanthropy in the organization. In the 5th article
laid down by the Provincial Grand Lodge of Western On.
tario, we faid it stated that:

" The opening Of al publie institutions in the land, religious or
otherwise, to public inspection by Government officials, shall form part
of the programme of this institution."
I say if that forma part of the programme of this insti-
tution, and it does, here is their document, which is
published in the Toronto Mail of February 18th, 1876,
and I challenge contradiction upon this point· I say
if that be the case this Act cannot pass, that it
would be a violation of Article 32 of the Capitulation
which I have already quoted to this House. Now, Sir,
having disposed of that branch of my argument, [l pro-
ceed to the second point, which is this: That such an Act
could not be passed by this Parliament, even admitting that
the incorporation of such a society could be had under
authority of this Parliament, without violating the laws of
the Province of Quebec, where this institution is illegal and
has been declared illegal by the highest tribunal in that
Province. I have already referred briefly to this case of
Grant vs. Beaudry. In that case-and the evi-

3Mr. CURANx.

dence is all here before me-it was established that this
society, instead of being a benevolent association, is a secret,
oath-bound, political-religious association, and I have the
evidence before me both for the plaintiff and defendant, to
which hon. member: may refer, or hon. members may pro-
cure a copy by applying either to the Supreme Court of the
Dominion, or to the Court of Quebec Bench in the Province
of Quebec. By Chap. 10 of the Consolidated Statutes of
the Province of Quebec, all secret oath-bound societies are
declared illegal-all confederacies and combinations that
are cath-bound, with one exception, which is found in sec-
tion 9. That section reads as follows :-

" And whereas certain societies have long been accustomed to be
holden in this Province, under the denomination of lodges of Free-
masons, the meetings whereof have been in great measure directed to
charitanle purposes ;-nothing in this Act shall extend to the meetings
of any such society or lodge holden under the said denumination and
in conformity te the rules prevailing among the said societies of Free-
masons ; provided such society or lodge bas been constituted by or
under the authority of warrants in tat behalf granted by or derived
from any Grand Master or Grand Lodge in the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Ireland."

This was thoronghly understood by the Masonic body to
extend only to such societies as held their charter from a
Grand Master or a Grand Lodge in the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Ireland. But this association struck out
into a Canadian branch; and wben it constituted itself into
a separate organization, it took particular care, in order to
give the organization, legality to have this Statute amended
by 29Vict., chap. 46 of the Statutes of Lower Canada, which
added after the words "United Kingdom of Great Britai n
and Ireland," the words "or any Grand Lodge of Canada."
But it is altogether needless that I should tundertake to
argue whether this society is legal or not fromu the books
that are before me, or that I should dissect that chapter of
the Consotidated Statutes of Lower Canada, because I have
here at the present moment the Legal News of Lower Canada
which contains the judgment of the hon. Justice Ramsay,
concurred irn by the Chief Justice, Hon. Sir A. A. Dorion, and
Mr. Justice Cross, and I need only say that the hon. Judge,
whose words I am about to read, is a Judge esteemed as one
of the most eminent jurists in the Province ofQuiebec, orany
otherProvince of the Domin ion. Spea king on this very point
raised in the Grant-Beaudry aie, ie hon Jus tice says:

" On the interpretation of the Act. as given by me on the occasion
referred te, I see nothing to alte:, aind if I do not repeat textually what I
then said, it is because I thinki can amake the matter more clear if I
apply that interpretation ta the point8 raised in discussion before this
court.

' Ourordinauce ef the 2nd Vic. is borrowed from three acts of the
reign cf George 1II.-37, Cap. 123; 39, Cap. 79; and 52, Cap. 16.
Thougih borrowed from these Statutes, there are difrerences on which it
is not necessary te enlarge. The words of our Statutes are perfectly
clear, and they extend te every society and association whatever, 'the
members whereof shal, according te the ruies thereof or to any pro-
visions or any agreement for that purpose, be required te keep secret
the acts and proceedinga of such society or association.' it is impossi-
ble to deny, and it is not denied, that these worda cover every associa-
tion boua te secrecy by an engagement purporting te be an oath, or
otherwise. But it is sought te limit their scope in practice by invoking
the preamble. But the preamble does not, as was pretended, limit the
enactment following; it gives the reasons, two in number, for these
enactaments. It says, in eifect, that there are seditious and traitorous
combinations, and there are societies and associations of a new and
dangerous character, 'inconsistent with the public tranquility and with
the existence of regular goverument,' therefore all secret societies are
forbidden. This is net such an untreasonable conclusion as to enttile us
to say that the legislative will was other than the words of the law im-
ports. So far as cases on the English Statutecan be authority, they seem
to uphold the view now taken. (Ses R. V. Lovelass, 6 0. & P.596,
and B. V. Dixon, 6 C. à P. 601.)

n Wu next come to the question of whether the Orange Association
comes within the terms of the law. its members are sworn, and they
are therefore under the most formal engagement to obey its riles, and
one of these rules, No. 15, makes secrecy a distinctive part of the
organization. It seems to me te be unnecessary to pursue the enqiry
fartiher. It is no answer for the violation of a direct prohibition of the
law te say, 'Our motives were good ; we are really organized in sup-
port of the Government.>

f ,aving arrived at tisconclusion, our duty ceases. We have ne
rpeuial mission to point eut te our feow-sabjects thee e pediency cf

t4ài or that lins of souduot ; u' bave not to u'rn tises of thse abUrI1V
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of a contest, on the real merits of which both parties are thoroughly
agreed. The one are Jacobites by their sympathies, the other are
Orangemen; but it is more than likely both would fight to the death
against a despotic form of government. This is a truth which will be
fully recognized some day or other ; but in the meantime I notice it
witout the lighteat hope of it being accepted, for we are muoh more
guided by our feelings than by our reason. But the feeling as tomthe
color of a ribbon or a flower is only a prejudice a vulgar prejndice, not
really entertained by anyone of education. Some people in a higher
position may affect to sympathize with such follies, but in reality they
only laugh in their sleeve at such of their dupes as believe in tbem.'

flaving thus referred briefly to that branch of the law of
Lower Canada, I now corne to another point, and I would
wish to draw the attention of this honorable House to it,
the more especially so as the bon. gentleman who moved
the second reading of this Bill bas referred to the Province
to whichl am aboutto allude-the Province of Prince Edward
Island. In that Province, in 1863, a law on this subject was
passed. It received a majority ot votes, but the Governor
in Council, on receipt of a petition, undertook to send that
Bill to the foot of the Throne in order to ascertain whether
ler Majesty would sanction it or not. With the permission
of the Bouse I will read the despatch of the Duke of New-
castle:

"DowNiNiG STRET, 21»t Sep!ember, 1863.
"S,-I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the following

Act of the Legislature of Prince Edward Island, passed with a sE-
pending clause on 22nd April, 1863, and transmitted to me with other
Acts in your Despatch No. 65, of the 5th ultimo (No. 1,136) Ohapter
7, An Act to incorporate the Grand Lodge of Prince Edward Island
and subordinate Lodges in connection therewith.

"I 1 have had under my consideration as well the Act itself as two
petitions against, forwarded respectively with your despatches No.
43, of the 27th April lat, and No. 66 of the 5th ult., the latter of
which is stated to have been signed by upwards of 11,000 persons.
I deeply reget that the Legislature of Prince Edward Islandl shoiuld
have given its sanction to a class of institutions which all exper-
ience bas shown to be calculated, if not actually intended, to em-
bitter religions and political differences, and which thus must be
detrimental to the best interests of any colony in which they exist.

"Holding these views respecting the measure, I have felt it impos.
sible to advise Her Majrsty the Queen to giving Her Royal approba-
tion of it, without which I am glad to observe it will not take effect.

"The Act will therefore remain inoperative.
"I have, &c.

" (Signed) NEWCASTLE."

deal with the benevolent societies, if we really are going to
come down to the incorporation of benevolent societies, why
we may as well, with one stroke of the pen, do away with
the Local Legislatures altogether. Every bon. member
who bas taken an interest in our législation bas admitted
that on all sides encroachments have been made, and are
daily being made, into the rights of the Provincial Legisla-
tures; and if we undertake to incorporate a benevolent
society, we may as well do away with the Local Legis-
latures altogether, because this is the very last thing we
can touch; and when we have come down to benevolent
societies, there is no necessity for Local Législatures at all.
I happen to have bore before me a work edited by Mr.
Doutre, the eminent Queen's Counsel of the Province of
Quebec, and who, by the way, was the counsel of the
Orange Association, who managed their cases, and who
fought their battles in the courts all through; and I shall
do no more than simply refer the hon. members of this
flouse to the speech of Lord Carnarvon, delivered on the
occasion of the passing of the British North America Act,
wherein ho lays down in language that is per-.
fectly unmistakeable what are the différent attributes
of the Dominion and Local Legislatures. I will spare
the flouse from the reading of that speech, which is,
no doubt, very familiar to all those who have ttken an
interest in this subject; but whon we come to look at this
work, we find quoted bore a statement of the hon. Judges,
delivered in the cases which came before the highest courts
in the Province, and in the other Provinces as well, which,
I think, under the provisions of the British North America
Act, relative to civil rights and the rights of property, show
that even if this were a benevolent society-even if there
were no other object, even if there were no other result,
than that mentioned by thé hon. gentleman hère in his
speech, to-day, to give thèse lodges, to give this institution,
the right to hold property and the right to own real estate
-that such a right must be applied for to the Provincial
Legislatures of the différent Provinces of the Dominion. I
shall read the words of the Hon. Sir A. A. Dorion, the Chief
Jutice op f the Provine of Quebec. in renderinp his judo ment

" LieUT.-GOVERNoa DuNnas.'' , eVItu I-ulu I 14UUeluivuiig Il gicl
inthe most important case of Dobier and the Board of Tem-

Now, Sir, this document having reached Prince Edward poralities, &c.:
Island, for a certain number of years the Orange body re- "The British North America Act was pssed for the purpose of al-
mained quiet. They again, in 1878, sought an Act of incor- lowing each Province to regulate its own internal affaire, including
poralion, despie the express wish of lier Majesty, as con. civil rights and incorporations for Provincial objecta, without interfer-
tained in that document. But although they once more sne- ence on the part of the other representatives of the other Provioeu

through the Dominion Parliament."céedd in obtaining the votes of the House, the Act was
referred to His Excellency the GovernorGeneral of the Now, mark this, Mr. Speaker:
Dominion, who again returned it, telling ther that if was "It would be a mere evasion of the plain tenor and object of the
their own business to décide as te their Provincial matters. Act so say that the Dominion Parliament could interfere in matters

purely Provincial, merely because two or more Local Legialatures hadOn another occasion, however, they came to the charge, and, adopted the same legislation, or what would be more obnoxious, be-
in 1881, in Prince Edyward Island another Bill was presented, cause they had refused to do so. It has been held, and I believe with-
another attempt was made; it was again carried, but when it out a dissenting voice, that the Dominion Parliament could not grant

tote Orange Sorietv an Act cf incorporation with franchises appli*was submitted to'the Lieut.-Governor in Couincil, the pre- È hehnes t nAto n p taw rnhsspaznuwas nbritté tothe ieu.-Goernr inCoucitthépré te the whole D. rniion; and that the Local Legislatures coul a oe
sent Lient.-Governor "of the Island vetoed the Bill, and create such a corporation for their severai Provinces respectively; and
that is now upon record ; and yet we are asked here in this Bills have been accordingly introduced for that purpose, and discussed

S hi A ho in the Local Legislature of Ontario during several successive Sessions.house to pases th isP ct wit out even a repeahng clause over This shows that what are civil riihts and provincial objecta finot to be
the Statutes of the Provie of Quebec, over the deciioy t extent f territory to which interested parties may
the highest court in that Province, over the despatch of He wish to apply legislative action, but by the character of such nrghts
Majesty's Minister refusingller sanetion and regrett ing that .ud object.
sncb a society should have sought incorporation, or that I think that this establishes the doctrine pretty clearly, and
such incorporation should have been granted by a majority i the same principle has been applied in the various reported
of votes, despite the action of 1878, and despite the Lieut.-1 cases, and nowbere more W) and in no case more pointed
Governor who vetoed that Bill in the Province of Prince than in the case of the Queen v8. Mohr, quoted in this Hlouse
Edward Island only about eighteen months ago. I shall a few days ago, and this principle has been sanctioned by
next deal with the third point of my argument. Admitting judgments over and over again in the other Provinces as
this society to be a benevolent society--and really the hon. well. I shall not detain this House at very great length
memher in saying so must take this Parliarnent for a lot of in diseussing this subject farther. I shall content myself
Rip VanWinkles asleep for the last twenty or fitty years for by reading a few of the statements of the most eminent
that matter-this Parliament has no authority, has no right to public men in the British Empire on this subject. I have
deal with the incorporation of a benevolent society. If we taken these extracts from the debates as reported in the
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JAirror of Parliament, and the first I shall read is that of
Lord John Russell. Ie said:

"If in the course of the observati 'ns I should feel it my duty to make
to the House? I should pronounce my opinion unfavorable to the Orange
institution, it cannot be imputed to me that I do so from any bias of
opinion particularly adverse to those societies, because while a member
o this TIouse and the Government I have ever been an enemy to all
associations of this kind, and have not hesitated in beiag a party to
laws repugnant, even as I am free to confess, to the spirit of the Consti-
tution, with a view to put.down associations that I have thought dan-
gerous to that Constitution and injurions to the authority of the
C rown."

Sir Robert Peel, another eminent statesman, said:
"I trust that aIl parties will agree that no separate interests can be

served by the continuance of these societies, but that peace and tran-.
quility will be advanced by their abandonment.'

Mr. Hume speaks as follows, of various disturbing societies,
among which he includes the Orangemen:-

"The country has thus been torn in pieces by intestine strife. I
find that amongst other associations and sooietiøs of this kind there
have been the Levellers, the Ribbonmen,Bthe United Irishmen,: the
White Feet, the Black Feet, the Peep-O'Day Boys, and the Orangemen."

He says again:
" The existence of a body on the one aide invariably leading to

the establishment of a rival party on the other."

In closing his speech he said:
" I cannot too stron gly express my conviction of the fact that these

Oranze societies are il legal, but in their very nature they are iaüot
misehievous es tenling ta disorganize society."I

Lord Palmerston, when waited upon by a deputation of
prominent persons belonging to the order of Orangemen,
eaid .

" I am clearly of opinion that it would be far better for us to look to
the future than to the past; and what, let me ask, is the object, and what
are the prospective advantages of this Orange Association ? Is it an or-
ganization whieh belongs to the age in which we live? Io it not rather
one that is suited to the Middle Ages-those periods of society when
anarchy prevailed and when one body af people, were in the habit of
arming themselv to resist sonne outrage or violence committed by
another, and this because they feltthat they could not depend upon the
Government of the country for adequate protection or security ? But
this state cf things na longer exists; and nt being an Orangemnan my-
elf, I confessI a at a 0s e to understand the use of the association in
he prosen age."

And what was the reply of His Majesty to the Address pre-
sented to him on the conclusion of that celebrated investiga-
tion, during the course of which most of the quotations [.
have made were delivered. He said:

"I willingly assent to the prayer of my faithful Commons for the
effectual discouragement of Orange lodges, and generally of aIl politi-
cal societies, excluding persons of a different religions faith, using
secret signa and symbole, and acting by means of associated branches.

" It is my firm intention to discourage all such societies in my do-
minions, and I rely with confidence in the fidelity of My loyal sub-
jects to support me in the determination. "

Now, Sir, I wish to ask this honorable House what would be
the inevitable result of the incorporation of this society, if
we have the power to do so, and we make this association
legal in the Province of Quebec. I have not, in the course
of my remarks, alluded to the history of this institution, nor
to the various occurrences-to use the mildest tern that
comes to my-mind now-which have characterized its his.
tory in • Ireland, England, the United States, and this
country. I say that I am not standing here merely for the
purpose of raising an alarma when I tell you what Ibel ieve
will be result if this society is made a legal one throughout
the Province of Quebec. I refer bon. gentlemen to the
Toronto Mail of the 13th July, 182-and that is not ancient
history-and there, Sir, it is stated that in the Queen's Park
London Fast Orangemen assembled in solemn conclave,
and declared that they had unanimouely resolved to celebrate
the next 12th of July in Montreal, and that the Ontario
Orangemen will march despite all opposition. This, Sir. is
what we are promised. We are notiiied of it in advance, and
this notification being given, what will be the result of these

-M-r. OuaA&.

men coming, not only armed themselves, but joined by other
armed men from Buffalo and elsewhere who were appealed te
on a former occasion which I do not refer to here. Why, Sir,
you will have the whole Province of Quebec-every Irish
Catholie of Montreal, every French Canadian Catholic-in
arms. You will have the people of Quebec coming to assist
the people of Montreal, and mon from New York coming to
confront the men from Buffalo; and then, Sir, the carnage of
the battle of the Boyne will be repeated over again. That
wili be the result, and hon. gentlemen will be obliged to
admit, though they seem to think this a laughing matter to-
day, they wili be obliged to wring their hands as they did on
a former occasion, and to say that they have no power to
restrain their followers. I ask in what country is it sought
to establish this Protestant ascendancy? Here where we
are all living together in peace and harmony. Look at
those Ministerial benches. Is Protestantism in danger
there ? We have the Premier, Postmaster General,
and the Minister of Finance of this Dominion, to protect
Protestant rights, and if that is not sufficient protection, we
have my bon. friend the Minister of Customs, the Past
Grand Master of the Orange Order, to assist them. We have
my honored and honorable friend the Minister of Inland
Revenue to protect us, and, fortunately, we have the suc-
cessor of the late Sir George Cartier-and who fills his
mantle worthily-I say we have bim the hon. Minister of
Public Works and his col leagues to represent the interest not
only of their own fellow countrymen, but of every man who
wishes to do what is right and just through the length and
bread th of this Dominion. Is this state of peace and harmony
going to be disturbed ? Are we going to have it narred ?
Are we going to have this great Confederation, which was
founded and brougbt to its pretent position of progress and
prosperity by the great statesman who sits at the head of
this Government-are we going to have the work of his
lifetime torn down by a measure merely for the satisfaction
of this organization ? I say no, Sir, this thing shall not be
tolerated. I feel that I can appeal here to those who have
read the history of the land in which this organization took
its root, and where the great national poet in the anguish
of his heart, seeing the horrors that had for years and years
been engendered by this and similar societies, exclaimed:

"Erin i thy silent tear never shall cease;
Erin 1 thy languid smile ne'er shall increase,

Till, like the rainbow's light,
Thy various tints unite
And forma inhHeaven's sight

One archaf peace."

These are the words of our national poet, wrnng from hiu
by the sad picture revealed to his poetic eye by the history
of bis country; and I ask, is it in this land, whore Jacques
Cartier came and planted the Cross of Christ, and before it
had offered up the sacrifice of the Mass-is it in this land,
where the heroic De Brabant and his fellow-laborers,
the followers of Lyola, consecrated the soit with
their martyr blood-is it in this land, where that long line
of Irish Priests and Prelates, long before the days of i;shop
Phalen and Archbishop Connolly, who did so mach to build
up Confederation, down to the days of that intellectual
Hercules and patriot Priest, Father Dowd-ie it in this
land, where these men have expended their labors,'as many
are now doing, to promote the highest welfare of the coun-
try -is it in this land, where the Oblats de Marie Immaculée
to-day are doing the noble work the missionaries did in the
early times, in carrying to the Indian tribes of our great
North-We>t the faith and the civilization of Christianity, to
enlighten their minds, to make them amenable to the laws,
and to render possi ble the carrying out of the policy of our
Government, that humane policy which is our boast as
compared with the policy of other countries-is it
in this land of Canada that we are going to plant
that tree of bitterness and dissension which has proven so
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baneful to other peoples? No, Sir, I have-greater faith in-I remonstrance on the practice of undertaking to decide the
have a more exalted hope for my country. I believe there legality of an institution when the question of its legality was
ià a nobler destiny for us than to be cut up into sections and not directly before him. This society is legal in every Pro-
factions, and to be reduced to the desolation of those unhappy vi4ce besides the Province of Quebe, even in the view of the
countries where factions have wrangled *and fought. I hon. gentleman, and this Bill does no more to determinethis
trust, Sir, that the day is not far distant-I trust rather legality than has been done already. If, when a bodycomme
that that great day is here-when we may indulge in here to be incorporated, we are to consider the principles or
larger hopes for our country, when the Orange and the methods of that body, and are to refuse incorporation
Green, the Rouge and the Blue, may all mingle together in upon such considerations, I venture to say that there would
celestial harmony, to contribute to the general prosperity be some extraordinary results from the Parliament of
of the country, each in its own way. They may not all Canada being bound by such a principle of action.
follow the same political plans; they may not all have the In the times past that principle was attem pted to be set
same political ideas. But this is a free and progressive up. I remember the first Session of the Canadian Parliament
land. We look forward hopefully to its great future; and if which I ever looked upon from the reporters'gallery in 1852,
we want to make it prosperous and happy, if we want to make a gentleman, who was afterwards the strong and vigor.
it a land whero men will come to estabhsh their homes, ous leader of the Liberal party, opp:sed the incorporation
we must make it a land of peace and harmony, where these of all religious societies because hE was opposed to their
disturbing associations will not be allowed to exist; and methods and principles. We know that for years after
therefore, Sir, in order to prevent the consummation of the 1852, down at any rate to 1858, at almost every Session of
disasters whieh I should anticipate from the passing of this Parliament, the Legislative Assembly was divided on the in.
Bill, I have now the honor to propose, seconded by my corporation of religious associations or organizations, simply
hon. friend Mir. Hackett: on the ground that there were those who did not believe in

That tbis Bill be mot nov read the second time, but that it be readtheir methods or princil>les, and were determined to refuse
the second time this day six monthe. them incorporation. But on looking over the division liste,

you will find that almost evory man who represented a con-
Mr.WRHITE (Cardwell). Mr. Speaker: One would think stituency in which the Orange party may be said to have had

from the speech of the hon. gentleman to which we have just the control, voted in favor of those corporations, because
listened, that this Bill was for the establishment of the Orangemen were willing to givo to others the same privi-
Orange organization in Canada. The mistake into wbich leges that they asked for themselves. lu 1863, whon Mr.
the hon. gentleman has fallen is this : There are at this Scott irtioduced his Separate School Bill during Mr. Sand.
moment upwards of 200,000 Orangemen in this Dominion. field Macdonald's Administration,we know ihat whon theLi-
They have their lodges, they hold their meetings, tliey dis- borals of Upper Canada opposed tha B:1, and were prepared
tribute their bonevolences, they have their protesions to refuse to the Roman Catholics of UTpper Canada those
whenever they choose to have them-in the Province amendments whioh would enable them properly to work
of Ontario at any rate ; and this Bill is simply their schools, twenty-two Conservative members from the
desired for the purpose of enabling them to do Province of Upper Canada, members of the Opposition from
that which every other organization in Canada constituencies in which they depended on the Orange vote
which seeks incorporation can do--that is, hold their for election-including the Grand Master and a past Grand
property by a legal tenure. There is nothing in the Master of the Orange Association, forgetting the advantage
Bill to establish Orangeism; there is nothing in the Bill to they might derive through the embarrassament the defeat of
promote Protestant ascendancy. There is simply an oppor- this measure would cause the Government-gave their votes
tunity given to a number of people-if this Bill should pass in favor of enabling the Roman Catholics to carry on
-who choose to think that they enjoy themselves by being their separate schools as they might desire. That was
Orangemen, who choose to believe that it is their right to their policy thei.; and I venture to say that if you trace
meet together in their lodges if they think proper-there the records of the history of this country, if you will take
iis simply given to them the liberty of holding their pro- the constituencies in which the Orange element is predom.
perty in the usual way. Sir, the hon. gentleman talked of inant, and note the views of the reprosentatives of those
this Bill as an attempt to plant the Orange flag over the constituoncies in Parliament, you will find that, so far from
Dominion of Canada, and he argued-hon. gentlemen, Orangeism having had any evil effect upon the religious
whatever their opinion of his general viow may be, must liberties of the people of Canada, it has had just the reverse
admit with some difficulty--that this Bill was opposed to effeut; you will find that whenever the Roman Gatholics
the Treaty of Paris, because Orangeism bas for its basis came for anything to Parliament, the representatives of
the establishment of Protestant ascendancy. Why, Sir, Orange constituencieî, whatever side of the House they
every Protestant church, in the services which it holds, is might happen to sit on, were for the time being prepared to
an assertion in favor of Protestant asendancy, if it could give them what they required. Whatdo the Orangemen ask
be had; every Roman Catholic chai ch, in which masses to-day? Sinply that they may be incorporated. They ask
are held and sermons preached, is an assertion of the prin- for no special legal recognition; they ask not that you may
ciple, if it could be accomplished, of Roman Catholic ascen- establish Orangeism, for it is established already, and we
dancy. But, althongh Protestant and Catholic alike seek to cannot injure it if we would. But they simply ask that
establish the ascendancy ofhis own particular faith, believing they may have the liberty to hold their property as others
that the ascendancy of that faith will be the best for the do in this country. The-hon. gentleman says wo have no
interests of the country at large, no one pretends to say that right to pass this Bîl hee. I think it is a pity he did not
either the one or the other is to be stigmatized in the terms confine his argument to that contention. It would have
the hon. gentleman has applied to the Orange Association, been better for the discussion in this House, for the peace
because of his desire to secure that ascendancy. Sir, there and harmony, not only here, but throughout the country, if
is no interference here with anyTreaty of Paris. E xcept fit he had. Not being a lawyer, 1. am not goiig to discuss
the Province of Quebec, the Orange organization has already that point, but will simply say that this organization which
a legal existence in Canada, and even in that Province iti i seeking incorporation here has jurisdiction ali over the
legality is still an open question. The expression of opinion .Dominion, and cannot be incorporatedl in any particular
from a learned Judge, read by the hon. gentleman, was a ProvineS, but must comne here if it is to be incorporated at
mare abiter dictum; and, if I mistake not, the Judge who al; and having com@ here, it would be murh better
made it, reoived from the Judges of the Supreme Court a start the petitioners allwed to feel that they ha4dwço
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appealed in vain to the liberality of a Parliament il
waich there is, at any rate, a large number of thos
who are indebted to them for sympathy and issistanc(
iu times past in theWegislation'affecting religious asso
ciations. The hon. gentleman ventures to think tha
if this Bill passes Orangeism will increase. I can tell hin
that if ho will look at history he will see that Orange
ism owes its strength in Canada to-day to the opposition
it has on various occasions encountered. The unfortunate
Gavazzi riot in Montreal did more to pronote Orange
ism in Canada than any other one event in connec
tion with our public affaira. The objections to this Bill
instead of lessening the influence of Orangeism, will bring
to the order generous-minded men who will not submil
without, at any rate, some forn of protest, that one class
should be selected for special ostracism on the part of Par-
liament. If this order be an evil ordr, if it be something
we do not desire to promote in Canada, the only way in
which its influence can be les-sened is hy taking from it
every sense of grievance and wrong. You cannot better pro-
moto any body, any peculiar set of opinions, than by placing
them under the ban of Parlianent, of political ostracism,
and that is what is proposed to be dono with this Bill. I
sincerely hope the Bill will pass. My only regret is that it
did not come up for a second reading in the ordinary course;
I regret that any special significance bas been attached to
it at all. It would have been infinitely better, once intro-
duced, to have treated it like any other measure, I am
satisfied of this, that our Ruman Catholie fellow sub
jects need fear nothing as the result of the incor-
poration of the Orange Association ; and as to the fear
expr esed by the hon. gentleman that the passage of thié,
Bill may result in an attempt to have an Orange procession
in Montreal, I can only say that were a procession there-
which I think an unwise proceeding, and one greatly to be
regretted-it would be perfectly harmless, and produce noue
of the results which my hon. friend prediets, if ho and his
friends will only consent to remain at their usual business for
the day, and not attemptto interfere with the procession. If
that policy were adopted in Montreal, as it is in Toronto
and elsewhere, we should have no bad results, even from
sneh processions, regrettable as they are in commuînities
like Montreal, where the majority are Roman Catholics,
and where they are likely toe oconsidered offensive by the
majority. It is for the Orangemen to consider whether
they will hold their processions or not ; but I think their
o ponents, if they do not approve of them, have simply to
a btan from interfering, and this idea of a procession
will soon pass away. I trust this Bill will pass to its
second reading, and become the law of the Dominion of
Canada.

Mr. COURSOL. I have to thank the hon. member for
Hastings for the manner in which he apologised for the
expression ho used on the occasion of the first reading of
this Bill. I am perfectly convinced, and I may say I was
prepared to bear from the hon. member, that ho had no
intention then either to insult this House, or any of its
members, especially one with whom ho bas been on friendly
terms for the last five years. Having said so much, I
feel I cannot give a silent vote on this question,
having moved the six months' hoist on the ap-
pearance of this Bill before the House. In doing
go at the first reading, I used the right which L
hold as a member, and I had before me the precedent of the
vote in 1858 on the first reading of a similar Bill. A divi.
sion then took place, there was a tie, and the Speaker voted
in favor of the reception of the Bill. Precisely at the
same stage that we are now, another division took pla ·e, and
the Bill was rejected by a majority of five votes, if my
memory serves me right. On that occasion the leaders of
the party were divided, the leadi statesmen of the
oountry ered, and those hon. mem brs who have read

Mr. WmTs (Oardwell).

n the speeches on that occasion will find that very able
e arguments were used on both sides. It is true the late
e lamented leader of the Province of Quebec, Sir George
- Cartier, voted on both divisions in favor of the Bill, but he
t was only followed by three French Cinadians; and I am per-
i fectly convinced that if Sir George Cartier were present with
- us now, he would not give a similar vote. At that time
n Sir George Cartier did not know the strength of the feeling
e in the Province of Quebec against such a Bill, and if the
- publie voice had been consulted. there would have been, I
- believo, a unanimous condemnation of the vote in that Pro-
l vince against such a vote. Some of the leading statesmen of

that day voted against the Bill, among whom were the Hon.
t L. T. Drummond, the Hon. Sandfield Macdonald and the Hon.
s Mr. (now Sir) Hector Langevin, with nearly all the French
- Canadian members. They did so on the same ground that I

nam taking at present. I do not oppose this Bill-and I say
it sincerely-from any sentiment of animosity to Orange-
mon; I oppose it on the broad ground that the association
is illegal in the Province of Quebec, and that this Par-
liament bas no right to impose a Bill of this description
upon that Province. It is not asked for, it is not required,
and it would not be usefil in that Province. This Parlia-
ment bas a right to incorporate societies for the benefit of
the community at large, and they have done so on many
occasions; but if you incorporate this association
you will be legalizing and sanctioning the prin-
ciple of secret societies. I believe that a mnajrity of the
country is against the principle of incorporating secret
societies. Why should we incorporate secret societies in
this country of ours, where all the leading statesmen,
where every member in this House, is doing its best to
promote barmony and good feeling in order to make a groat
country that we may all be proud of ? We are now on the
ove of accomplishing that great task. Our laws are well
administered, we are able to maintain the public peace, we
cordially support the dignity of the Crown and the
supremacy of the flag which floats over this Dominion; and
what need have we of secret societies ? They are not
wanted in the Province from which I come, they are not
desired by the great mass of the Catholics of this country,
nor are they favored by the majority of its people,
and why sbould thry be imposed upon us ? I
would ask those hon. gentlemen who are promoting this
Bill whether they would accept without remonstrance, a
measure that they did not like to have imposed upon therm?
It is a ieasure which we cannot accept on general grounde.
First, it is illegal; and, second, the Province of Ontario has
no right to impose it on the other Provinces. If the Orange-
men of Canada want to be incorporated as a benevolent
socety-and I am far from saying that they wish to do it
for any other object; I am glad to know that such is their
intention and I arn perfectly sure that they do as much good
to each other as they can-let them incorporate them,
selves as a benevolent society, but don't let them
impose their society upon the other Provinces. They
may have such a law in the Province of Ontario; they
already have it in New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
and why shonld they not be incorporated in the
Province of Ontario where, we are told by the last
speaker, there are 200,000 Orangemen ? Why, I ask
those gentlemen, sbould they force it upon us in the
Province of Quebec? They must know, the leading
men of the country must know, and the right hon.
leader of our party knows right well that the Province of
Quebec cannot accept such a law, and the Catholics cannot
endorse a secret society. I speak for myself, and I
believe I express the opinions of others, when I say
that the passage of this Bill would be putting on the
Statute-book of the Dominion a standing donial of the
rights of our Province. It would be embodying in our Statutes
a standing insuit to the Catholics of the Province of Quebec.
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Now, why shoald we do that ? Is it a matter of necessity ?
Io it in the interest of our country ? Is it necessary to the
defence of our ftag ? Why, Sir, if we have to defend our flag,
and if the ftag were in danger, the Orangemen of Canada
would,no doubt, do their duty nobly ; but, Sir, the French and
Irish Canadian Catholics of this Dominion would equally
well do their duty. They have provod it on many occasions,
and they are ready to do so to-morrow. Therefore, on the
score of loyalty we do not want any secret organization.
We do not want any faction secretly organized to defend
the fag of the country. We can face the enemy in the
open light of day. We do not require to be sworn in order
to be, ready to, meet the enemy face to face. When the
occasion arises we will have but one motto ; "Go ahead !"
and to adopt my friend's suggestion near me, "No surren-
der." Sirsecret societies are the great curse of the world at the
present day in every civilized country. The late Emperor
of Rusia was blown into the skies by a torpedo set by
secret societies; every sovereign in the world is trembling
on account of their machinations, and even the safety of
our beloved Sovereign Queen Victoria is menaced by evil
disposed persons who are organized into secret societies.
What they have done in the past they will do even to a
greater extent in the future. Look at Italy with her Car-
bonnari, at France, at Germany, at Russia, at England-all
honeycombed with secret societies; and now hon. gentle-
men want to legalize them in this land of ours. I say, no!
I hope that tàe hon. member who is moving this Bill
will himself see the impropriety of applying for an Act of
incorporation here. As 1 said before, I do not speak in
a spirit of nationality, I do not speak in a spirit of party.
I speak only as a Canadian, having the welfare of his
country at heart. I wish from the bottom of my heart that
a measure of this description should not be forced upon us
in the Province of Quebec. The Orangemen may obtain the
law they desire from the Legislature of Ontario, and I am sure
that before long they will be able to get from that Legisla-
ture the incorporation which they are seeking for; if
they are as strong as they are represented to be, but it is
improper that they should force on this Parliament
this Billat the present time. If I had entered into the his-
tory of that body I might have proved --but it h .s bcon o
often stated as to be uuieObsary-thaL this society caunot
legally. be incorporated in the Province of Quebec being as
it is a secret society by the Dominion Parliament; and I
believe it will be neither an act of prudence nor ofjustice to
the Province of Quebec if this Parliament force upon it a
law which the people of that Province do not wish to have
placed on the Statute-book. Holding these views, I will
vote against the motion for the second reading of this Bill

Mr. WALLACE (York). 1 am somewhat surprised at
the attitude taken by the hon member for Montreal East
(Mr. Coursol). The principal objection he has urged against
the incorporation of the Orange body appears to be that it
is a secret society, and he is opposed to all secret societies.
If the hon. gentleman was as sincere as he professes to be,
why should he not have offered the same opposition to the
Bill incorporating the Dominion Grange in 1880. The Bill
passed this flouse without the hon. gentleman having
offered the same strenuous opposition to the Bill which he
now offers to the measure for Orange incorporation. When
this same society applies for some change and amendment
to their Act, which they will probably do at this present
Session, i1 venture to predict that the hon. gentleman will'
not offer the same opposition which he is now offering
against the Orange Bill.

Mr. COURSOL. I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that I would not offer similar opposition to the Grange
Association. I never knew that association was a secret one.

Mr. WALLACE. I beg to inform the hon. gentleman
that it is a secret association, that it has pas words, tylers

at the door, &c.; and there is a Bill going through Parlia-
ment now giving that society additional legisiation, and I
venture to predict that the hon, gentleman will not divide
the House on that Bill, and not oppose it as he is opposing
the Orange Bill. I listened with a good deal of surprise to
the eloquent speech of the hon. member for Montreal Centre
(Mr. Curran). That hon. gentleman has addueed a number
of reasons why this Bill should not pass, why the Orange-
men of the Dominion should not be incorporated, and he
bas referred very lengthily to the history of the enquiry in
1835 by the British Parliament into the state of the Orange
Society in Great Britain and Ireland. He has read to this
House extracts from many of the speeches delivered there,
but if he were as desirous as he professes to be to deal
impartially and fairly with the question, he would have
read a few lines further on, and would have quoted the
impartial criticism of the compiler of the British Annual
Register of 1836, and would have read the following-and
this was written after the recommendation for the disband-
ing of the Orange Association of Great Britain :

I The Orange Societies immediately acquiesoed, mome of them with
more cheerfulnes, others of them with less, and all of them with
regret. People asked, would a similar regard to expression of opinion
by the Comu.ons and the Orown have been manifested by those mis-
chevous associations which the Pcpfsh denagogui employed to ext-nd
their owa political power and the influence of their church, and whlch
had set even Acts of Parliament et defiance."

We find from ail the testimony we have in regard to the
history of the Orange Association, that Orangemen are law-
abiding citizens. Notwithstanding the opinion exprossed
of a Comnittee of the English fouse of Commons, I say
that Orangenen to-day, not only in Canada, but in the
British laies, particularly in treland, and in ail the colon e ,
are loyal to the Crawn under any and ail circumstances.
The Commission which was appo Inted to enquire into the
state of Orangeism in the British laies was a partisan
commission. Its members started ont with the
pre-conceived idea that it was an illegal association,
and should be wiped out. It made a most searching
enquiry. Members of the Orange order assisted
the Commission, and offore: every facility for obtain-
ing informaition as to tho constitution, principles,
acts and proceedings of ihe as-ociation ; and no, withstund-
ing the opinion oh a Parliamentary Committee read to-day,
that the Orange Association was illegal in Great Britain,
we have the stili higher authority of Sergeant Kerr that the
Orange Association is not an illegal association. In giving
his opinion, he says:

"I bave perused the copy of the rules and regnlations which
accompany this case, with reference to the terme and provisions of
the 8tatutes, particlarly thirty George Il[, chapter seventy-nine, aud
fifry-seven George III, chapter nineteen, and I am of opinion that
the establisbment of the proposed society caanot be deemed to be in
violation of any of the 8tatutes referred to, or of the provisions and
restrictions intended to be introduced by the several enactments
contained in theum."

He also states:
" The preamble alsom recites that such societies have deluded ignorant

and unwary persons into the commission of acts highly criminal, while
ao cri in1sitaywhatever was st any time attempted or affected by the
Orange Assoiation."

We find that even under most exasperating cireumstances,
the Conimission failed to find that Orangemen had aided,
abetted or asisted in any criminal action whatever, and
this Commission be it remembered was a partisan Commis-
sion got up with the preconceived .idea of condemning the
association, yet its members were unable to place a finger on
any act of criminal or improper conduet on the part of ths
Orange Association. The Commission reported at great
length, and one of its predictions was as follows:

f Whe your Commin e look at Vhe political tendencyof the measures
of the Orangec8oietyin Eas andandn Ireland, and pihecularlyo
the lsau~agonWela sd m t thepublicesud la 1h. .ornspoue
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donce with the grand officers of the institution, and consider the pos-
sible use that might be made of such an orga .ized power its suppros-
sion becomes in their opinion imperatively necessary."

The Orange Association since that period, about forty-six
years ago, bas gone on prosperîng. It has increased in
numbers, influence and power not only in the British Isles,
but in all British colonies, and I defy any hon. gentleman to
point out any of the evils predicted there as following the
success of the Orange Association. The great truth begins
now to be understood, that Orangeism is ditinguished from
societies to which in former years it was compared by its
abstinence from crime and disorder, and its happy influence
on'thoecountry. Wherever the original institution prevails
in strength, peace and prosperity abide under its protection
-our gracious Sovereign is honored, her laws are obeyed,
her subjects of al[ denominations have protection for life,
liberty and possessions. Wherever the laws are trampled,
or the Throne conspired against, lifo and property insecure
-there Orangeism is feeble and unknown. These are
momentous trutbs. The hon. memberfrom Montreal Centre
(Mr. Curran) bas asked the House what would be the effect
of passing the Orange Bill so far as immigration is con-
cerned. We have at the present time Orange Acts in force
in several Provinces in the Dominion. We have not heard
a word to the effect that such are prejudicial to the interests
of the Province as regards immigration, and, in my opinion,
the passage of this Bill would have a most beneticial influ-
ence upon our immigration prospects. It would show that
the people of the Dominion are tolerant of every class
and every religion, that they have no bitter preju-
dices against any man whatever his nationality and
religion, and that he wili not be interfered with
in the exercise of his righ's and privileges. I say
that nothing will promoto, in my opinion, immigration
to this country of those who love freedom, more than
the passage of the Loyal Orange Incorporation Bill. We
are told that in Montreal it would be the means of exciting
disturbances, and of disturbing the harmony which now
exists. The hon. gentleman says that at present Protestante
and Catholics live peacefully side by side. Well, it was not
alwaye so. It is lke the story of the lion and the lamb,
living tide by side, but the lamb was inbide of the liod.
Ho also tells us that it is contrary to the Treaty of Paris to
pass this Bill; and he would lead you to believe that
by this means the Loyal Grand Lodge of Canada
would obtain the government of the country; but they
ask for nothing of the kind. They make the simplest
request which any body can present to this House-for
the power of holding their own property in a legal way.
We ask for no more rights or interests in the government
of the country than we have to-day. We now exorcise our
rights like any other citizens. We ask for no more; and
this Act of incorporation will give us no more. The hon.
gentleman also referred to the fact that the Orange Asso.
ciâtion was illegal in the Province of Quebec. Weil, that
matter is before the courts to-day, under appeal to the
Supreme Court of Canada; and, I think, that for a lawyer
to give an ex cathedra opinion on a subject now sub judice
was highly improper. If it be found that not only the
Orange Association, but also ail secret associations except the
Freemasons are illegal bodies in the Province of' Quebec, I
think that this Parliament will lose no time-if the
Supreme Court so decides-in removing disabilities, if such
exist; and I am sure that the great majority of the people
of Canada will at once vote for and sanetion the abolition of
such disabilities. HRe also tells us that the Duke of New-
castle vetoed the Bill incorporating the Grand Lodge of
Prince ]fdward Island. We ail know what the Duke of
Newcastle did, and the insuit he put on a large portion of
the people of Canada when ho came bore; and also the
enub ho received from the Queen herself, subsequently, in
conneotion with thesame aafiir. He Was a gentleman who

Mr. WLALrci (York),

acted unfairly towards the people of Canada, and he was a
gentleman who has lest the esteem, and respect, and con-
fidence of the great portion of the people of Canada by
his interference and injudicious conduct when ho was
in this country. I will not occupy the time of the House
any further than to say that the Orangemen are hore, and
they will remain here, whether they receive this Act of
incorporation or not. Probably the refusal of if will make
the body more numerous and more po-werful than they are
to-day. The moment that you refuse to grant to a certain
portion of the people what they consider as their right
and something to which they are entitled, such an
act attracts many others towards them; and I think that
if these bon. gentlemen wish to increase the power and in-
fluence of the Orange Association, they will do nothing
that will accomplish this result more quickly than by follow-
ing out the course which they are now pursuing. I hope
that the majority of the hon. members of this House will
rise above sectional and partisan feelings, and will view this
matter in a fair light, and give to the Orangemen of the
Dominion of Canada the rights te which they are fairly and
justly entitled.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). With reforence to the matter
now before the House, I desire te say a few words in con-
mon with the hon. member for Cardwell. I regret very
much that the hon. member for Montreal Centre did net
confine his argument to the constitutional aspect of the
case. I shall net discuss the case of Grant vs. Beaudry, for
I have net given that case very careful consideration, but
my impression is very strong that this case does not go the
length the hon. gentleman would have us believe. 1 sup-
port the mieasure now before the louse, and believe that the
principle of toleration is the only question involved in the dis-
cussion. I have no doubt but that if any body of Catholics
were te como te this louse with a measure, asking for cer-
tain privileges, and having the same object in view, from a
Roman Catholie standpoint, that the hon. member for West
Lasting bas in view by his Bill from a Protestant stand-
point, every Protestant in this House, and every Orange-
man in this House would support the measure which these
Roman Cathholics required; and it is on the principleof equal
rights te all, on tho broad principle of toleration, which I
trust that we, as the representatives of the people may never
forget, and on this principle alone I support the Bill now
before the louse. I have all my life se far lived, and it is
net a very long life yet, in a mixed community made up of
Roman Catholics and Protestants, who live together in peace
and harinony, exercising the same rights of citizenship. I
live within a few yards of the oldest Orange Lodge in the
Dominion of Canada, and right above the office where I
transact my business meets a [toman Catholic Association ;
but I have yet to witness the first aggressive act on
the part of Orangemen in that community. I believe that
the Orange Society is not an aggressive body, but adefensive
association, based upon certain great principles which can-
net be harmful, and must, if adhered te, produce good in the
community. I speak net as au Orangeman, for I am net a
member of' any Iodge, but from my own observation and the
best information I can obtain concerning the Order. I think
further, that the history of our Province of Ontario, will
bear me out in the statement I have just made;that Orange-
ism is a defensive and not an aggressive association. If any
body of men, be they Roman Catholics or Protestants, have
a right te unite together in a society whether the feature of
secresy bo observed or net, for defensive and not for aggres-
sive purposes, I hold that such a society cannot be illegal
by the more fact of such union, nor so long as they abstain
from any violation of the law. I regret very much that the
hon. member for Montreal West, bas seen fit to class the
Orange Society, an order which hias been noted ail the world
over wherever they have existed as a loyal association, on a
par with the troasonable societies ho mentioned, and whioh
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unfortunately do exist in someof the old lands, and possibly papers. I recollect well how we scanned the list of the
in Bome of the new countries. In expressing the hope that atrocities which were perpetrated, not knowing but that
the measure now before the louse will receive the sanction some of our own friends in other parts of the Island might
of Parliament, I would urge the attention of hon. gentlemen be the victim. I do not wish to say a word to hurt the
to one feature which seems so far to have been overlook- feelings of any man; I will say more, that while I abo1ni-
ed. It is this, Sir, that by passing this measure, Orange- nate these outrages, I have a warm feeling of sympathy
men do not ask hon, gentlemen in this House to grant with the unfortunate peasantry of Ireland. I can well
legislative approbation of the principles upon which their sympathize with these men who in a half starving condi-
order is based, they simply ask for the privilege of holding tion, warm-hearted and enthusiastic men were goaded on
their property in the manner most convenient to themselves by agitators on the one hand and deceived by a miserable
and as other corporations hold it; and every lawyer in this radical Government on the other-a Government that
House knows, and must admit, that the method of holding deliberately, month after month, refused, notwithstanding
property through the intervention of trustees is inconvenient, the urgent remonstrances of the law-abiding citizens of
cumbrous and expensive. Why should these men, who have the country, to undeceive these men who led them to
never yet, so far as I have ever read in the history of the Bi- believe that it was possible for them to obtain what
tish Empire, committed a disloyal act towards their Sover- the Government knew well they nover could grant-I
eign, not be allowed to hold their property like other cor- say under these circumstances I sympathize with those
porations-like the Dominion Grange, for instance, which mon. But when the country was convulsed, when it was
has been referred to by one hon. gentleman ? Why should given over, bound hand and foot to anarchy (because the
tbey be denied privilegos freely accorded to others ? On the only men who were subject to the law and controlled by
principle of fair play, of toleration, of extending to others the law were the law-abiding citizens of Ireland) when the
the same privileges which I myself would wish to enjoy, I country was given over bound hand and foot to anarchy,
support this Biil. I holi thatthere lis somethingabove party when the very fabric ofsociety seemed to be tottering to
in the position we are to take in this matter. I have no its full, when Mr. Gladstone himself said that it seemed
desire to say one word which would offend the religious pre- doubtful for a moment whether the forces of order or disorder
judices or the religious opinions of any person, anId I trust I would prevaii-where did men look for relief ? Where did
have said nothing which would in any sense aronse anything they find loyal men-mon thatueither threat nor bribe could
like a sectarian feeling, a thing I would regret to do upon seduce from their allegiance ? They found them wherever
any occasion. an Orange lodge held a meeting in Ireland. The result

Mr. McNiILL. I am anxious to say a few words on this was thut hundreds of mon who had fornorly like myself
subject, because I have been brought up in that part of the ridiculed this association enrolled themselves in its ranks.
Empire whore Orangeism had its birth. I was born in the That was the reason why I joined that association; because
county of Antrim, in the North of Ireland; and I spent the I felt as others did, that this association had been, in a day
greater part of my boyhood there; and every year until of great and trying need, a benefit to the best interests of
I came out to Canada, I spent several months in that neigh- the British Empire.
borhood. It is, I think, known to everyone who knows It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
anything of the matter, that it is perhaps above all other
districts in Ireland, the one which is more than any other After Reocess.
the centre of the Orange organization. I was brought up
to believe that the Orange order was an order which, at all Mr. McNEILL. When you left the Chair at six o'clock I
events, was not a beneficial order-that it was in point of fact was endeavoring to state some of the reasons which induced
a mischievous order-an order which, if it did anything mi and others who like mvself harl disapproved of the
at all, was only useful to keep alive old sectarian traditions, Orange association, to lay aside the prejudice which we
which would be far botter buried out of sight. Those entertained and to join that body. W. became convinced
were the views which I entertained, and which were that underneath the superficial blemishes whieh we had
entertained by every member of my family. But, Sir, I always blamed there lay a sub-stratum of noble, and true,
returned to the Mother Country in lc80, and I spent the and stable feeling which must commend itself to every loyal
winter of that year in the north of Ireland, and I recollect subject of the Queen. But, Sir, I should be sorry indeed if
very well what the circumstances of that country were. I the idea went abroad, which bas, I believe to a large extènt
recollect very well the astonishment with which every one been believed, that the Orange Order was one which was
received the letter which the Barl of Beaconsfield addressed actuated by a feeling of dislike, a feeling of aversion -ft
to the Duke of Marlborough. That letterfell on the minds of feeling almost of hatred toward ouri Roman Catholic
the people in the north of Ireland, who, like myself, believed countrymen. For my own part, Sir, had this been true,
that the Orange body was a mischievous associatibn, like a had the Orange Order been such an Order as it has
bolt out of the blue. In that letter Barl Beaconsfield pointed been described to be in this respect, it would have been
out-he astonished the civilized world by pointing out, and impossible for me to have anything to do with it, for from
deliberately propounding, the proposition that the Empire my earliest childhood I have been on the closest intimacy
was threatened with a conspiracy which had for his object with Roman Catholics. My earliest recollections are recel-
the dissolution of the Union and the disintegration of the lections of tireless and devoted care and affection which 1
Empire itself. The civilized world laughed at the letter experienced from Roman Catholics, and therefore it would
to the Duke of Marborough, the civilized world knew a have been absolutely impossible for me to have joined
great deal botter; it said that this communication was au any association which had any ill-feeling towards those who
astute party move on the part of that old Asiatic politician, had allways had such a warm feeling towards myself.
but theh civilized world came to learn differently. There Nothing can be more untrue, nothing can be more mistaken
were only the misguided Orangemen who believed in the than the idea that members of the Orange Association are
truth of that statement-the Orangemen we had laughed at actuated by feelings of ill-will towards our Roman Cath-
all our lives-they believed that statement of the Earl be- olie fellow countrymen. Sir, the raison d'être of the
cause they knew it to be true, and circumstances that Orange Order is not hatred of Roman Catholicism, or hatred
arose afterwards were sufficient to justify the assertions of our Roman Catholie fellow countrymen, but love and
which the Earl of Beaconsfield made. I recollect loyalty to the British Throne. That is the cause which has
very well during that winter the sensation of horror given Orangeism its strength, and that is the reason why it
with which we opened our morDing and evening i has extended so greatly, and become so mach more powerful
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during the last few years. There have been certain objec- amociation as that. Bat, Sir, our attention has been dirooted
tions alleged against the association which I would like to to the fact that thîsasoiation has a political objeet.-My
say one or two words about. In the first place, it is said bon. friend from Montreal Contre (Mr. Curran) brougbt
that we are introducing here into Canada dissensions which that forward as a grand charge against the Orange
have unfortunately existed in Ireland, and which it is very body, and I observed, that when ho did so my hon. friond
much botter should not exist hbere. It is said that the from Huron applauded the remark. Now, Sir, with your
Orange Order is the symbol of those unfortunate dissensions permission, I wiIl venture to state what the objoot of that
in Ireland, and that to assist this Bill would be in point of association is, it ie that every man belonging to it shal to the
fact to promote bore what has been alleged to be such a utmost of bis power ondeavor to proserve to us and to our
great evil in that country. The observations that I had children afterUÉ, intact, that matchiess Empire of which it
desired to make on that head, have been so admirably made je our gtory and our privilego to form 8o important a part
already by my hon. friend from Cardwell, that I shall pass -our British Emire. I say. Sir, it le our Empire, because
them by altogether. It does seem to me that it is not a we have our ehare in it just as mucl as our friends in
question of the introduction of Orangeism into the country England, Ireland or Scotland have-I say, we have a groator
at all; but we have to consider the fact that.the Orange share. We may fot to day bave so great an influence; but
body is here hundreds of thousands strong; and we have bow mach greater le it to-day than it was twenty, ton, aye,
to consider that that body asks for certain rights, and we flve years ago. It is, Sir, an ever-increasing influence and
have to decide whether or not we are prepared to grant an ever-growing power; and I venture to say that tho
them. Now, the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. day is rapidiy approacbing when this noble Dominion of
Ourran), has alleged that one of the effects of granting Canada will exorcise au influence in the Gouncite of the
incorporation to the Orange Association in Canada would Empire which will bo indeod a potent influence. I know
bo the growth of intense bitterness between the different fot how it will be brought about; I care not by what
sections of society in this country. With very great machinry ieachieved; but tbis I do know, that I have a.
respect for him, I venture to maintain that the very rooted and an abiding faith in the selt-governing and coneer-
opposite would be the case; I venture to maintin that vative instincts of the Anglo-Saxon race, and I believe ther.
if there be anything more likoly than auother to soothe je in store for this mighty British Empire a somewhat nobler
any such animosities, which may unhappily exist in any dostiny than a destiny of dismemberment. 1 boiovo that
part of the country, it would be to grant those people the whon the time le ripe, when the hour le struck, the Empire
simple common right which they as British subjects claim. of England will prove wortby ber ancient renown, and wil
Tharight they ask is a right whiceh is possessed by the produce mon worthy to grapple with that great problom.
humblest subject of the Queen, the right to hold property in1tbehiove as the years roll on, we sha1 find these living
thoirown name; and Icannotconceive how itwould promote links of loyalty and love that hiid Iho eo>oîie b tho
il-wili or ill-feling in the breast of anyone that this coin- Mother Country drawn evordoser and doser stili, doser
mon, simple, humble right should be afforded to the Loyal to thaL Old Mother Land that guards in ler bosonithe bues
Orange Association in Canada. This right is in fact recog- of our forefuthere. 1 holieve that the lime is coming, and
nized by law in the Prvince of Ontario, but it is a right I believo k je noar at hand, when that matchlesEmpire
which we are prevented exercising, because the bringing that was won for ue by the prowess of our forefathere, shah,
of it into operation is attended with such peculiar expense. by tbe wisdom of their de6cendants ho amalgamated, and
Thorefore ail that is asked, so far as the Province of Ontario consolidated. Then, as to-day, and Lhrough the ages to
is concerned, is simply the power to put into operation come, one world-pervading Empire, flying one warM-
this admitted legal right--a request which I think ought respected lag-the old, old banner of Britain, lu wbose folda
certainly to commend itseolf to the sense of justice in the iberty bas bult ber home, under the sbudow of wbich
breast of every man present, and the granting of which, I there dwells the purest and nost pe-fect freedom to ho
venture to think, ought not to confict with any sentiments found on oarth. These are the sentiments and viewe, this
or any priuciples cherished by any hon. member of this je the political object wbich the Loyal Orange Association
louse. With reference to the Province of Quebec, it is said dosires to promoto; and I hope that these sentiments are
that this Act would be illegal-that we are asking our friends not so disgraceful, that this objeet je not 50 repugnant Lu
from Quebec to vote for the incorporation of an institution the sentiments of hs louse, as that I or that anyono olse
that would be illegal in that Province. Well, Sir, in reply should ho ashamed to daim connection witl that association.
to t"ut I have only to make one observation, either that Sir, 1 do not boliovo this right wo ask cau be denied. I do
allegation is true or it is untrue. If the institution be not not behiove that our Refo-m friende opposite will ho su
illegal, of course the objection flls to the ground. If, on the unjuet as Vo deny iL to us; 1 do not hoieve that our French-
other hand, it be illegal according to the general law of the Canadian friends, wbom we have so loyally supported, wilt
Province of Qiebec, thon I venture to say that this private ho 80 unkind as Lu deny iL Vo us; I do nul believe that hs
Act will not in any way override that law, and will simply fouse, the Gommons of Canada, will dony Vo us hs coin-
amount to a dead letter thore, and will, ther efore, if that mon, simple, humbhe right tehold our own property lu ur
argument is sound, have no effect whatever in that Pro.naie, morely because we happen to ho a purely Protestant
vince, gnd will not affect our Frenuh-Canadian friends in any organîzation.
way. But, Sir, I have no desire to weary the H1ouse with Mr. CASGRAI. I did not intend to take any part lu
further observation. I would only say that I can scarcely1thie debate, but after wlat bas been hourd on both sides I
thîink that one other objection which is sometimes made may be allowed te eay a few words, and I May Bay at the
against this association is a well founded objection: that boinning that, porhape, I willot please any party lu this
ls, that it is a purely Piotestant Association. Now. I am flse. As a mater of policy perhaps it would have been
sure that ail our friends, whether they are Catholic or Pro- hotter Vo ullow this Bill to pues merely unnoticed, bocause
testant, will feel that at ail events the Protestant and I an sure that if inoorporation wore granted we would
Catholie alike ought to be allowed liberty of conscience; have board Muet ikoly the last of IL; but now that
and I do think that it smacks to a certain extent of illiber- the debate bas aken soine proportions, and las hocome
ality to objeet to an association simply because its mem- magnifled Lu a larger extont t-han iL ought, we should
bers are men, who, while they are bound together to earry redue.it b iLs true value. The member for Mon-
out one common political objuct, at the same time entertain treat is, I think, right lu amaming that Lbis Parliamnt.
on, common religious faith. I do not think there is any- lasno right, no jarisdiction in thig matter, and I wouid
thing that ought to be objectionable to anyone in such an h*e Iildto hAve »on Lb. whe argument on bot14w
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based only on that ground. My hon. friend from Montreal
Gentre, who made a very good and powerful speech,
had certainly very good and strong reasons in his favor;
but his speech, I may tell him, will do probably more to
create hatred in this Dominion than the passage of the Bill
itself. I would like to see explained the true sentiment!
of what we call the Province of Quebec representation.
There is a very great anomaly between what they say and
what they do. I find at present they are all arrayes
against Orangeism and Freemasonry. Still the fact stared
uý in the face that for years past the right hon. leader of
the Government has been one of the highest representatives
of the lodge of Freemasonry in this country. The
hon. Minister of Oustoms is a!so one of the highest, if not
the highest dignitary of the other association. How is it
our friends from Quebec are the strong supporters of these
two representatives of these two associations. Moreover, I
think the right hon. Premier, before the last Election,
promised his support, as it were, to Orangeism; yet that
did not prevent any of my friends from the Province of'
Quebec from continuing their allegiance to their leaders.
It is true they have become recalcitrant at present, to a
certain extent, but it is rather late, and they ought to be
more consequent in their views. We have heard of the
sentiment of loyalty expressed by the hon. member for
North Bruce. Well, I am surprised at the naivete with
which my hon. friend expresses this roposition. I have
not read very much of thé history of Orangeism-it never
interested me very much-but I may say my historical
information goes far enough back to attribute the sorrowful
position of Ireland to-day in a great measure to Orangeism,
and if Lhat has beten its effoect there, then there is nuch to
be said against it here. I will read an extract from a Bel-
fast paper.

Mr. McNEILL. Name the paper.
Mr. CASGRAIN. A paper published in Belfast.

It is not concocted for the occasion, and will show you the
amount of loyalty which this association permits itself to
indulge in. The following is the extract:-

I A ORAND ORANGE SPEECH ;-The annual meeting of the Staly-
bridg- Con ;titttional Association took place, says a Belfast newspaper,
on Saturday. At the close of the proeeedings, M. Booth Mason, in
seconding a vote of thanki 1o the Mayor, said :-I have on my Orange
scarf (cheers) beeanse I am the Deputy Grand Master of the Orange
Association of England (cheers) and becanse it represents a good
principle. It represents civil and religious liberty. (Loud cheers.) It
representsanop -n Bible, (Cheers.) It represents the spreading of the
glorious Gosp1 o.f the blessed God. Oh, brethren, shall I tell you
something. (fear, hear, cries of ' yes.) rwo or three years ago I sent
to the New York State 50 Orange warrants, and you will find in their
lodge rooms-you will ficd 59 papers signed with the name of Booth
Mason. (Oheers.) We have 300,000 arpied Orangemen in Canada."

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have two arms each
of them.

Mr. CASGRAIN continued:
" We have 250,000 in Ireland (cheers) and there is not one of the
Queen's ships that sails ont of Portsmouth but does not contain a band
of Orang men. (Cheers ) What, then, eau we fear trom (Cladstone,
that infernal Jesuit? (Leud cheers and langhter,) Idefy the-(cheers)
-oh, Pope of Rome, thou anconfined fiend of hell, the Lord God shall
shortly consume thee. (Cheers and laughter ) Oh, ,House of Lords-
Muet Isay it-I wil say it-(Iaughter)-tliiu shalt perish. (Laugihter.)
Shahl I say something more? I will say it. Oh, Prince of Wales,
thon wilt never be King of England. (Laughter and confusion.)"

Now, Sir, thev say, like the old nigger: "Them's my senti-
ments." I take that to be a true index of, perbaps not the
lodges of the present, but of what the Orange lodges were J
formerly. Their loyalty consists, not se much to theirown
Church, but it is the avowed destruction of the Church of
Rome. I desire to record rny vote against this Bill. It
would have been much better if this Bill had been alloweds
to pass silently, but the effect of this discussion w,1l have
an effect the very reverse of what we expect, that is to say,
we will make what are called political martyrs. We will

excite the ire of these Orangemen. They ae a powerfl
b:>dy, and whatever the result of this debate be, I hope they
will havegood sense enough to submit toit, as I hope the
Roman Catholics will have sense enough to submit to it
peaceably aiso. The hon. member for Montreal Centre said
if this Bill passed, we would have another battle of the
Boyne. On the contrary, the church I belong to does not
dictate to us any such line of conduct, but it teaches us, in
the spirit of the New Testament, that when we are smitten
on one cheek we are to turn the other. If this Bill passes, I
hope my Catholie brethren will1 rather submit to it than have
another battle of the Boyne. These are my sentiments.

Mr. TYRW HITT. Mr. Speaker: I would not venture to
take part in the present debate, knowing as I do my utter
inability to discuss the subject now before the House in a
manner either satisfactory to myself, to interest the mem-
bers of this Rouse, or to the advantage of the Orange Asso-
ciation whose cause I wish to advoeate ; but, Mr. Speaker,
1 feel it would be a derelicuion of duty on my part to give a
silent vote on a question of such vital importance and such
intense interest to a great majority of the electors of the
county I have the honor torepresent in this House. During
the debate on the introduction of this Bil, it was claimed
by my friend, the hon. member for Bothwell, that he repre-
iseted the ultra-Protestant county of the Province of
Ontario; but without wishin to dotraet from the honor
claimed by that hon. gentleman for his county, or
from their liberality in electing him to represent them, I
have yet to learn that there is a constituency in the
Dominion that can claim precedence to the South Riding of
Sincoc, boasting as it doos of its fifty six Orange lodges. I
have listened with a good deal of attention to the arguments
used by the legal gentlemen who have attempted to prove
to this House by special pleading that the Orange Associa-
tion is not entitled to receive that measure of justice from
this House which has been aecorded to other associations
during the present and during the last Session of the
last Parliament. These arguments have failed to convinceme
and will have still less effeot in convincing the hundreds of
thousands of Orangemen throughout this Dominion that
their claim is not a just one and that they are not entitled
to what has been granted to other associations throughout
the length and breadth of this Daminion. I regret to say
that I have a profound contempt for law as interpreted by
lawyers when advanced by them. In corroboration of an
opinion previously expressed I arn of opinion that such laws
are only iitended to make litigation and to complicate the
laws, so that it will require the services of the compilers to
explain them. If the incorporation of the Orange Ase-
(iation is at a futare time found to be illegal, owing to the
disabilities under which some members of the Order labor
in some of the Provinces, it will be an easy matter at a
future time to do what is doue with very many other Acte
-from the Tariff downwards-to so amend it as to meet
the exigencies of the hour and I am of opinion that
if such an iniquitous Act does exist in the Province
of Quebec the sooner it is amended the better. [*The
hon. mermber for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) said: what
will be the effect of thie Bill on the immigration to this
country ? Well, Sir, I consider that the effect of this Bill
will be a most beneficial one, for the simple reason that it
will assist in doing away with the evil effects which have
been created lu the Old Country, and it will prevent a class
of immigrants comîng to this country whieh 1, for one,
do not wish to see here, and I think it wili save us a good
deal of trouble in the future, and a good deal of expense.] I
would ask theee gentlemen for an instant to divest them-
selves of their legal minds and t. view this Bill from an
mpartial and judicial stand-point, and I will attempt to give
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some of the reasons why I consider the Orange Association unaware what they were asking at the hands of Parliament.
entitled to incorporation. The Orange Association do not Since that time, Mr. Speaker, I.have informed myself, and
wish to come to this House in the character of suppliants, I now know the fuli scope of the Bill, and what it asks from
nor do I wish to prostrate myself to beg for them. We Parliament. Is it not extraordinary that, while the right
come simply to ask for what we consider we have a right hon. leader of the Goverument, the hon. Finance Minister,
to demand. We do not ask for unusual favors, for extraor- the hon. -Minister of Railways, the hon. Postmaster General
dinary powers, we simply ask, we simply demand, rights and the hon. leader of the Opposition, ail voted that the Bill
which have been granted to other associations in this and in should go to a second reading, no word -f reproach has been
the last Parliament. During the last Session of the last cast on any of those hon. gentlemen, and no imputations
Parliament an Act was passed incorporating the Sisters of have been attempted Io be cast on their conduet by the
Charity in the North-West Territories, empowering them press; but because I am a Roman Catholie, and
&c., &c. Now, Mr. Speaker, I contend that in the Orange because I saw fit to refuse to throw the measure out with-
Association we have men equally modest, equally virtuous, out a hearing, how have I been received by the Liberal
and equally religious as the Sisters of Charity, and, press of the country ? The Globe, the London Advertiser,
therefore, equally entitled to the consideration of this and the Hamilton Times have all made animadversions
House. Their vows are not more secret. During the against me for the course I saw fit to take. I say, if I was
present Parliament an Act has been passed incorporat- worthy of blame for having taken that course, so also were
ing the Oblate Fathers of the North-West Territories, other hon. members, and a majority voted that the Bill
and not one of the supporters of the present Bill en- should go to the second reading. -With what state of affairs
deavored to place any obstacle in the way of its becom- are we now confronted ? Did not the Orange Association
ing law; and I again contend that the Orange Association exist over the whole of British America long before Confed-
are equally entitled to incorporation- being equally reli- eration ? Is not the Grand Lodge of the Orangemen of
gious and equally desirous of serving God according to the British North America now in existence in ail Provinces of
dictates of their conscience. Exception was taken on the the Dominion, and is it not a body exercising its functions
introduction of this Bill to the association calling themselves in regard to that Order for every one of the Provinces ?
the Loyal Orange Association by the hon. member for Such was the position at the time of Confederation,
Gloucester. Now, I consider that exception was not weIl and it is the position to-day. I freely confess that if
taken, and consider they have a perfect right to any name any act or vote of mine were likely to bring this
they see fit to assume. They have ever been on the side of institution into existence, if I felt we were going to
law and order, and their proudest boast has ever been that give it a status which it had not already in the country,
they will preserve the integrity ofthe Empire of which they I do not think I would cast my vote in favor of the Bill.
are sworn supporters. I should think, Mr. Speaker, that at But 1 find this asso:iation in existence, in every Province
the present moment when we read of secret societies banded in the Dominion. In the Province from which I come
together for the purpose of murder, arson and dynamite plots, it bas not only an existence, but a very vigorous and strong
thatthe people of this country would feel an inward satisfac- existence, and a membership numbering hundreds of thous-
tion at the incorporation of a society formed for loyal pur- ands. In the Maritime Provinces it has also a numerous
poses. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to know why special mernbership, as also in the Province of Quebec. The as-
privileges are granted to other associations which are denied sociation has property in all these Provinces. I know in
to a Protestant association; in what way are they entitled Ontario it possesses a very large property, and since the
to the consideration of this House more than we are? Are first reading of this Bill I have received letters from
they not wedded to their own belief? Are they not aggres. Orangemen in different parts of Ontario.
sive ? Are they not intolerant ? The very fact of their An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.denying to us what we have chiefly accorded to them is a
proof that they are unwilling to grant to us, their fellow- Mr. HAWKINS. An hon. member says "hear, hear."
subjects, rights which we have given thcm and which we Well, Mr. Speaker, I hope the relation between Orangemen
could have withheld if we had seen fit to do sc. Why and Catholies will long continue to be of such a nature
should the Orange Society of all others be the one selected that we can have communication with each other. What
for a sacrifice? The only logical conclusion we can come did those gentlemen say ? They said they had many lodges
to is, that its opponents are bigots and disloyal mon who in different portions of the country which long since would
would pass resolutions of sympathy with rebels and assae- have passed into the possession of private individuals, and
oins, but have not a word of encouragement for men who would have become dwelling-houses, if the association had
have ever stood by the Empire in its darkest hours, who had the right to deal with them and dispose of ihem. It is
combine only against her enemies, and by the opposi- quite true, in many other places they may desire to acquire
tion now shown to the passage of this Bill will prove to the more property, and to hold the property in such a manner as
world that they are still the noble sons of noble sires. to sue and be sued. But if hon. members will read the Bill
It must not be supposed that by defeating this Bill at the through they will find nothing to cause apprehension of
present crisis that it will be finally disposed of as we shal danger, or infringement, in the slighest degree, of the righits
continue to agitate to obtain our rights, and if unable to or privileges of any class of the community. Those news-
get what is justly due to us from this louse, we will elect a papers which have been attacking me solely because 1, a
Parliament from which we car) obtain justice. We will give Roman Catholie, felt I was justified in casting my vote in
up the old party names of Liberal and Conservative and this House according to my conscience, will be surprised to
elect men to this House who are sufficiently liberal to grant learn that, no longer since than 22nd and 23rd of September
us Orange incorporation. last, one of the largest bodies of Roman Catholic represent-

Mr. HAWKINS. Mr. Speaker: When this Bill was intro. atives ever convened in Ontario met in Toronto, and after
duced into this House, and when it was proposed to throw having .deliberated on this subject for upwards of six
it out without giving it a hearing, and without hon. mem- hours, decided we would have an interview with the
bers learning what the provisions of the Bill were, I, for First Minister, and Mr. Meiedith, as leader of the
one, felt it to be my duty, and felt it to be due to the elec- Opposition in the Ontario louse; and a committee of
tors who sent me here, to rise in my place and object to upwards of forty was appointed to wait on those hon. gentle-
that procceding. I demanded on that occasion a hearing men at the Queen's Hotel, and did wait òn them, and I was
for the promoter of this Bill. I went further at that time: chairman of the convention and of that committee. And
I said I was ignorant of the contents of that Bill, that I was i we were instructed without a dissenting voice upon the part
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of nearly a hundred representative Catholie gentlemen, from heard, and that opposition to the measure whioh two or
nearly every riding in Ontario, to say that it was our advice three sectarian papers have said there is existing in the
that this question should be settled ; that it was our opinion, Province of Ontario, would we not have had this House
that the passage of the Orange Bill would be the means of flooded with petitions against the pastsage of the Bill, but on
bringing peace and harmony to the Province of Ontario; the contrary we hear scarcely any opposition to the passage
and that we, in our representative capacity gave it as our of the Bill. I can very well understand that the members
opinion'-and there were there Members of Parliament, hailing from the Province of Quebre foel sonewhat oppoeed
members of the Local Legislature, and representatives as I to it on account of their strong opposition to secret
have said, of our body from Ottawa to Sarnia, and societies in every form, but I am bound to tell those
also from the southern boundary northward-and this was members that I also, as a Roman Catholic, know my
their unanimous advice tendered to the leaders of our duties as such. I know that no Roman Catholie may
party, that the Orange question should be settled, that or can be consistently a member of any secret organir-
it had long enough been the cause of discord and ation; but I challenge any mem ber on this floor, I challenge
trouble in the courts; and that the settlement of that ques- any co-religionist in the country, to point out, or show, that
tion, and according to this association the right to this obligation goes any further. I challenge them to show
deal with its own property in the manner in which they that it is incumbent on any Roman Catholie to persist in
might see fit, could ho of no possible concern, could ho no the state of affairs which is bringing a dangerous agitation
possible injury to any other body or class of the community. in the country, whieh is fostering a state of agitation in the
Yet, I, the chairman of that convention, the spokesman Province of Ontario, that must inevitably range the Protes-
of that committee, appointed to wait upon the right hon tant section of that Province sooner or later as against their
Sir John A. Macdonald, in the capacity ho then was, of fellow, C(atholics in the saine Province and in other Pro.
leader of the Opposition, have been stigmatized and asked vinces of the Dominion. Now, as I said the other day, I
to give my authority for having refused to give this measure believe that the passage of this Bill will ho accepted as a
the six mnontha'hoist, when it was brought up iii this louse. peace offering; and that it can b of no possible injury to
Mr. Speaker, there is my authority. 1 had the right to speak any class in the community ; and that, moreover,'I have a
as I did speak, as representing one of the most influential firm and abiding faith in that great church, in that great
bodies of Catholie Conservatives ever convened in the Pro- society_of which I bave the honor of being a mem ber. I
vince of Ontario. Well, the position appears to me to be this: believe that wherein all the efforts of the German Empire,
this association is in existence; this association has increased as wielded by the groat Bisuarck, h.ving failed to afi'vet.
and multiplied its membership from the timo that this the po-ition and tle stan ling of ihat great church
question began to be agitated in this country; this associa- in Germany, and although ail the machinery of Goverun-
tion wr>uld have ceased long ago to agitaLe, and] wouli have oi.ert, all the aid of the Stato was b·ouglit to bear,
retired within their lodges, would have retired within their still we find the church came ont of ·the conflict
circle, but for the fact that, not only the members of the triumphant over all its enemies. In Russia, we sec the
Orange Association, but the Protestant people of Ontario same thing come to pass Notwithstanding all the ma-
at large have felt, and feel now, that a great injustice had chinations of the Government, and all the attempts to crush
been done them in the denial to them of the right which is out that church in Poland, and to banish and close the
conceded to every other class of the community; and, as I churches, we see that glorious institution triumphant
said, the principle of incorporation was fully conceded in and going upward and onward in its great mission.
the Province of Ontario. At one time the Liberals took Again in England-hon. members have pictured to us here
up this question in the Local House and settled it, and if to day the state of affairs in England 100 and 200 years ago
they had had the courage of their convictions and of their -well, at that time, what was the position of the chureh
opinions, it would have been heard of no more during the in England? The bishops wer*e proscribed; it was illegal
last nine or ten years But for politicalirea ons, in order that to perform the offices of the church in England or in Ire.
they might keep it up as a means of agitation, and in order land; but the world has bocome more enlightened, has
that the cause of peace and harmony might bo disturbed by become liboralized, and we find the Catholie Church to-day
this sectarian question-for I hold that it, is no more an-i no in England, in as halthv and as prosperous a state as it is
less than a mere sectarian question-they have kept it open in any other part of the world. lu the United States,
to the prosent day. With regard to the advisability of whore every association, where every sciety is allowed to
bringing it to this House, or of waiting to submit it in the band together and hold thoir property, a similar state of
Local Legislature of Ontario, I pass no opinion; but the affairs prevails; and in speaking of the United States, I am
member for Montreal Contre, and every speaker who spoke only sorry that there is not more power in that country to
against the Bill, said that it should be relegated to the restrict and restrain those men who are disturbing the
Legialature of Ontario, and that the Bill of incorporation peace of the British Empii e at the prosent day; and I witl ask
would be had there. Now, as a resident of Ontario, and a from one certain paper in this Dominion which stigmatizes
member hailing from that great Province in which noarly me as being a sympathizer with Orangemen-whetber it is
one-half of the people of this Dominion is situated, I think more honorable, more worthy of me, as being a Canadian,
that the difference between voting for Orange incorpora- to be iu sympathy, as they say I am, with a body of loyal
lion in the Legislature in Toront' and voting for it here on citizens of this country, or to ho in sympathy with those
the floor of the Dominion Parliament is very small; there- mon who have brought much shame and disgrace upon
fore I feel, for one, that I am perfectly justified in Ireland. I ask that paper to state which of these is the
belioving that to give this association the right to deal more honorable or dishonorab'e position to occupy. I have
with its .property, and to dispose of its property nearly concluded my remarks. I did not intend to say so
in the places where it is not used, and of acquiring pro- mach when I took the floor, but I felt I was liable to be
perty in other places where they require it, the right of misrepresented and I only pleaded in favor of giving the
holding their moneys in the name of their own association Bill a hearing, and I only voted as my right hon. leader
and of not being liable to loss and litigation through haviug voted, as the Minister of Rilways voted, as the Postmaster-
held it in the way they do hold it now, is something which General voted, as the leader of the Opposition and many
this louse ought to concede. I know, for I have been for 'others of the most intelligent members of this House votod,
many years, at least during ton years, quite familiar on this yet of all these I was the only member who was singled
subject, with the feeling cf the Catholies of the Province of out for attack for having voted for the Bill, and, again, as
Ontario, and if there were that opposition of which we have being an inconsistent Catholie for having done 0o. I have



COMMONS DEBATES. APRI I,
now expressed my views, and I could quote from speecl'es
of mine which I have delivered in different parts of
Ontario during the last ton years and in which I have openly,
strongly and manfully ndvocated the speedy settlement of
this question in order that we might bave happiness and
harmony in this country, and in order. that these Old Coun-
try bitternesses might disappear, and that Canadians might
join heartily in building up and fostering the welfare of this
great Dominion, and forgetting, layin!g aside, and burying
forever the differences out of which the hostility to this
mere simple act of justice has arisen.

Mr. BUJRNS. I bad not intended to offer any remarks to
the House, but I desire to say a few words in reply to the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Hawkins). That hon.
gentleman, in the observations which he bas made to night,
has thrown ont a distinct challenge which 1, for one, am dis-'
posed to take up, not for Ihe purpose of protracting Ihe
debate, but simply in order to refute a statement which he
has made. le has stated to the Hou-e that the Catholic
Chureb does not do any more than probibit ber members
from belonging to secret societies, and ho says ho challenges
any Roman Catholie to deny the assertion. f, as a Roman
Catholie, deny it. I assert that the Roman Catholie Church
condemns secret societies in toto. I add to that assertion
the observation thnt the eulogium which the hon. gentle-
man bas made on the Catbolic Church does not in any way
cover up, in my mind the attaek ho has made on the Church
of which he says he is a member, in saying that that Church
does not condemn secret societies.

Mr. SPROULE On looking over the Bill whieh is before
the Iuuse aiing for the incorp ration of Lhe Orange body,
I find that there is very little in it to be considered. The
first thing which is asked is that the association may be
enabled to own its own property. I recognize that it is the
right of a Government to secure not only to individu als but
also to incorporations, to people who band themselves for
any legitimate pursuit whether it be manufacturing, or the
promotion of any religions opinions, or any benevolent pur-
pose, or any other charitable institutions-I say, I apprehend
it is the rigbt of the Government to secure to these parties,
whether individually or collect ively, the right to use and to
hold their own properties. There is no doubt that there is
a great deal ofsentiment in connection with this question.
The history of the institution in the past bas done more to
prejudice the people against it at the present time than any-
thing else; but if members were to look around and see what
the society is really like they would find that it is a pro-
gressive society, that it bas comparatively lost its original
identity, and is to-day more in harmony with the spirit ofi
the age. It has materially changed in that respect in this
country. It is composed of very large numbers of men that
are acknowledged at least to be respectable members of
society. They ask the right to hold their own property, to
contract debts, to have the privilege of suing others, or to
be sued themselves. They ask that wben this property isi
of no more use to them they shahl have the privilege of dis.-
posing of it and of distributing the proceeds in any waytheyi
may see fit. I tbink no man can see anything wrong ini
that. Looking back over the history of this Parliamenti
and other Parliaments in this country from the earliesti
ineeption of Government, I have not been able to1
recognize any period when so large a number of men1
acknowledged to be respectable members of society came1
before a Government, asking a Bill of incorporation for anyi
reasonable purpose, and had that right denied them. Weo
have incorporated religious associations, enabling them toi
hold and dispe of their property-benevolent societies,i
and we believe it is right that they should be incorporated,i
becanse they are doing a good work. We have incorpor-j
ated charitable institutions, and they are all tending, as this1
orne is, in the direction of harmony with the spirit of the-
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age, the spirit of progress, of benevolence aud of good. In
the opposition taken to this Bill there are several principles
involved-one is that it would not be in harmony with the
law of the Province of Queboc. 8o far as the constitution-
ality of the Bill is oncerned, I cannot say anything, because
I do not consider I am cpable ofjudging it in that respect;
but if the Bill is constitutional, then I think in some other
way it should be our duty to remove that disability which
rests on the association, and of harmonizing the laws in this
respect. Another principle is that secret societies should be
condemned, and those hon. gentlemen who hold those views
are legitimately entitled to hold and express them. There
is no doubt they have good reasons for the ground they
take, but they will concedo to others the same right to hold
other views. My own opinion is that so long as a society
appears to be for the promotion of the welfare of humanity,
so long as it has for its object ihe aim of this society, that
is, to coLcede to all classes rehigious liberty and toleration,
then we should not condemn it. So long as it bas not a
tendency to undermine the foundation of society, solong as
it is not treasonable or prejudicial to the welfare of the
country, then I think it should be regarded as a fair and
legitimate society in any one of the Provinces. We find
that in Ontario at the present time almost every society is
admitted whether it is secret or otherwise, but we do net
find any bad results from the existence of these societies.
We have the Freemasons,the Oddfellows,the Orange Associ-
ation, the United Order of Ancient Workmen, and the
Good Templars, and fifty others, all of which are composed,
perhaps, of some of the most respectable members of society;
as a whole. they are acknowledged to be good members of
society. Now, I say, that so long as a society bas for its
object the promotion of the welfare of humanity; so long as
it does not interfere with the Government of the country;
so long as it does not tend to break down the institutions
that go to make up the civilization of the country, then we
should not pass any sweeping condemnation of it. With
reference to the Orange Association, it is said that it bas a
tendency towards the exaltation of the Protestant religion.
I can only say that, from my knowledge of it, I do not under-
stand it. I understand that it is the imperative duty of
Orangemen, if one Catholie lives amongst 10,000 of
thern, to accord to that man the greatest freedom te
pursue his own religion, and that no matter what
a man's religion may be, whether ho is a Roman
Catholic or a Jew, so long as his profession is a religious
one they have the right to protect him no maLter from
whom aggression may come. It may be said that the
Orangemen themselves are aggressive. I am led te under-
stand differently. I understand that one of the imperative
rules of the Order is that its members are to be slow to take
offence, tbat they are to give no offence. Another rale is
that ho must be a good member of society, becanse he must
live in accordance with the laws of the land. He must, se
far as possible, live in conformity with the laws of the
religious denomination by which ho is governed, and while
he does this, I do not think we should pass any sweeping
condemnation upon him. But I believe the prejudice that
existe to-day against the Orange Order is more in conse-
quence of the history of the past than because of any of its
actions in the present day. I think that in those parts of
the country where Orangemen are most numerous and beSt
known, people have the best opportunity of judging of
them; and in those parts of Ontario where they are very
numeroùs, we cannot find any testimony against their
respectability, their submission to law as citizens, or any
conduct on their part which might be detrimental to the
interests of the State. This being the case, and in consid-
eration of their large numbe r, and of the smali requirementa
asked in this Act, Itbink it will be only fair in this House
to concede the measure, and instead of makingthem stronger
I think the result will be te make them weaker. I know
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of many of these Orangemen who bave their lodges invested
in trustees, and who would be willing to dispose of that
property and send in their charter, but they cannot do so.
It must be held by trustees, and if these trustees nmake
away with that property they have no redress. It appears
to me that they are something in the position of an insol-
vernt without any law to enable him to wind up his affairs.
They only ask what is reasonable, they only ask to have
applied to them the golden rule of doing to others as you
would have others do to you.

Mr. HIACKETT. It was not my intention, when this
question was introduced, to make any remarks upon it ; but
as the discussion has goie on and taken a wide range, I
consider that I would not be fulfilling my duty by giving a
silent vote. It has been said by the promoter of this Bill
that the Orange Association is a charitable institution, and
that the Orange Order is a tolerant order. Now, I am
disposed to think that such is not the fact, judging by the
rules of -the organization, which I have in my hand, in the
shape of a small book called "The Constitution and Laws of
the Loyal Orange As-sociation of British America." By the
book, i find that a member of that society, although at the
time he joins it may be a good Protestant, may be expelled
in disgrace from the Order for the slightest reason. One of
the reasons given for expulsion is marrying a Roman
Catholic or Papist. [ do not think a charitable or tolerant
institution would do thal. Anotber reason given for expul-
sion is any member sending his children to a Roman Cath-
olic School. I say that any organization that acts in this
manner is intolerant and uncharitable to the last degroc. 1
listened with a good deal of interest to the speech of the
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Hawkins). He states that
ho is a Roman Catholic and that as suh he is inclined to
give his support to this Bill. I may say that I am a Roman
Catholic as well as the hon. gentleman ; but I look upon
this Orange Society as one aggressive to Roman Catholicism.
I look upon it as being opposed to Catholicism, and, such
beingthe fact, I, as a Roman Catholic, would be derelict in
my duty if I did not oppose any measure directed against
the religion which I believe to be the true guide to salvation.
1 am conscientious in the matter, as I believe the hon, gentle-
man who broughtup this Bill oo eonscientioun. Tho ho-.
member for Cardwell said tiaL it would be beLter for Orange-]
men to be allowed to walk on the 12th of July, and that
Catholics should remain indoors, and no bitterness would
result I think it is a most astounding proposition to make,
that Catholics, on the 12th of July, should suspend all their
business operations in order to allow mon to go through the
streets, simply because they are Orangemen. The hon.
gentleman is, of course, educated up to these views, but I
look upon them as being narrow-minded and intolerant.
Why do Orangemen march on the 12th of July ? Why do
they think it necessary to go out, on that day, with yellow
ribbons, yellow flags, and yellow regalia, and flaunt them
in the faces of Roman Catholics? Why does the hon. gen-
tleman think it necessary that, in this free country, they
should be allowed to do it ? They simply do it for the pur-
pose of reminding me that my forefathers were defeated,
some two hundred years ago, by their forefathers, on the
banks of the Boyne. They do it for the purpose of remind-
ing me that a solemn treaty, entered into by the Irish
people who were conquered at that time by the Prince whom
the Orangemen immortalize, was violated before the ink
was dry on the paper; that the Roman Catholic people of
Ireland, of whom I am a descendant, were used in a manner
which, at this day and this age, would not be allowed.
These are the facts, and the hon. gentleman need not
attempt to deny them; and when we see these
processions marching before our faces, we cannot be
blind to the fact that they are intended to remind
us that we must bow in submission as our foretathers
did two huadred years ago. That is one reason why I refuse

to vote for the incorporation of this association. There is
Do reason why in free Canada wo should perpetuate the
religiofs animosities of our forefathers. There is no reason
why we should take an oath of ultra-loyalty. All that is
required of a good citizen is, that he should obey the laws
and take the oath of allegiance to Her Majesty. The hon.
member for North Simcoe (hir. Tyrwhitt) made a very un-
warranted attack upon Roman Catholics. In replying to
the hon. member for Montreal Centre, with regard to a
certain class of immigrante being turned away from our
shores, he said it would be botter if they were. Now, I think
that was a gratuitous insult to the Irish Roman Catholics,
whom the hon. gentleman must bave meant. I do not
see why he should insult these people. The Roman
Catholic people have always, as fer as I have known,
been, with very few exceptions, loyal to the British
flag in every part of the world where they have been called
to fight for that flag. They have doue their duty on the
plains of India, in America, on the burning sands of Africa,
and no later than last year on the plains of Tel el Keber.
Irish Catholics have always done their duty whenever re-
quired, and the stream of blood shed in defence of the Brit-
ish flag bai always been increased by the pure blood of tho
Irish Catholie. The insult offered to the Roman Catholies
of Canada and the world by the hon. member for South
Simcoe is one that casts discredit only on its author. W bile
I think the hon. member for Montreal Centre entered very
largely into the constitutional question in regard to this
B 11, I think it will prove of interest to state that in the
Province of Prince Edward Island we had a gooJ deal of
discussion over these questions, and I am sorry we did not
folluw this evening the rule followed in that Legislature on
that occasion, when i had the honor of a seat in our Local
House. Both parties agreed that it would be better to take
a silent vote on the Bill, so that no ill-feeling might be
created, as both Catholics and Protestants lived side by side
on the Island, and had always entertained the best of good
feeling towards each other. For my part, I have always
found in my intercourse with Orangemen that they were
as honest and as generous in their dealings as any other
people. I do not believe that Orangemen individually are
intlorant, but that the Orange body as a society is an in.
tolerant and uncontrollabie a-bociation. We voted againt
the Bill, but it was carried, and was reserved for the signifi-
cation of Her Majesty's pleasure. lt was sent up to Ottawa
in 1878, when tho hon. member for East York was at the
bead of the Government, but- was not dealt with until the
present Government came into power. That Bill was sent
back to the Lieut.-Governor of Prince Edward Island, with
the following despatch:-

IREBERVED BILL.

In addition to the above Acte, a Bill was passed entitled-'An
Act to incorporate the Provincial Grand Lodge of Prunce Edward
Island and the sâbordinate lodges in connec.ion therewith,' which
was reserved by 'is lonor the Lieutenant-Governor for the signifi-
cation of Bis Excellency's pleasure thereon.

'In 1873 two Bills were passed by the Legielature of Ontario en-
tiLled-'An Act to incorporate the Loyal Orange Association of
Western Ontario,' and 'An Act to incorporate the Loyal Orange
Association of Eastern Ontarno,' which were reserved by the Lient-
enant-Governor for the signification of His Excellency's pleasure
thereon. Upon these Bills the then Minister of Justice, Sir John A.
Macdonald, reported as follows:-

" That these Acts purport to incorpnrate two Provincial Associations.
" That the only objct of these Associations appearing on the face

of the Acta is the holding of property real and personal
" That this being a Provincial object the Acts are within the com-

petence and jurisdiction of the Provincial Legielature. Such being
the case, in the opinion of the undersigned, the Lieutenant-Governor
of Ontario ought not to have reserved these Acte for Your Excel-
lency's assent, but should bave given hisassentto them as Lieutenant-
Governor."

Referring to the two Acts and the reserved Bill of Prince
Edward Island the despatch concludes as follows: -

"If the Acte should again be passed the Lieutenant-Governor shonld
consi4er himelf bound to deal with %hem at once, and ne usk Your
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Excellency to intervene in matters of Provincial concern, and solely
and entirely within the jurisdiction and conapetence of the Legisature
of the Province."

This shows very clearly that these Acts come under the
competence and jurisdiction of the Local Legislatures, and
that the gentlemen seeking incorporation should apply to
them. In Prince Edward Island, the Bill was again revived
in 1881, and the Lieut.-Governor of the Province vetoed
the Bill, so that the question, as far as Prince Edward Island
is concerned, is looked upon as settled, because this action
will always stand as a precedent. Therofore, this question
is settled for all time to come in our Province, and I know
that a great deal of iil-feeling and disturbance would be
createdc there if this Bill becomes law.

Mr. MACKINTOSH. I am not a believer, Sir, in the
fallacy that the discussion of questione distasteful to one
nationality or another, one creed or another, should, as a
matter of convenient policy, be avoided in this House. I
believe this to be the proper place, this the High Court, to
which all classes of lier Majesty's subjects should feel safe
in appealing, and thus appealing, rely upon being justly and
impartiallydoalt with. W ithin these walls, Sir, I take it, we
have virtually entered into a solemn compact to cultivate
inutual forbearance, mutual toleration, and if the mixed pop-
ulation of this Dominion is to continue to live in peace, and
the great future we have marked out is to prove other than a
dream of enthusiasm-all classes, all creeds, all sections, must
adopt the golden maxim of doing as they wpuld be done by.
Questions such as these must be settled from a higher level
titan that upon which political problems are sometimes
solved; questions involving the rights of minorities, the
duties of majorities, and those b igher incidents of statecraft
which tond to impart vigor »id give permanence to the
principles and designs of respousible governmont. For, if
we are not able to withstand tho promptings of prejudice, il
powerless to school ourselves in the true elements of self-
government, we are not worthy of being entrusted with the
discharge of higher legislative responsibilities. When the
Bill now before the House was introduced by the -hon. mem
bar for E4.t lbstings many who extract a modicum of in-
teest from speculating on the cffcxt a question of thiz
nature ight pioduce in the ranks d baLh pilitical
parties, not unnaturally expressed grave apprehensions
that the discussion would re-open old sores, resurrect
old issues, and engender bitterness, di-cord and person-
al acrimony. Rappily, Sir, so far, thore bas not been the
most rermote manifestation of ill-feeling, and no better
proof bas been furnished for many years within the
louse of Commons that the people's representatives pro,
perly estimate their duties and appreciate the blessings of
the Constitution under which they live. Ail profess, 1 think,
to recognize the individual and collective i ights guaranteed
under that Constitution. Ail cre Ads claim, and reasonably
claim, the enjoyment of certain well-defined privileges, and
whilst making no scrutiny into the inner lives or religious
convictions oi those from whom they may differ, each rea
sonably expects to experienace like consideration. By such
reciprocal relations alone ean perfect harmony be maintained,
and by such reciprocal relations alone can we hope to avoid
those national bi eakers that in the past have wrecked so
many communities and destroyed so many States, where the
band had done its work whilst the heart faited to throb re-
sponsive to the advanced intelligence of the age. Convinced

at where the masses are educated and possess ready access
to centres of knowledge, where the press is daily within the
reach of all, and public opinion restrains anything approach-
ing either injustice or license, I feel, Sir, that an attempt
to curtail the liberty of conscience or legitimate freedom of
action enjoyed, or sought to be enjoyed, by any portion of
the commonwealth would be a most questitonable, in fact, a
no.it pernicious experiment. Realizing this, my duty is

glear, namely, on ail occasions to advocate the same powers,
Mr. U.a!e,

the same rights, the same liberties for a body of my
Protestant fellow-countrymen, that I am willing to ex-
tend to those belonging to other religions denominations.
I am not, Sir, a member of the Order petitioning for incor-
poration, and if the request was that we should sanction, by
Act of Parliament, the inauguration in Canada of proces-
sions commemorative of any unpleasant reminiscence of a
bygone age, I would not vote for it. Those who now ask
for power to hold land and to dispose of the same, to own
banners and have a corporate right thereto, to sue and be
sued, have for many years enjoyed the privilege of march-
ing in pyosession and of meeting in lodges. It is one thing
to confer certain rights, either by custom or legislation, but
quite another to deprive the holders of them, unless it be
clearly demonstrated that they have abused their privileges
and doue violence, under cloak of those rights, to both
social and constitutional usage. A similar argument,
alluded to this afternoon by the hon. member for Cardwell,
was held to be good wheu the country was agitated about
Separate Schools, and heated debates thereon took place in
the old Canada Assembly. Au effort was then made to
repeal the 19th clause of the School Act, but the leader of
the Government of that day-the sane hon. gentleman who,
although a quarter of a century has elapsed, still guides the
destinies of a greater Canada-fought the battle against all
odds in favor of maintaining Separate Schools, and was
assisted whilst so doing by every leading member of the
Orange Order in the Province of Upper Canada. I cannot
forget these things, and as an unprejudiced observer, I cannot
fail to remember that those who comprise the Order now
applying for consideration, have at, ail tinies, since respoa-
sible Government, been exponents of and believers in the
extension of equal rights to alt loyal and law-abiding peo.
ple, irrespective of class, creed or nationality. In a circular
signe by Thomas Keyes, Grand Secretary of the Orange
Association of British North America, dated March 30th,
the following explanations are made with reference to the
B11l now belore Parliament. I quote, in brief, the salient
clauses of this document:

"1. Nearly ail the primary or private lodges of the association
own property upon which have been erected halls or lodge rooms
f1r their purposes, but such property is held withuut any legal tenure.
The value of this property in the aggregate amounts to many hundreds
of thousande of dollars. It is vested in trustees, who are in no way
responsible at law to the association, and we are liable to suffer in
the future-a we have in the past-serious losses from this cause.

"1. The Bill now before Parliament asks for no more than what bas
been heretofore conceded to religious and benevolent associations and
other bodies-that is, the right to hold in our own name our own pro-
perty ; and doea not accord the as ociation any other legal status.

"3. Bills have been passed by five o the Provincial Legisaltures in-
corporating our association; but, through no fault of ours, in three
of these Provinces-Ontario, Manitoba and Prince Edward Island-the
Bills have pever become law. Under these circumstances, and in order
to settie the question, we have appealed to the Parliament of Canada,
for the passage of a General Act of incorporation for our society for
the Dominion."

The proposition then, Sir, that we are called upon to discuass
is, whether a society holding hundreds of thousands of del.
lars' worth of property shall be allowed to control such a
property, instead of being forced to vest it in various trustees,
theroby jeopardizing the funds of the institution, such funds
being intended for and devoted to benevolent purposes. The
proposition is not whether a certain order, calling itself an
Orange Institution shall be permitted to march in proces-
sion to the sound of the fife and drum, discoursing music
distasteful to a great many people who do not possess a
sufficiently cultivated ear to appreciate that sort of harmo.
nions luxuy. With two branches of the subject, namely,
the existence of the associations and their regalia proces-
sions, we have nothing to do; and as I said before, we are
called upon to decide whether or not an association with
ramifications throughout every city, town, village, and
hamlet in the Dominion should have rights always acoorded
every other society that has heretofore applied for incorpo.
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ration. I am convinced, Sir, that if the aim is to promote
the vitality or to strengthen the roll of any institution of
the kind, the surest way to accomplish this would be to
refuse to countenance its existence. Give any large bo Iy
of people a legislative grievance, and you beget for it wide.
spread public sympathy. I found this assertion upon facts
and figures, quite as correct as they must be convincing
and significant. In 1841 the Legislature proscribed
Orange regalia and declared Orango processions illegal.
What was the result? From that day, within a short time,
there was an increase of 50 per cent. in ibeir numbers.
In 1858 incorporation was refused, although all but fitteen
of the members from Upper Canada voted for it. In 1873,
although the Bill passed in the Provincial Legislature of
Ontario, it was reserved for the signification of His Excel-
lency the Governor General's plensure, and since 1858 the
numbers have doubled. Now, in 18S3, the Dominion Parlia-
ment is asked to adjudicate upon it. I, therefore, contend
that if those who are opposed to the Orange Association
desire to lessen its influence or remove it from the arena of
burning issues-the wise policy would be to grant without
dissent, what the promoters ask, and to-day we find them
asking the Dominion Parliament to grant them an Act of
incorporation. If the BHouse will bear with me I will refer
hon. gentlemen to the opinions of some of the mombers of
the Government of Ontario, or lheir leading sup porters,
when that Bill was before them. Nothing can be lound in
the history of this Order in Ontario to show that they are
not in accord with the fair and impartial spirit of the peo-
pie o? the Province toward the religious minority. Mr.

3athune, who was the momber for Stormont in the Ontario
Legislature, said:

The Orange organizations could now hold property by trustees
and eould bring actions in courts of law ; and the only desire the
members of that body had in desiring that motion passed was that
they might have power to hold the land on which their lodges stood
and to purchase as a corporate body the banners they carried in
their processions. He did not see that to pass this Bill wonld be an
insult to Roman Catholics, who knew that the Orange organizations
existed already. He believed that if the House refused to grant an
Act of incorporation the effect would be to swell the ranks of the
Orange institutions."1

The hon. Mr. Mowat then, as at present, Premier of
Ontario, then said:

" For his part he must say that he thought the opposition to this
Bill attached too much importance to iti effect. Orange bodies were,
ho said, leal bodies now ; the Bill did not legalize them ; Orangemen
would not be one vhît stronger if the Bill passed, or one whit weakor if
it vas thrown out. Ail that was asked wn3 an additional cînvenience
in doing what they could legally do now, and ho did not see how that
could be refused by any legislative body. With reference to the secree
of the Orange body, to which the hon. member for Grenville had suc
strong objection, ho himself could not see that was any objection which
could make the Honse reject the Bill. He could see no harm in signa
and passwords by which the members of the same body might know t
one another. Respecting the charge that it was a party organization,
ho quoted several cases in which this was disproved by the fact that
the body was divided, some of the members taking one and some the
other Bide in politics. Then, Orangemen attached a great amount of'
importance to loyalty, but our religion also taugbt us to be loyal to our
rulers. There were quite as strong Protestants out of the Orange asso-
ciation as there was in it, and apart from the future which was
always mixed up in such matters as that before the House, there was no
ground for refusing the incorporation asked for."

Mr. Fairbairn, a leading supporter of Mr. Mowat at that
time, said:

I He did not believe thnt the Orange body was a political organi- t
zation, or its members would not be so divided. Fornerly the Orange. t
mon were nearly all Conservativea, but now many cf them are begining a
to look favorably upon thei Reform party. Referring to the refusal of
the old Parliament of Canada to incorporate the Orange org nization,
ho said that it was the ccmposition of the Hou -ê, at that time which had c
prevented the passage of the measure. The Friendly So -ieties Act in O
Egland, which allowe 1 of the incorporation of any aecret societies, Twas a precedent for the passage of these two Bills." c
The Orange Order, in the minds of many, is associated with o
the Battle of the Boyne, and these appear to believe that as s
now existing it existed two hundred years ago. I think Icu
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hon. gentlemen who have paid any attention to the sfbject
must be aware that not for one hundred years after that
historical event did Orangeism come into public notice, the
menory of William of Orange being commemorated in the
--3onstitution of the modern association as the friend and
patron of Protestantism. Wo are all aware of the troublous
times of 1795-98 in Ireland, and of the melancholy events
that transpircd there during that period of British history.
Those now known in Ireland as Orangemen were first called
"Break o'day " men in contra-distinction to other societies
of various crceds and classes that thon existed ; they were
styled Orangemen because of adopting asmali ribbon badge,
said to be similar to that worn by the Prince of Orange one
hundred years bofore. But when hon. gentlemeh ay
that this body in commemorating Protestantism stopped at
nothing, in persecuting every Catholic in Ireland, I must
endeavor to place the matter fairly before the House and
can only do this by reference to the sworn evidence given
before an Imperial Parliamentary Committee, in 1835, many
years af ter the events of 1795-98. In the first place the
declaration of hlie Grand Lodge of Ireland, 1798, when tþe
first Grand Lodge was formed, distinctly recorded the fol-
lowing solemn pledge:-

" We further declare that we are exclusively a Protestant Association;
yet, detesting as we do any intilerant spirit, we solemnly pledge our-
selves to each other, ibat we will not persecute, injure or upbraid any
person on account of bis religious opinions, but that we will, on the
contrary, b aiding and assisting to every loyal subject of every religious
description in protecting him from violence and opprî sion."

Again,-I now quote from the declaration of the Orange.
men of Down, il 1813:

I We solemnly declare in the presence of Almighty God, that the
idea of injuring any mau on account of his religion never entered
our heads; we regard every loyal subject as our friend, be hie reli.
gion what it may ; we have no enemies but the enemies of our
country. To this declaration we now once more solemnly subscribe.
Our principles are unalterably the same, and deeply do we deplore
the attempts now so conspicuously made to raise the cry of religlous
war in thià land."

A copy of the qualification nocessary for an Orangeman
was aiso handed into the Parliamentary Committee. It pro.
vides for a member of the Order being attentive to his reli.
gious duties, sober and tolerant, true to Protestant principles,
and a devoted adherent to the Crown based upon Protestant
sumcession. As a further proof of loyalty to ireland, as weil
as the Crown, I find it recorded that oighty three years ago,
at a full meeting of some of the lodges in Dublin, Orange.
men joined in protesting with Irish Catholies against the
Union with England, in these words :

Il We consider the friends sJ ihat abominable measure a Union with
Great Britain as the greatest onenie of Our Gracions Sovereign ; a
measure which would destroy our elistence as a nation; and ve-
ually involve the rights, liberties and even the lives of the people
of Ireland."

Agam :
"As freeholders, as Irishmen in all the several relations la whioh

we are placed, we consider the extinction of our separate Legislature
s the extinctior of the Irish nation,"

And yet we are told that these men bate and despiée those
who are not of their religion. flre we find that eighty-three
years ago they were protesting, as thousands of Irishmen to-
lay are protesting, against being deprived of their Legista.
ture and the right, to rule over their home affaire. In Oanada
he declarations and obligations are very similar to those
dopted in 1reland when the first lodges wero formed, dhly
modified in order that, they may be adapted to existing cir-
umstances, but in no one particular can I find a declaration
n their part that they are the enemies of Roman Catholice.
Mhe obligation they take is almost similar to the Qneeù's
Joronation Oath-and is not one that could reasonably be
bjected to. But there is another important phase of this
ubject that I think the Ilouse, in iLs wisdom, should take
ognizance of ; that is, the protection eaeh Province has
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against being forced by a Dominion Statute to accept legis-
lation affecting its Provincial autonomy or the constructive
rights and privileges of Provincial legislation. In the appeal
of the case of the Citizens' and Queen Insurance Company
vs. Parsons, which came before the Privy Council, in 1881,
Sir Barnes Peacock, Sir iontagne Smith, Sir Robert Collier,
Sir Richard Couch and Sir Arthur Ilobhouse being present,
the question of Provincial, in contradistinction to Dominion
Jurisdiction in Canada, will be found fully elaborated. I
wish to call the attention of the House to the following,
bearing out as it does my.contention that it is fally within
the jurisdiction of any Province opposed to the powers
given to a corporation to restrict, prohibit or curtail these
privileges. Their Lordships said:

"Suppose the Dominion Parliament were to incorporate a company
with power among other things to purchase and hold lands throughout
Carada in mortmain it could scarcely be contended, if such a company
were to carry on business in a Province where a law against holding
1Luds in mortmain prevailed (each Province havingexclusive legislative
power over property and civil rights in the Province),that it could hold
land in that Province in contravention of the Provincial Legislation;
and ifta company were incorporated for the sole purpose of purchasing
and holding land in the Dominion, it might happen tbat it could do no
business in any part of it, by reason of ail the Provinces having passed
mortmain Acts, though the corporation would still exist and preserve
its status as a corporate body."

Now, the Province of Ontario, in 1873, declared in the
Legislature, by a majority of eight or ten, that it was
advisable to give the present petitioners corporate powers.
For reasons I am not going to discuss bere the Act was not
sanctioned. Nova Scotia and New Brunswick have given
these powers, and Manitoba and Prince Edward Island have
also passed Bills granting similar powers. I believe a majority
of the representatives from Ontario in this House are pre-
pared to grant the prayer of the petitioners-hence it would
seem very unjust that the privilege of holding lands and
owning property should be denied, when it can only be done
by the votes of those in whose Province the Provincial Acts1
are now in force, or by the votes of gentlemen whose Prov-j
inces, if they object, have full power to so legislate as to
suspend the operation of the Dominion Act in such Prov.
ince. I think the judgment of the learned gentlemen from
which I quoted unmistakably establishes this, and being1
granted it should certainly exercise great influencej
in determining the action of this liouse with re-
ference to the measure now under consideration.i
In alluding, Sir, to details connected with this question,i
I am actuated by no unworthy motive. I have no advan-i
tage to gain, no personal interest to serve; nor do I1
desi e to say aught that would disturb the feelings or woundà
the sensibilities of any class throughout the Dominion.(
Representing, as I do, a constituency, one-half of which isà
oomposed of Catholics, had I consulted my own interests I
might have been tempted to adopt a different policy; but,(
Sir, if my election as a member of this House depends uponi
the facility with which I adapt my views towards gratifying1
the peculiar prejudices of either Protestants or Catholics,i
then I do not desire to sit in Parliament, high and honor-i
ble though the position may be. No man can be the truet
friend of any class, who, for the advancement of political
ends, encourages a war of creeds or a war of nationalities ;1
and no man can be fair to one if he consents to be unjttst
or indifferent to the other. The lesson of toleration and
forbearance must be learned, and its precepts respected byt
ail of us, if we desire to be impartial judges or wise eus-
todians of legislation; and this we know, that the tangible &
pro of a people towards advanced civilization is ever1
markedby the decline of passion and prejudice; for where i
passion exists, there eau b little room for reason; and m
where prejudice holds sway, toleration becomes the mere a
shadow of a god-like attribute-the clay imitation of a j
marbie statue. I have said, Sir, that one-half of the consti- i
tuencyI represent is peopled by those who do not confessa
the Protestant faith, and knowing me as they do I feel ,

Mr. MACKINTosU.

confident they are convinced I would not support this Bill
for one moment if their interests were jeopardized.
I ask the question: Have the Orangemen sought to injure
or oppress the CatholicS of Canada? Have they abused,
maligned or refused to admit them into possession of
rights and privileges enjoyed by other classes throughout
the Dominion ? The answer must be-they have not. I
ask, thon, will this special Act increase the number of
Orangemen ? 'Will a refusal to yield it abolish the Order ?
Will granting it clothe them with dangerous powers, powers
ininical to the well understood principles of constitutional
government? Certainly not. Thon, 1 say, in the interests
of peace, of unity, of concord, let the petitioners have what
they aak and put an end to ceaseless clamor and agitation.
O'Conneil spoke wisely when, addressing the Orangemen
ofDublin, he said: "I would gladly wear the Orange regalia,
if by so doing I could promote the peace, happiness and
prosperity of my beloved country." And those who know
what peace, happiness and contentment we enjoy in Canada
can -well afford Io do what some may consider a littlewrong
in order that what is considered by many a great right
may be sccured to a large body of our fellow-subjects.
In Canada we enjoy all the blessings vouchsafed to the most
favored nations; the portals of learning, the avenues to the
highest positions in the land, are open to all. Every man
is the arbitrator of bis own fortune, and may gain, as many
have done in the past, the highest positions in the gift of
either the Crown or people. As to whether ho wears a
green or orange ribbon is a matter for bis own conscience
-for colors are not made the standard by which men are
measured when aspiring to serve their country. The liberty
to speak, to think, to act according to the dictates of con-
science, are held to be inalienable rights, and when a man
tells me he does not bolieve in secret societies, I respect bis
convictions. But that is no reason why ho should stigma.
tize those who do. I believe that a refusal to grant what is
asked will croate a grievance that will make more Orangemen
year after year than any other policy that could possi bly be
adopted. Sir, as a Canadian, I hold in bigh respect the rights,
privileges and even the prejudices of all who call Canada their
home; but I believe experience has taught the lesson that
in a country like this, mutual concessions are the best safe-
guards against national or sectarian fends. The nearer we
approach perfection in true liberality, the nearer we
approach perfection in selfgovernment, and no man who
utilises a question such as that now under discussion, for
the purpose of promoting political objects, can possibly
aspire to the honor of being considered a friend to his
country or a leader of his countrymen. Those who came
across the Atlantic with their roses, their shamrocks and
their thistles, cameto build up a great nation on this portion
of the American Continent, came, too, to assist in grafting
upon our system of government ail the best portions of the
British Constitution, came to lay the foundation of
what is not only a dependency, but must rapidly become
a powerful ally of the Mother Country. By reciprocal
toleration and forbearance alone eau this be doue; by
reciprocal toleration alone can that mission bo accom-
plished. Let us thon stand upon one common plat-
form, each plank a maxim from the divine law of human
brotherhood, and each man striving in his eown way to solve
the problem of national progress. Then our children and
children's children wili cherish the memory of those whose
self-denial and patriotism laid the foundation of a Western
Empire-an Empire peopled by one of the greatest con-
federation of freemen the world bas ever known. They
will say: our fathers were great warriors, for they warred
against and vanquished the promptings of passion and pre-
udice; they warred against and vanquished the logions of
discord and anarchy, and placed high above everything
else the divine attributes of conciliation, forbearance and
ocial order.
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Mr. WOODWORTH. Mr. Speaker: I do not intend to

oocupy the time of the Hlouse for more than three or four
minutes, and I do so to give a reason for the vote I am about
to give. It is something new to me-I think it is something
new to hon. members on both sides of the flouse, from the
Maritime Prdvinces-to find such a vein of feeling excited
by the introduction of so simple a Bill as that now before
the House. We, down by the sea, have not been accustomed
to auy such prejudices being aroused as we find in this
House to-night, since the Bill has been under discussion. We
cannot understand it;it is new to us. In Nova Scotia,when
I had a seat in that Legislature, a Bill of this kind was
introduced and passed without the slightest discussion, no
hon. mexfber thinking it worth while to refer to it. The
Archbishop offHalifax of that day laughed at the idea of a
Catholic rising in his place in the House and opposing the Bill,
because it happened to have the word Orange in it. He said:
"JLet them have it and it will never be heard of again." The
result justified that sagacious prelate's predictions, and we
have never heard anything more about it. No one ever
thinks of turning up the measure, which is simply an in-
corporation Bill, the sane as many other Bills. I should
have thought, from hearing the discussion, that this was a
dynamite Bill, or that some one was going to kill some-
body. I was astonished, on entering the House, to find the
hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) in a perfect
paroxysm of apparent passion; I believe it was more feigned
than real. I left the House on Saturday morn ing at about two
o'clock, having heard an hon. gentleman in a very moderate
tone of voice pleasantly discuss the question of the importa-
tion of agricultural implements into Manitoba. Matters
were then very quiet, and yet, entering the House to-
day, I found the hon. member for Montreal Centre
swaying himself backward and forward in a perfect
paroxysm of passion, denouncing somebody. I looked
and asked: "What is the matter?" to my hon. friend
on my left. He said, "I don't know." I said: "What
is up ? is anybody killed ?" It is this Bill-yes. I took it
up and read it. There was nothing about Orangemen in it,
except that the word Orangemen was mentionod. I found
it was simply an incorporation Bill, to enable a lot of
people, numbering somewhere, I believe, about 250,000 of
the inhabitants of Canada to hold their property, no longer
by invoking the aid of trustees, but directly the same as
anybody else ; that is all that there is in this Bill; and whyi
was the time of the House taken up by references te the
Battle of the Boyne, and the old fights in the old times
when people acted very badly indeed, botb Protestants and
Catholies; when they fought and wrangled like dogs and
cats for nothing-some of them. Why wore we treated
to fields teobe made sanguinary by the blood of Cjatholics
and of Protestants in the streets of Montreal,
on the next 12th of July ? Why, there was a picture
drawn that made a modest, retiring man like myself feel
that I would hardly dare enter Montreal in future, for I do
not know when these things may break out and somebody
be killed. I looked and saw that this Bill enabled thesej
people to hold property, which they hold now, but only to
hold it differently. If this Bill were te perpetuate Orange-
ism, and if there were any single prejudice existing by any
line of it, I could understand members rising and objecting
to its passage; but I cannot understand why any person
who bas studied history, and more, why any loyal memberq
of this Hlouse, why any hon. member having a seat bere in1
Parliament, knowing that this1is no place for airing1
private prejudices, and that it is net the spot whcrei
we are to show what we like and dislike from private1
sources, from our own private feelings, but that we1
are here for mutual consultation and reference with1
regard to the subjects before us--should vote against1
this Bill. Suppose there was a Bill here to incorporate St.'
Patrick's Society, would any person, any Orangeman, or anyi

Protestant in this House, jump to bis feet and say this
means the perpetuation of Catholicism in Canada, that these
people had no right to exercise their functions and to march
in procession on the 17th of March, if you like, and to hold
all the property they wanted to have, or all they can find ?
Why, nobody would ever think of such a thing. I aleo
heird the hon. member for Prince County, (Mr.
Hackett). ie seemed to think that this was a question of
Orangeism vs. Catholicism. Hie went into history, too,
and had a lot of books before him ; but hon. members have
mistaken entirely the drift of this question, and I intend,
for my part, to vote as I voted before, and give those people
the right to hold their property if they want to, and I am
quite sure that if this House is the place where civil rights
are obtained, and where we can meet for mutual consulta-
tion, and to give those civil rights where they do not contra.
vene anything in the spirit orlatter of the Constitution-we
ought to do so. I do not believe that this question orig.
inally-to tell the honest truth about it, and not to go into
history here for bours and to thus occupy the time of the
House-was a question of Catholic vs. Protestant at the
time of the Revolution of 1688. I have not read history that
way, but something like this: that a King by the name of
James the Second, I believe, undertook to subvert the Con-
stitution he was sworn to maintain; and that men were
found who would not allow him to do so; and those who
gave him the most strenuous opposition were the Catholics
themselves of England. That is what I learn. I also learn
that an Admiral, a Catholie Admiral, whcn told that when
the French ships of Cousin Louis were to come near his
ships ho was to lower the old flag, and allow the French-
men to overrun his vessel-he was a Catholic and an
Admiral-he heard them for awhile, and when the plot was
made known, that ho was to lower the old flag under which
lie had sailed, Catholic as he was, he brought bis
hand down on the table, his old patriotism getting the better
of any religions prejudices, and exclaimed-" If I meet them,
by God, I shal fight." And I say, that this was not a
religious question ; it was a patriotic question whether the
throne of England was to become a dependency of the
French Crown ; and we find that a daughter of James ithe
Second was the wife of William, who happened to give the
name to this Bill, becauso be was Prince of Orange, an
asthmatic, pale, man, whose body dLd not betoken the
spirit within him. This Prince landed in England, with
the experience before him, that the Duke of Monmouth, a
nephew of James the Second, had been caught in a corn field,
and suffered death for bis attempt, at the hands of his uncle ;
but he landed with his wife ; and it was the Catholics of
England, wbo, finding that James had, as no king of England
had ever beforo dared to do, violated his oath, helped
William the Prince of Orange; who else could never have
accomplished the revolution. Then why should the
members for Montreal Centre and Prince County (P.E.L)
fight all these battles over again,-and "thrice ho
routed his foes, and thrice he slew the slain." Why
should they fight these battles over again, not from a
historical stand-point, but from prejudices which have crept
in since. This Bill does not curtail anything, or add to any-
thing; and I am quite sure, that if we are bere to give ths
Bill the same consideration which we grant to any other
Bill, we will pass it, and not work ourselves into a paroxysm
of passion, either feigned or otherwise; and protest that
this Bill means blood and thunder and murder, and every.
thing else-for it does not. It is no more harmful than any
other Bill which has come before the House, and we from
the Maritime Provinces can vote for it-although I do not
believe that there is a single Orangeman in the county I
have the honor to represent; and I shall not stultify myself
having voted for a similar Bill down there with good resalts,
because a few persons, with the experience of green on one.
shoulder, and orange on the other, had hit each other and
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knocked each other down in Montreal or somewhere else-by
voting against this Bill, If these people get into such a state
of mind as this, not because of any of the real merits of the
matter. but from mere sentiment, like the two boys quarrel-
ling, when one puts a chip on one of his shoulders, and the
other knocks it off; this is no reason for our acting foolishly.
We men, with heads on our shoulders, should allow our
judgments to rul, and not our passions ard prejudices. I
did not intend to make a speech ; but I though t it only due
Io the House and the constituency I represent, to give the
roasons wby I vote for the Bill, and why 1 think that people
called Orangemen are entitled to own their own property in
their own way.

Mr. BEATY. I am gratified that the Billlias reached its
present state, and I trust it will receive the second reading
at the hands of the House. I voted against the motion
made at a previeus stage for the six months' hoist, because
I thought it due to the House and the country, and especi-
ally to the number of petitioners who applied for the Bill,
that it should receive the second reading, so that we should
know the character of the measure itself. We now bave
the Bill before the House, and we find that itis a very inno-
cent Bill, that it is a matter of no great consequence except
to those who seek the incorporation; that, in fact, it only
seeks to give to them the same power of dealing with their
property that many institutions of the country, religious
and otherwise, enjoy. I am sorry to observe that sectarian
issues bave been imported into this discussion. My
view of the functions and the work of this House
is, that it should not legislate for or against religion;
and so far as I can observ3 with reference to this
particular Bill, it does not legislate for religion in any par-
ticular sense, nor against it. I am quite pursuaded that
this Bill does not withdraw from any other class of the
community any of the religious rights they now possess,
or those civil liberties which we so abundantly enjoy in this
free country. In that view of the case I propose to support
the Bill. The Parliament of. old Canada declared in con-
nection with the Clerical Reserves that there should be no
semblance of union between Church and State in this
country; and I think that declaration should be upheld so
far as any legislation which comes before this louse is
concerned. When we observe this other fact, that this
legislation is demanded by about 1,500 lodges in all Canada,
representing it may be 200,000 or 250,000 active members,
having sympathizers, or adherents tbey may be called,
representing as many more, we find we have an aggre-
gate represented of about half a million of people ;
and when we add te that number those who sympathize
with them in this matter we have no less than one million
of people of the most intelligent and industrious citizens of
this country asking that this Bill shall become law. Under
these circumstances, it is very important that we should
not act in such a manner as to awaken an agitation amongst
so many people in this country. What bas been the course
of legislation in reference to matters which have agitated
the Provinces in their past history ? In former times we
have even heard, in Nova Scotia, the expression that the
flag should ho hauled down, yet concessions were made to
that Province under which that agitation happily ceased, so
that to-day I suppose there are no more loyal and patriotic
men than the hon. gentlemen who come from Nova Scotia. At
another time it was said, with reference to British Columbia,
that she would secode from the Dominion. Yet, by conceding
to that Province great privileges in connection with the Cana-
dian Paeific Railway, and otherwise,we find that all agitation
bas ceased. Now, if we have made concessions for the purpose
why of settling questions of this character, should we not
nree ooncessions when we come to the question which will
raise party and religious rancour in the country, and which,
if these concessions are not made, will produce bigotry and1
prejudice to an extent which las not been felt before. Underi
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these circumstances I appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite,
who may feel disposed to vote against this measure, to con-
sider well the course they are taking, and to come to the
consideration of this question with their minds relieved
from all sectarian prejudices, or of any religions aspect
which the question ray have assumed during this debate.
I ask them lo treat it as it ought to be treated, as a measure
dealing with property, and giving to a large class of Her
Majesty's loyal, industrious and intelligent citizens, those
rights which other classes enjoy in this country. Since
Confederation, as before, there have been many Acts passed
sometimes in every Session giving rights to religions
incorporations to hold property and in reference to all
matters which pertain to their religion. It may be
said that corporations connected with the Roman
Catholie Church are not necessarily a part of that
church ; it may be that they are aids or auxiliaries for
the purpose of promoting certain measures connected
with the policy of the church, but however that
may be, this House bas over and over again legislated
to give these corporate rights-as indeed, we are doing
this very Session, and nobody bas raised his hand against
these measures, because they were in the directions of allow-
ing the exercise of those religious rights which I trust no
man will be deprived of in this country no matter what
name be bears, or whut tenets he holds. It is of the first
importance in the interests of freedom and religion, in the
interests of this free country to which we are seeking to
attract immigration from all parts of the world, that it
should go forth to any class of people that Canada is a
country whoscLegislature proscribes men who hold any par-
ticular views. With reference to a matter which does not
affect the private interests of individuals, it is important
that we should be able to tell immigrants, as I have fro-
quently told the citizens of other countries, that we enjoy
here greater liberty than in any other part of the world.
When i meet our American cousins who talk about the
liberty they possess under the soaring eagle, I always claim
that we possess here greater liberty than they can under
their peculiar Constitution. I think we should not say to
any class of the community who does not assail the State
or the Government or the Constitution of the country, which
does not assail that civil and religious liberty which we so
abundantly possess, that they are to be proscribed or pre-
vented from obtaining those rights which have been so
largely given to all classes of the community, no matter
under what name they come here. I do not suppose if any
Oddfellows Society were to corne hore that there would
not be a sufficient number of a certain class of Oddfellows
in this House to give an overwhelming majority in favor of
a Bill of incorporation. And so with every other class of
quasi-religious or benevolent institutions. The Orange So-
ciety, as 1 understand, is a benevolent institution; I am not
a member of it, so I cannot speak with authority, but I under-
stand that that is the case. It may be said that it is a quasi-
religious institution, but even if it is so, why deprive it of
the rights which we allow to others. I say thatthe sectarian
element, and so far as the incorporation of this body is con-
cerned, the religious element should be eliminated from the
consideration of the question, and that it should be consider-
ed simply as a question of property, and as a question of
giving this body facilities with regard to their actions which
are given to other bodies of a similar kind. I do not
propose to detain the House at this late hour, and
afier so much discussion, but I thought it well after the
ob-ervations which have been made on both sides with refer-
ence to the religious character of this incorporation, if it bas
any religion about it, that an attempt should be made to bring
the discussion back to its proper channel. I deemed it pro-
per that this aspect of the question should not be pressed on
the attention of the House, for this is not a national question,
it is not a question of French or Englishe, of Roman Catholiq
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or Protestant, but sirmply a question of ordinary ciyil rights
and of putting this society in such a position that they can
exercise those rights as other bodies exercise them. I do
not fear, if this Bill should pass, that the pillars of the Con-
stitution will be carried away. I do not fear that the bul-
warks of liberty shall be thrown down, or that the fonnda-
tions of civil and religious liberty shall ho uprooted. I do
not fear anything of this kind. The world will grow, this
country will prosper, I think it will prosper more largely
and more widely if to-night we pronounce that we are wil-
ling to concede to every man equal rights and equal justice,
and to maintain the great principles of liberty, equality and
fraternity.

Mr. LANDRY (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I do not
intend to speak at any great length on the matter now
occupying the attention of this House ; but in the course of
the debate certain statemelts have been made which
I feel it my duty to deal with. At the outset, Mr.
Speaker, I must show cause why the name of a
man whom we all respect, which name has been mon-
tioned this aftornoon, ought not to be mingled with this
discussion. I allude to Sir George Etienne Cartier. It bas
been said that in 1858 this same identical question of the
incorporation of a secret society, a question which we are
now considering-, had been laid before the House, and that
Sir George Etienne Cartier, with some of the friends who
then supported him,voted in favor of the incorporation of the
Orange society. Sir, I now hold in my hands the Journals
of the House of that time, and I find that on the 5th May,
1t58, the first reading of the Bill to incorporate the Orange
Association, was moved. This first reading was put to a
vote, with the following result, as reported by the Journals
of that time:-

" The House resumed the adjourned Debate on the question which was
this day.proposed, that leave be given to bring in a Bill to incorporate
theS Loyal Orange Association of Canada.

" And the question being put, the House divided ; and the names being
called for, they were taken down as follow ;"
Sa that it was on the first reading of that Bill that the
division took place, and on that occasion the hon. Sir George
Etienne Cartier took the very same position as that taken
recently, not on the first reading, but on a motion to appoint
a day for the second reading, both by the hon. First Minis-
ter and the hon. leader of tne Opposition. On that occasion
the vote stood fifty-one in favor and fifty-one against. The
question was settled by the casting vote of the Speaker ;
and the same day:

" Mr. Benjamin moved, seconded by Mr. Playfair, and the question
being proposed, that the Bill be read a second time on Thirsday, the
13th instant: The Hon. Mr. Cauchon moved in ameudment to the
question, Eeconded by Mr. Ross, th*t the words on 'vThuraday, the 13th
instant ' te left ont, and the words, 'this day six months' inserted
instead thereof. And the question on the amendment being <1i fhe
House divided ; and the names being called for, they were takenl own
as foilow: "

Ilene Ihe second vote on that question was taken on the
proposition to appoint a further day for the second reading
itelf. I think, Mr. Speaker, that it has always been admit-
ted, and that it is a principle generally recognized, that the
principle of a Bill is asserted only when such Billfias passed
victoriously through the ordeal of its second reading, and if
at that time some hon. members were not even willing to
vote in favor of the first reading, it must be inferred that
they certüinly had some reasone which dictated such a con-
duct on their part, and made them follow the course they
have followed. But on that occasion, as he would have
done on that which ccurred within a few days past, Sir
George Etienne Cartier took a position for which we cannot
blame him, for he never was called upon to pronounce him-
self on the rial principle of such legislation, and if he was
in the louse to<iay, I believe ho would take on the present
question just the position which we intend to take ourselves.
This point being made elear, [ propose, Mr. Speaker, to deal

with another remark which has just been made by the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Hawkins). The hon.gentleman
has pretended that while as Roman Catholies wo cannot
belong to any secret society, yet we are not forbidden to
vote in favor of their incorporation. I am very far from
holding the views of the hon. gentleman. If, Mr. Speaker,
we oat our eyes on the different socicties niow existing on
the surface of the earth, what do we see? We see that there
exist two great societies of a superior rank, on which all the
others depend: the civil society and the religions society;
the civil society, which is called the State, and the religious
society, which is called the church. Mr. Speaker, in every
society-and this is the enunciation of a principle univer-
sally recognized-the power must be ordained according to
the purpose of the societ-, and the purpose of the society
gives, so to speak, the measure of the extent of such power.
What is meant here by power is the rights, taken as a
whole, which are possessed by the society, whether those
rights emanate from the society itself as an intrinsic source
of power, or whether they are the result of certain agree-
ments as extrinsic sources of power. By virtue of its nature,
that is to say, of its intrinsie source, overy society has a
right to claim ail that may be necessary for the accom-
plishment of the purpose towards which it aims. In the
religious society, this purpose is the spiritual welfare of its
members and nothing elhe, while the only purpose of the
civil society is the temporal welfare of its members and
nothing else. Now, given the existence of the-e two socie-
tios, they may have different connections, for the reason
that the civil society offers in its composition a variety
which must nceessarily influence the nature of its connections
with tt church. Of course it will bo roadily understood
that a Catholic state cannot have with the church relations
of the sane nature as those which a heietic state or an infidel
state might have. Leaving aside, the civil society com-
posed from à religious stand-point: 1st, of infidel members,
a society which is independent from the power of the
church ; 2nd, of schismatical or heretical members, a so-
ciety which is seperated from the church but recognizes its
power, we need only to examine the civil society, bearing
always in mind that it is composed from a religions stand-
point; 3rd, of Catholie members, a socioty united to the
church and recognizing its power, Juîdged from this stand-
point, the civil community is composed of membors ofwhom
none are at variance with the church, that is to say, we, as
Catholies and as members of this lIouse, belong to two
different communities, one of which aims at a muct higher
and much more extended purpose than the other. If theso
two powers are united, ail will be for the best, but if they are
at variance which of the two must predominate on the other ?
That is the real question. Well, Sir, inasmuch as the
spiritual welfare is far superior to the tempor al welfare, in-
asmuch as the soul is far superior to the body, in the samo
degree must the religious community predorninate on the
civil community ; and from this stand-point, Mr. Speaker,
I think that we Roman Catholics ought to follow the teach-
ings of the religious society to which we belong. Weil,
what are those teachings ?

Mr. LAURIER. How about the Protestants ?
Mr. L ANDRY. I think that judged from this stand-point

a Protestant is not a different being from a Roman Catholie.
A Protestant belongs to both the civil and religious com-
munities; and if the teachings of the religions community
Command him to do certain things, and if le is sincore, ho
must needs follow the toachings of the religious community
in preference to those of the civil community, when the
teachings of those two communities are not at variance. I
am not discussing the question from the stand-point of any
particular church, but from the stand-point of the religious
community, taken in the broadest and most liberal sense of
the word. Now, if as Catholics we have received the toach.
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ings of the church, it is our duty to follow them. If the
Church hasthe right to command, it is our duty to obey. I
hold in nyhand a letter from Lis Holiness Leo XII, con-
demning cecret societies. In this letter bearing date the 13th
of March, 1825, the third year of his pontificate, I find the
following:-

" Consequently after having taken the advice of our venerable
brethren the cardinals of the Holy Roman Church, of our own impulse,
of our unerring science, and after mature thought, we forbid for ever
and iier the penalies stated in the various Bulls from our predecessors
which are herewith enclosed, and which we now confirm, we forbid, say
we, all secret associations, both those that are now organized and those
who may be organized in the future, and those who would conceire
againet t Chur.h or any legitimate authority the schemes on which we
have ust called attention.

"W herefore we commend to each and every Christian, whatever may
be their rank, dignity or profession, priest or layman, regular or secular,
without it being necessary that their particular names should be men-
tioned here, and! by virtue of the Ily Obedience, nover ta allow them-
selves, undt y pretence whatever to enter into the aforesaid societiem,
to take part in tûem, to favor them."

And further ho adds:
"Or to aid or abet them l any manner whatever; on the contrary, let

them hold themselves carefully aloof from the societic, their gatherings,
meetiogs or assemblies under pain of excommunication which will
reach whoever violates this order, even by the fact that he shall have
violated it, and from wbich excommunication it will be impossible for
him to be ever relieved, except by us or our successors, unlees he is in
danger of death."

flore we have, Mr. Speaker, what bas been ordained by the
head of the religious community to whieh we belong. Not
only doos he forbid us to belong to any secret society, but
he also even forbids us to do anything whatever which
spread their influence, or favor the extension. Now, the
question before us is not only whether the Bill laid before
tihe loiso contains, or does not contain the word "Orange,"
that is a question of a secondary nature altogether. The true
question for us is to know whother the society now seeking
incorporation, is, or is not, a secret society. Well everybody
knows that for whom incorporation is presently sought, is
really and truly a secret society, and for this reason it is our
duty te vote against that now made before the House, and it
is from this stand-point, Mr. Speaker, that we intend to act
when giving the vote which we shall presently be called
upon to give. Mr. Speaker, the society now asking for an
Act of incorporation is either good or bad. If it is a good
society-and the argument I use here applies equally well
to any secret society-where is the need of secrecy ? Why
should it compel its members to swear to do right ? The
name of the St. Patrick's Society has just been mentioned,
and it bas been said that if that society asked for an Act of
incorporation their demand would be granted. Yes, it would
be granted, the same as it would be granted to
either the St. George's, or St. Andrew's Societies, or to
any other society of that kind. And why ? Simply be.
cause these societies do not fear to float, thoir respective
flags to the breeze in broad daylight, and that their mem-
bers have no need of an oath to do right. If they wish to
do right, they have no need of an oath toe carry out their
intention. T he oath which binds to secrecy the members
of any society whatever, shows, or at least seems to show,
that their aim is not the best that might be desired. It isi
for that ieason that those societies are forbidden by thei
church. Now, for us, there is the constitutional question,1
which is a second reason, but a very strong roason why we1
cannot approve of the measure now before th House. Thei
incorporation which is sought to-day is nothing else but the1
Segulating of the civil iights of a society, and for that1
reason, Mr. Speaker, I think that this matter is outside ofi
our jurisdiction. It ought to be left to the Local Legisla-1
tures. The objection that bas been raised in the course of
the debate by some hon. member.s has not, so far, been
overthrown by the hon. merbers who are te day fighting1
in favor of the measure ; and until this argument has beenc
successfully answered, I think that all who take an interest
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in Provincial autonomy ought to follow on this question,
the course whieh their love for their own Provinces will
dictate to them. I was surprised, Mr. Speaker, to bar
the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain) waxing pathetie
on the subject, and stating that the Conservatives of to-day
are not sincere in their support of Sir John A. Macdonald.
Well, if in the past they have sustained this man, who, in
bis heart, may be a member of that association, and that is
the only charge made by the hon. member for L'Islet, I can
tell him with pleasure, that. if we support the present
Leader of the Conservative Administration, it is notbecause
he belongs to that society, but because he belongs to a
party far superior to that of which the hon. member for
L'Islet is a inember. And for this reason, Mr. Speaker: As
long as our leader will govern the country with as much
wisdom as he now does, as long as he will work for the
welfare of the country, as long as he will respect our prin-
ciplos, as long as he will basupported in bis Administra-
tion by those in which we have confidence, we will always
be ready to fblow in his footsteps. And whatever may e
the position of the riight hon. First Minister on this matter,
I hope that our intercourse wi.l bo juAt as pleasant as
heretofore, and it is to be hoped that in the future, as in
the past, we may be justified in continuing t, give him as
hearty and as enthusiastic a support as that.which we have
always given him.

Mr. DJPONT (Translation). Mr. Speaker, my intention
is net to take up much of the time of the House; I merely
desire to point out one or two contradictions, which have
occurred in the discussion which took place this evening. I
have remarked that my hon. friend the member for Both-
well (Mr. Hawkins) las eulogized in glowing terms the tol-
erance of the Orange Lodges. He almost humbled himself
to the ground before this extraordinary tolerance of the
Orange Society. However, L was still more greatly
astonished, when I heard the hon. member for South Simcoe
(Mr. Tyrwhitt), a moment after, giving a proof of this
great tolerance, by telling the hon. member for Bothwell
that it was not desirable we should have men of his race in
this country. Mr. Speaker, it was certainly giving to the
hon. member for Bothwell an immediate reward that ho
richly deserved, I think I arn bound to say, for the extra-
ordinary praises, the extravagant eulogium whieh he had
lavished on the Orange Lodges of the Province of Ontario.
I have observed, Mr. Speaker, that hon. members who are
now discussing the measure before the House, have taken it
out altogether of its proper bounds. Allusion has been
made to hon. members from the Province of Quebec, as
being opposed to this measure through religious fanaticism,
and in consequence of their religious creed. Mr. Speaker, I
think I must say that that is net the motive which inspired
the opposition now made by the hon. members of the Pro.
vince of Quebec, to the measure now submitted to our con-
sideration. We are opposed to this measure because it is one
of the many infringements which are constantly and daily
made on our local rights, privileges and prerogatives. That,
Mr. Speaker, is the true motive of our present opposition.
I have remarked that every hon. member who las spoken
to-night before this louse in favor of this Bill went into
ecstacies, and told us: "We are asking for a very simple
thing ; we are simply and merely claiming civil rights for
this society to the incorporation of which you object." Mr.
Speaker, it is written in black and white in our Constitution
that civil rights are under the control of Local Legislatures;
but, although I feel that the following reason is not one for
which we are opposed to the measure now before the House,
I must say, however, that in my humble opinion, the incor-
poration of such a society is not desirable in the Dominion
of Canada. I remember baving read that the Duke of Wel-
lington assemble 1 one day in his sumptuous mansion all the,
distinguished generals that England could furnish, all the
eminent statesmen, all that she could muster of brave sol-
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diers. After giving them a grand banquet, the nobleDuke,
being on the decline of his career, addressing his guests
told them ho would ask them to join him in rendering a
last service to his country. And, Mr. Speaker, what was
this service ? It was to put an end to the deplorable habit
to which military men were thon addicted, and which con.
sisted in fighting duels. leartily didthe worthyand noble
English society respond to so patriotic an appeal on the part
of the Duke of Wellington, and, from that day, it is reported
that duelling ceased to be honored in the English army.
And whyY Because ail the upper class of the realm had
joined hands to brand this fatal habit,which caused the Eng.
Iish soldiers to kill one another, to shed their blood in
domestie quarrels, for motives having their source in a falise
sense of honor, to so shed blood which should only have
been shed on the battle-fields for the defence of the country,
Mr. Speaker, it behoovos us now to put an end to a certain
kind of duel. The duel of to-day, 1 bave no hesitation
in saying, is the antagonism existing between the
Irish Catholics and ihe Irish Orangemen, and I ask
if the statesmen of this country would not do well to
imitate the noble example given by the Duke of Welling-
ton, to put an end in this country to these broils of another
age, these dissensions which can only weaken the union,
the harmony and good understanding which ought to exist
between all members of society in the Dominion of Canada.
I think that every statesman in the country, I think that
all who wish heartily to see it thrive and prosper, ought to
join hands to put an end·to those dissensions which may
bring a contest between two sections of the nation, fighting
one against the other, and intent on fighting one another,
as bas been the case on certain occasions in this country on
account of the Orange celebration. As a proof that our
secret societies can always lead to evil, Mr. Speaker, have
we not seen one of the most distinguished members of this
House fall a victim to secret societies while going home
from a sitting of this House ? Well, what bas been done in
the past may be repeated in the future. I willingly believe
that the Orangemen of the Dominion of Canada are loyal
subjects, but in that organization there may be men with
exaggerated ideas, and who can say where exaggeration
may lead to. On certain occasions all the people are excited
when quarrels exist between two factions of the population.
Well, Sir, to prevent these misfortunes, to prevent ali these
difficulties, I think we ought not to favor the incorporation
of those societies.

Mr. FARROW. I do not intend at this late hour to
occupy much of the time of the House, but 1 cannot refrain
from expressing my thoughts on this subject. I must say
that certain things that have been said to-night were wise
and some otherwise. For instance, my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Ilackett) said that Orangemen
were bound not to send their children to Roman Catholie
schools. Now, the hon. gentleman is a Roman Catholic, I
am a Protestant; and I will guarantee this: that there arc
ten Protestant young ladies in Roman Catholie schools to
every one Roman Catholie young lady in a Protestant school.
The bon. gentleman would condemn the Orangemen because
that is in thoir obligation. There is not a society in
Canada more guarded about the education of their children
than the Roman Catholics, and I think I shall be par-
doned when I say that the Roman Catholics have used a
great deal of liberality towards Protestants in this respect.
They have actually given inducements to Protestants to
send their children to their select schools, by providing an
education for one-fourth-nay, one-half-less than Prot-
estants give the same education for. Now we have our
own views about that. My hon. friend from Prince Edward
LIland should be the last man to bring that charge against
the Orangemen. I have tried to conjure up in my mind what
might be the reason why we are denied this little privilege
of holding a little lot of property to erect a building of our

, own upon. I said to myself: is it because the Orange
, Society is a benevolent socety ? Well, I came to the con-

clusion that it could not be that, because the Roman Catholic
s Church is a benevolont church. I bolieve the people
t of that church look after their own poor; I betieve
- they are a humane people-I give them credit for it. Then
a I asked myself: is it because it is a religious order ? I came
t to the conclusion that that could not bu the reason, because

I believe there is no class of people in this Dominion that are
. more religious and mire observant of the rites of thir

church than the Roman Catholics, and I give them credit for
it. I was struck with astonishment a few Sessions ago when
one of the members on the other side-I think it was the
hon. Mr. Anglin -told us in the House of an institution in
the Lower Provinces where lepers are confiied, and ho told
ns that these poor creatures went into that lazar house
never expectingto come out again, and who were the
teachers that went there to provide the inmates with
religious instruction? I must say-and it struck me very
forci bly at the time that it was not Protestant, but Roman
Catholie priests. They went into that dead house volun-
tarily expecting to take the contagion, and thera lived and
there died. I thought it was a noble deed, and am sure
that the old saying of Scripture was verified1: "I was sick
and ye visited me." Weil, I came to the conclusion that
this society was not refused incorporation because it is
benevolent or religious. I thought it might be bocause it ils
a secret society. Well, partly it is a secret society, and
partly it is not. There is no other Society that I know of
that is so open. It bas very few secrets. It is lèss secret
than any temperance organization, than the Grangers,
than the Ancient Order o1 United Workrmen, or
any other secret society that I know of in Ontario,
because its obligations are known to every one before
ho takes them. They are published broadcast. But the
hon. member for Montreal set me at rest to-day. H e
gave me the reason wby this Bil is opposed. He showed
that the Orange Order meant Protestant ascondancy. Now,
he is greatly mistaken. If he had made that cLarge against
any Protestant Church-the Church of Eugland, tho Pres-
byterian Church, the Mothodist Church or the Baptist
Church- thore might have been some truth in it. But when
I tell you that no person can go into au Orange Lodge
until ho is a Protestant-they do not initiatomltoinan Catho-
lies into the Order-how could it be Protestant ascendancy?
Now, this is what I find, that my hon. friend says they are
jealous of Protestant ascendancy-I do not know whether
ho speaks the minds of Roman Catholics or nlot. Then ho
makes a charge, as a representative man, against ail the
Protestant Churches of this and other lands. Now, that is
a serious charge. How do the Protestant Churches grow ?
Do they grow by persecuting people ? How have they
grown ? I tell you, and every Protestant knows, that they
adopt the mothod of poace. They proclaim to the world
the glad tidings that were first proclaimed by angels to
men : "Behold I bring you glad tidings of great
joy." That is the weapon they use. "Search the
Scriptures," that is another weapon ; and I men to
say that if they are jealous becauso Protestantism
is growing in this land, we caniiot help that. If the peo-
ple will become Protestant we cannot help that. But I may
say, I am satisfied with these explanations. 1 find that
since about three and ahalf.centuries ago,Protestantisn has
grown. There are about 1,300,000,000people on this eartlh;
about 195,000,000 are Roman Catholics, and 1)5,000,000
Protestants. Only consider, there were but few Protestarnts
at the time of the Reformation, and that Protestanisn bas
grown from a mere nothing in numbers to 95,000,uù0in
three and a-half centuries-about 27,500,000 per century-
and I do not wonder at my hon. friend from Montreal Centre
getting alarmed. I suppose my hon. friend fron Montroal
Centre has been looking over the world, and he finda

1883. 655



COMMONS DEBATES. APrU 16,
Protestantism hns been growing in Ireland. for that
is a fact ; and in France. fr that is a fact; and in Austria,
for that is a fact ; ani in Italy, and that is a fact; and liro-
bably he i.gettirig alarmed about it. We cannothelp that,
and what ha-s this litlc Orange Bill to do with it. H1as
it come to this patss in Ontario, in the Dominion of
Canada, that we Protestants shall give everything to our
friends and receive nothing in return ? I have been about
twelve years on the floor of this House, and can testify-that
our Roman Catholic friends have brought up Bil after Bill
in this House, and I have voted for them every time. Il
voted for the Sisters of Charity in the North-West last Ses-
sion ; I voted for the Oblate Fathers to own 81,250,000
of real property, or an annual revenue of $50,000 a
year, the other day, and for the Christian Brothers who have
been incorporatel. Should they bring up any further Bills
we would be liberal enough to support them, but we canot
be always giving aud nover receiving. We have certain
rights which must be respected. Now, I eau conceive what
a beautiful influence there is going on on the other side,
among our friends of peace and progress-I mean the
Protestant ones-they are glorving about this little thing
t bat is coming up in the House. Let them glory. Lt
them laugh inwardly. They want to say, those great Lib.
erals to-night, that they have always been liberal. I do
not blame R>man Catholies very much, they do not know
what the Order is, as probably this is the first time, Bo to
speak, they bave been on a commission on it, but there are
hon. gentlemen opposi te, and some on this aide who know all
about it, but for a little political purpose and clap-trap, they
are going to vote to-night against this little Bill of justice to
the Orangemen of Ontario. I will read you a liule extract
from a Liberal paper, the Hamilton Tribune, on this subject:

'The course pursued by several of the Liberal leaders and mem-
bers at Ottawa in voting against the Orange Incorporation Billî is
unw'rthy the traditions and principles of a great Liberal party. As
for the Globe, we suppose in its. change of management it changed
all its principles, and Etarts out t,13e3tablish a new record. 1It for-
aterlysupported Orange incorporation, but now it utifiees the action

of the pseudo Liberais who voted against it. This comes of being a
mere party hack."

Now, that is pretty hard from one of their own. I think
further comment is unnecessary. 1 suppose they think
they are doing a great thing to-iirht, but. I mst toli them,
I believe a great opportunity las been given them to show
thoir liberaiity, and if tbey will not accept that they will
bo the losersjpolitically. i believe, if this matter of justice
was grantod to the Orangemen of this Dominion, it would
quiet tthem for all time to come. But vhen this vote is
taken to-right, and the Orangemen seo that they are boing
denied this simple act ofjustice, what will be the effect? I
believe this will be tho effect, that Orangeism will grow.
I believe the lodgos will multiply,-and I think it is a pity
that this act ofjustice should bo denied them. I think it
wod I b far better to let them have this simple act -of jus-
tice, nih th we should aUl live peaceably and happily
together. i. c. me from a mixed cormmunity; I have
miugled much with my Romnan Catholic friends, and I am
sure thîît a great many of thom care nothing abo-ut this in-
corporation at ail There may be a fèw of them tbat object
to il, but the great muss of the Roman Catho!ic population
in my riding do not care one fig whether the Orangenmen
get incorporated or not, but they do wish to see this ques-
tion settled definitely. I am sorry this discussion has
taken place, and I think in .the long run it will do harm,
because there have been things said that will be treasured
up in memory, and willyield their fruit in afiter days.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I wish to make a few remarks i
before the vote is taken. Tiere has been a good de:l off
discussion on thia Bill, but on the whole I am pleased that it
has been -) moderate. I trust that after the battle is over
we will aill be good friends. I think some things have been j

Mr. FÂBEow.

said that haud better not have been said, and I think if the
hon. member for Montreal Centre had been a little more
moderate ia his remarks all the others would have
followed suit, and the Orangermen would have brought their
Bd before this House, and the vote would have been taken
without any party feeling sore for the remarks made by
others. I would first say, that so far as the remarks of the
hon. member for Montreal Centre are concerned, he had-no
right to hurl them. against Orangemen, at least of central
Ontario. When I was Grand Master of the Province during
the troubles in the city of Montreal, I did what I could to
prevent them, and I succeeded in dissualing al but one
lodge under my jurisdiction from going to Montreal, because
I felt it was unwise and imprudent. If we get this Act of
incorporation, I can assure that hon. gentleman and every
other hon. gentleman in this louse, that no Orangeman
from Ontario will go to the city of Montrea! to disturb the
peace or burt the feelings, or injure any. party that resides
there. We are anxious to forget what happened in the ci ty
of Montroal; we want to let it pass away from our minds
altogether. We believe the Chief Magistrate of that city
did not do his duty in the way he should. I think if he had
pursued the same course as the Chief Magistrate of the city
of Toronto,when the pilgrims made their pilgrimage through
the 9treets, and when parties attacked them, and both Grand
Masters along with the Mayor and the late John Hilliard
Cameron, successfully protected them from attack-if the
Mayor of Montreal had pursued a similar course, 1believe to-
day that the proud city of Montrea[ would bear a better name
than it does. But I do not wish to recall those old matters,
for, so far as I am concerned, I do not wish to hurt the feel-
ings of any one. I would only say that whether I succeed
or not with this Bill T shall always feel gratified to the
Liberal members of this House, for the noble, kind and
friendly support they have given it. We have brought bo-
fore this louse a request te be allowed to hold property
upon which we pay taxes, to own the buildings for which
we pay rent and to sell therm when we no longer need them,
and we want to know if in this great country that we are
all so proud of, the freest country under the sun-if we are
going to be denied that right by this Parliament, we want to
know it, and if they do deny it to us there is one thing sure
-ou r institution will not suffer, I do not believe, much by it.
We have asked for nothing that is unreasoLable, or unfair,
or unjust; we have asked for that which is fair-, just, proper
and honest, and I am atisfied the great Protestant Leart of
this country is with us and think even-handed justice should
be given to us. Now, there is another matter about this
little Bill-as it has been called by some hon. gentlemen.
An hon. gentleman whoholds a high position in the Councils
of this country, who occupies a very prominent position,
said to-me, when I asked him to support this Bill: "White
we will give you the Bill, only take out that word Orange."
Give up our name, Mr. Speaker 1 Why does not the Do-
minion of Canada give up its name ? Why does not Queen
Victoria give up her name ? Why does not every great
corporation in this country give up its name ? Mr. Speaker,
we will not take the-Bill without the name. We hold tho-
name dear to us, and under it we have prospered, and by it
we will prosper if we never get an Act o incorporation.
Now, I have nothing further to add. I am glad, I say, that
this discussion bas gone on so well, and so little las been said,
andIthank thosehon. gentlemen who have allowedusto
come before this Parliament; and I shall be very grateful
to any hon. gentleman in this louse, ne matter what his
relgious opinions, no matter what his political opinions are,
if he will support this Bill; and I honestly declare that any
influence I have, be it much or litte, shall be accorded to
him irrespective of the political party hie belongs to. I
trust that we will have a vote, and aftor the vote is over I
hopethe Orangemen of this country will discharge theirduty
as men of intelligence, men of truth, men of honesty, men
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of integrity, and that they will see where they can remedy
thisevil, and I trust they will do it. Perhaps wo may have
to wait a few years to get this Act of incorporation, but we
will get it by-and-bye. Why, Sir, will we get it? Because
the time is not far distant when the women of tlis country
will have a vote, and they know in their heart that so far
as this Act is concerned it will be a benefit to the country,
for we shall establish at once a fund for widows and
orphans, and the ladies of this country will give us their
support. I am glad the hon. First Minister has introluced a
Bill which wilI givo the right of suffrage to a good niany
Women, and if the Bill does not become law they will be
able toe olect good, true and conscientious men to this House
who will give us an Act of incorporation.

Amendment (Mr. Curran) 6 months' hoist, agreed to on
the following division:-

YE's:

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Auger,
Bain,
Béchard,
Benoit,
Bergeron,
Bergin,
Bernier,
Bill,
Blak e,
Blanchet,
Bolduc,
Bossé,
Bourassa,
Bourb'au,
Brecken,
Burns,
Burpee (St. John),
Cameron (Huron),
Campbell (Renfrew),
Caron,
Casey,
Casgrain,
Catudal,
Charlton,
Cimon,
Cockburn,
Colby,
Costigan,
Coughlin,
Coursol,
C urran,
Cuthbert,
Daly,
Daoust,

Meseieurs
De Beaujeu,
De.Sc. Georges,
Desaulniers,
Desjardins,
Dupont,
Fairoank,
Fisher,
Fleming,
Forbes,
Fortin,
Fréchette,
Gagné,
Geoffrion,
Gigault,
Gillmor,
Girouard (Jac. Cartier
Gir",uard (Kernt),
Grandbois,
Guilbault,
Hackett,
Hall,
Harley,
Holton,
Innis,
Jackson,
Keefler,
Kirk,
Labrosse,
Landerkin,
Landry,
Langevin,
L aurier,
Lister,
Livingstone,
Mackenzie,

Macmaster,
McMillan (Eluron),
M cMillan (Vaudreuil),
McGreevy,
McIlntyre,
M cIsaac,
Massue,
M éthot,
Mitchelf,
Montplaisir,
,Mulock,
Pat-rson (Bran t),
Patterson (Essex),
Pinsonneault,
Pope,

),Rinfret,
Riopel,
Robertson (Shelburne),
Ross (Middlesex),
Royal,
Somerville (Brant),
Somerville (Bruce),
Springer,
Tassé,
Tbompson,
Trow,
Vail,
Valin,
Vanasse,
Weldon,
Wells,
Wheler,
Wilson,
Wright,
Yeo.-106.

to finish or to further extend the breakwater at Bayfield,
Nova Scotia?

Sir 11ECTOR LANGEVIN. The Government have not
y et decided this question.

VETERANS OF 1812-15.

Mr. THOMPSON enquired, Is it the intention of the
Govei nment to propose an increase of pensions to the
Veteranî s of 1812-15, or to propose pensiuns to their widows,
or to propose grants of land to the Voterans of 1812-15, or
thoir widows?

Mr. CARON. It is not the intention of the Government
to irncrease the amount of pensions to the Veterans of 1812-
15, or to propose pensions to their widows, or to propose
grants of land to the Veterans of 1812-15 or their widows.

RIVER ST. LAWRENCE CHANNEL.

Mr. RINFRET enquirod, Wbether it is the intention of
the Govornment lo amend Section 2 of the Act 45 Vie,
chap. 43, so as to remove all restriction in the use of
the channels of the River St. Lawrenco by rafts and small
vessels ?

Mr. McLELAN. The Government bas not decidod to
amend Section 2 of the Act 45 Vie., chap. 43, in the direction
indicated.

NEGOTIATIONS WITII THE GOVERNMENT OF
BRITISH COLUMB[A.

Mr. BAKUER (Victoi ia) enquirod, Is it the intention of
the Governmcnt to inform the Members representing Brit-
ish Columbia in this lieuse of the results of the recent
negotiations with the Government of that Province with
reference to the Esquinalt Dry Dock, the Esquimalt and
Nanaimo Railway, and the opening to settlement of the
Railway Lands of Biitish Columbia.?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I hare the honor to inform
the hon. gentleman that thero are as yet no results, but as
soon as there are results the Members for British Columbia
will be informed at once.

PIIOTECTION OF FISIIERIES ON GEORGIAN BAY
AND LAKE IHURON.

N.Ys : Mr. O'3RIEN mo-el for copies of all correspondence and
Messieurs petitions addressed to i M inister of Marine and Fsheries,

Abiso, Hey, iHker, relative to the protectiun uf the fisheries on the Georgian
Baker (Victoria), Hillierd, Scott, Bay anid Lake 11uron, since the 1st of January last. Be
Barnard, Homer, Scriver, said: In moving this motion I desire to call the attention
Beaty, Irvine, Shakespeare, ofthe hon. Ministei oft Marine to the unprotected condition of
Benl, ieon , Spmraole, the fisheries on Georgian Bay, and the ineffectual way in
Bowell, Kinney, Sutherland (Oxford), whieh the system of protection is carried out. I know tbat
Bryson, Kranz, Sutherland (Selkirk), correspondenco has takeri place between the DepartmentB r n)ha m Macdonald (Sir John), 'fayl.-ir.
C(amero ,(Victoria), Mackintoish,(TiSrJh ley, aid persons who have had opportunities et' observing how-
Campbell (Victoria), Marmillan (Middlesex), Tupper (Pictou), thec fisheries are looked after ; but 1 wish to cal the atten-
Carling, Mealum, Tyrwbitt, 'ioni of the Minister specially to this fact, that the whole

chrane, rthy." (4  rf), g m e protecting tho fisheries in Georgian Bay, as;wellDavies, me )11 a1d W al litce (York),
Dickinson, MeLelan, Watson, as ii the inlard waters generally, is altogether inoffieient for
Farrow, McNeill, White (1ardwet), the reatson that the Government employ porsons to look
Pergusun(Leeds&Gren.)M ,t yTftewhire iasting1>, ILci' them who neve ' take the trouble to go on the water
Gordon, Oint, wig!.( e) d nlook after the men who tare engaged in the trade.. For
Gunn, Pickard, Wiîiams, Georgiai Bay and the wholo coast extending nearle'200

tRy, Ws,,(otiiles fr'om Coîlingwood towards Killarney there are, I
Hay,i taink, three inspctors, not one of whom ever thinks it

Main motion agreed to on the same di-ision. hi. basineiss to go on the water or visit the grounds where
Jfngirig is carried on. The conrsequence is not only that a

BAYFIELD, (N.S) BREAKWA'ER. iuiber of persons fish who have no 1ic:onses to do so, but
also nets are used of iliegal mesh, and fih killed at seasons

Mr. McISAAC enquired, Whetherit istheintention ofthe when thy ishould not be killled. I think the simple and
Govern ment to place a sum in the Supplementary Estimates proper manner to protect the fisheries would be Io the
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Governmont to appoint one or two persons who should
make it their business during the whole season to spond
their time on the water looking after those ongaged in the
trade. By that means we would ascertain that only per-
sons fished who took out licenses, and also that fish were
not killed at spawning season, and at other times when
they should not bc interfered with. I think it will strike
anyone as very absurd that, on a long stretch of coast like
that round Georgian Bay, where the law declares that
certain persons only shall fish, and fish only at certain
times of the year, yet there is no person whose business it is
to enforce the law and see that it is carried ouL. I would
suggest to the lion. Minister that ho should adopt the plan
urged upon him some years ago by a person acquainted with
the business, that instead of having throe or four men at
different points, who never set a foot in a boat or go
on the water, ho should employ one or two vessels-
oven a Mackinaw boat would be better than nothing-to go
up and down the lakes and visit the fishing grounds and
sec the law is enforced. If the hon. Minister would adopt
that plan ho would find that very satisfactory results would
flow from it. To give a little idea of the value of the fish-
eries and the very small cost to the Government, I would
simply mention that the fishoery on Georgian Bay re-
turns a yield on an average of over $70,000 a year, and
that is inerely from the number of vessels kept under
license, and of which returu is mado to the Government.
If the matter was properly looked into it wou blie found
that two or three times that quantity was taken, of which
no return was made, and the whole sum which the Depart-
ment spends in looking after tbis fishery is very little
over one per cent. of tho whole amount derived. There
is another very groat evil-that the saw-mill owners
along the Georgian Bay, not only destroy tho fish, but also
the harbors and navigable waters, by saw-dust being allowed
to accumulate in the streams. It is no wonder that the mill
owners on the Georgian Bay should be offenders in this
respect, when we know that on the Ottawa, under the very
walls of this House, the mill owners commit the same
offence. lt is most extraordinary that the Government are
not able to enforce the law with respect to a matter of this
importance. The Ottawa River in many places is not
navigable where large vessels formerly passed up, and this
is owing to saw-dLst being allowed to accumulate. Parry
Sound harbor is at this moment so obstructed with sawdust
that in parts of it a vessel cannot take out a load. The same
state of things prevailis oD the Severn and the Muskosh,
with other navigable streams entering the Georgian
Bay, and all owing to saw-durt being allowed to accumulate.
The Government, therefore, loses in a variety of ways,
one being in revenue from the number of persons engaged
in fishing without paying the required license. It also
loses through the illegal destruction of fish, and from the
manner in which the rivers and harbors are obstructed. In
fact, it seems to me that there never was a people under the
sun so utterly reckless and careless about their resources as
are the people of Canada; not only do they allow their
timber to be wasted and taken out of the country, but they
actually allow the manufacture of the lumber to kill off the
fish in our lakes and streams. Tn Parry Sound,whore formerly
valuable fish wore to be found, you have to go twenty miles
ont t find fish; and this is all due Io the manner in which,
under the very eyes of the inspector appointed, I believe, by
the Government of hon. gentlemen opposite, mill owners
are ajlowed to put saw-dust in the streams, and not only
obstruct the harbor, but destroy the fisb. If the Government,
instead of paying half-a-dozen landsmen to go across the
Bay in open boats, employed one or two persons, competent
to take a boat and go up and down, an end would b put to
this state of things. I used to think that the Militia
Department was the mostbeggarly and starved Department
in 4he whole Government, but now I think that the Fishery

uEr, YBauM.

Department is the worât. Certainly the Minister bas
allowed his Department to be managed on very economical
principles; and, unfortunately, mischief has been done in a
variety of ways that can never be remedied. While we
have, in this misorable way saved money, -we have lost a
large portion of our natural resources. We have a very ex-
pensive establishment at Newcastle for the raising ofyoung
fish; and we are asked to send applications to the Govern-
ment to send fish to various portions of the coast. Now,
what an absurdity it would be for me to ask to have
salmon, or trout, or whitefish fry sent to the waters and
along the shores of the Georgian 1ay, when I know that they
will be destiroyed, beforo they attain legitimate s:z, by
sav-dust, and kille1 out of season by people who ought to
pay for licenses to tho Governmoet, but who not only do
not pay for licenses, but make no roturns whatever. The
two things are perfectly inconsistent. What is the use of
having establishments to breed fish to ftil up waters which
will bo at once depleted. In the àrst place, we should
carry out the existing laws for the protection of fish, and I
would suggest to the Minister of Marino that ho should take
tho first opportunity to revise the fishing rogulations, and
especially those under whieh the fishery inspectors are
appointed; and while doing so to get a report of the coast
and ascertain where there might be a certain portion
of it set aside for breeding purposes, and no one to be
allowed to fish there at ail. Otf certain portions of the
coast bere and there a fow miles distant, suitable local-
ities could be set apart where no one would be allowed
to fish, to the vcry great advantage of the whole
fishing interest ; but it is useless to do so, unless the
lion. gentleman adopts a more rigid and effective system of
inbpection. The first thing to do is to appoint men-even
suppose he bas to pay something like a reasonable salary-
who will spend thoir time on the waters, attend to the
fisheries and inspect the nets, a matter of very considerable
importance, and se that no man fishes who bas not a
licenseo; and above ail things see that fish are not killed out
of season and that saw-dust is not allowed to be put in the
lakes to destroy them. When ho bas accomplished ail that,
whieh it is a very easy matter to accomplish, if ho will only
employ the right persons to see that the law is enforced,
thon it will be time enough to breed fish to put into the
inland waters ; but until he does that, the other is a great
waste of time. I hope that the hon. Minister of Marine
will take this matter into conisideration, and consider parti-
cularly the fact that owing to the want of an efficient system
of inspection, great loss arises, not only to the Government,
but also to the country. Tho exponse of the whole thing
could not be very serious, if even he takes the money ho
pays out now and pays one or two persons, tu gain the
object in view. Thon, if a man were compelled to
have a boat and to bo on the water-if a man hires
a boat now it is as much as hoecan do to get the money for
it out of the Department of Marine, for it is the greatest
difficulty in the world to get legitimate expenses paid-a
different and more efficient state of affairs would exist.
Now, so far from our fishery officers being encouraged to
do their duty, this is >ctually prevented, because they know
that if they go to any expense they will have the greatest
possible difficulty in getting reimbursed. I say that this
is not the way in wbich this great industry should be treated.
On Georgian Bay alone 10 vessels and 107 boats are employ-
ed, valued at about 83,000. and over 200 men are engaged
in these fitheries, and this is not a way to treat an
important interest like that; and yet this is but one
sample of the way in which the fishories gonerally are con-
ducted. On Lake Simcoo, where I live, some years ago we
bad a very efficient offieer, who had charge of the whole lakes,
and I think this was when lion.gentlemen opposite were in
power. In enforcing the law, ho found it necessary to fine
soein individuals on the ea.t sido of the Lake, represented
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thon by a gentleman not now in the House. This gentle-
man did not like it, and thQught it very hard that an officer
should come into his constituency and fine lis consti-
tuents: consequently he had a fisbory officer appointed
himself to take the east side of the Lake, and this person
took very good care not to fine the friends of that member.
Then thelate member for South Simcoe, aConssrvative, find.
ing that his friends were being prosecutLed by this zealous and
efficient officer, who then bad them in charge, wanted to
get somebody appointed who would look after bis interests
and allow saw-dust to kill the trout in all the brooks'; and so
our fishing interests in the Lake and on those waters were
allowed to a very great extent to be saerificed, because bon.
members of this louse bad more regard fbr the interests,
or the feelings certainly, of their constituonts than for the
the interests entrusted to them; and hence they adopted
these means to defeat the ends of the law. It was just as
bad on the one side as on tho ether. This is one of those
things which this House and the Government should
set their faces against; and although in this case it was a
matter of comparatively smail importance, it is a sample of
the way in which the fishery inspection is carried out. It
is most absurd to appoint to do these duties, landsmen who
do not know one end of a boat from the other. If tbeMinister
does bis duty as he ought, he will consider the large interests
involved, and employ efficient men, and not make itdifficult
to get a boat, but compel them to have boats, and repair in
them to certain portions of the coast at cert4in seasons. 1,
think that thus the Government will benefit, and a veryj
important interest, which is also at stake in the matter,will
be largely served and the fisheries protected; and then,
and not until then, will it be worth while to serd fry into
waters which are now ready for use.

Mr. McLELAN. The correspondence will be brought
down. I am glad to see the hon. gentleman attach much
importance to the fisheries of Georgian Bay, and I hope
that he will give the Department the benefit of bis local
knowledge, and that if we call upon him to recommend any
overseers or inspectors in that district ho will name mn
possessing the qualifications which ho says these men
should have. I think he is allowing for one man almxost too
much work-200 miles of the Bay or district. It scems to
me that while a man is at one end of the Bay, there would
be poaching at the other end, &e., and I think that more
than one mar. must be eiployed to make the system effi-
eient. I may stato to the hon gentleman that this matter
is under the serious and earnest consideration of the Depart-t
ment. With the hope of removing the evis complained oft
in that district with respect to the saw-dust in the Ottawa, I
may say that some years ago it was considered that the
manuracturing industry was more important just here thant
was the fishing industry; and, therefore, Ottawa River was2
exempted from the operations of the Fishery Act, and thist
accounts for the fact that there is so much sawdust in this
river. •

Motion agreed to.f

RAILWAY ACCIDENTS.

Mr. MITCHELL moved for a return of all accidents and
casualties which have occurred on the several railways in L
Canada for the past three years,cnding 31st Decem ber, 1882,
involving either loss of life or injury to persons or property, e
with a separate statement of each railway, showing the full t
extent and particuîlars of:such casualties, the point at which s
they occurred, the causes and nature thereof, and in cases ofn
fatal accidents whether or not a coroner's inquest was held,
with the several verdicts returned thereon, with a copy of (
the by-laws, rules and regulations of each. of the said rail- s
way companies, as reqnired by the 55th Section t
of the Railway Act of 1879. The above rturna f

to include similar rcturns of the Government Railways.
He said : I ask for this return in order that I may obtain
information with regard to ail Governmont and corporation
roads, for the purpose of making comparisons with returns
ordered by the lHuse giving similar information with
reference to the Grand Trunk. I find that the nuinber of
fatal accident on that road last year was 57 ; seriously in-
jured, 201; slight accidents, 48, or in ail, 306. I find that in
no less than 33 cases no inquest was held. The number of
these casualties have been so great that the latter is one of
vital importance to the country, and one to which our aiten-
tion might probably be directed with a view of lessening
these accidents.

Motion agreed to.

MOTIONS FOR RETURNS.

Motions for the following Returns were severally agreed
to

Copies of all corrospondence, reports, &c., in reference to
the immigration of Jewish refugees from Rassia into any
part of Canada, and in refoerence to the subsequent mainten-
ance and disposal of such immigrants; with a statement of
costs, if any, connected with their immigration and main-
tenance.-(Mr. Casey.)

Return ofany and ait moneys advancel to the Govern-
ment of New Brunswick, on account of and in anticipation
of the subsidy, since January Ist, 18S2; the date of the
several advances, the rate of interest charged and the amount
of interest charged -(Mr. Weldon.)

leturn showing the name and salary and duty of each
officer on the Instruction Staff of ti Royal Military
College, with the date of his appointment. Also, a Return
showing the full staff of offlers of" A " and "B " Batteries
respectively, with salary and date of appointment.-(Mr.
Ross, MiddleEex.)

Return showing the naine of each officer and employé in
each Military District, with salary and date of appointment.
-(Mr. Ross, Middlesex.)

Return showing the cost of the Cartridge Factory at Que.
bee, since its first establishment, and the names and salary
of ail the officers and employés, with the value and quantity
of the ammunition mauufactured.-(Mr. Ross, Middlesex.)

Return showing the number of officers, non comnisioned
officers and men, who received instruction in " A" and " B"
Batteries in cach year since their establishment ; the num-
ber awarded a certificate of qualification in each year, and
the entire cost por annum of each Battery for the same
time.-(Mr. Ross, Middlesex.)

Statement of duty paid by the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company on articles imported by them, from the date of
their contract with the Goverument until the 28th Febru-
ary, 1883, specifying the ports of entry of such goods and
the amount paid at each port.-(Mr. Whito, Cardwell.)

Copies of ail correspondence, reports and Orders inuCotm-
cil with reference to the daim of Mr. Dustan, of Halifar,
for a remission of duty on machinery for a sugar refinery.-
(Mr. Blake.)

Copies of ail Orders in Council in force regulating the
close season for lobster fishing and ail petitions and corres-
pondence in possession of the Government since 1879, re.
ating to the subject.-(Mr'. Kirk.)

Return showing the metes and bounds of each of the
electoral divisions in Manitoba, as represeuted in this House;
their number, their nanes, and their population. Also, the
successfal candidates, and when there was a contest, the
number of votes cast for each.-(Mr. Farrow.)

Copies of ail documents and correspondence between the
Government and persons claiming to be proprietors of the
Seigniory of Mingan, respecting the rights of property in
hat Seigniory, and in the tidal and river fisheries aloug its
front and within its limits.-(Mr. Abbott.)

1883.
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Return of the names and respective amounts of Customs

duties refunded nt the Port of Toronto for the last fiscal year,
and the articles or commodities upon which the duties were
collected and refunded.-(Mi. MeMullen.)

Copies of all correspondenco between the Government of
Ontario and of Canada, as to the sale of La Clocbe Island,
near the Georgian Bay or the Duck Islands, and as to the
claims of the respective Governments with reference to
Islands in that neighboihood; also, of all correspondence
and papers with reference to the sales of any sucsl Lands;
with a statement of the particulars of any sales made, in-
cluding dates, names and prices.-(Mr. Blake.)

Roturn of all correspondence had from January Ist,
1877, to March 31st, 18S3, between the Department of
Marine and Fisheries at Ottawa, and the Inspector oi
Fisheries for the Province of New Brunswick, and of all
reports made to the Department by the said Inspector, in
referene to the claim of ex-Overseer Amos Perley, of Chat-
ham, foir services in connection with the Srnelt Fishery of
Miramichi, in the years 1876, 1877, and 1878.-(Mr.
Welddn.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD eioved the adjo;urnment
of the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 12:5 o'clock a.m.) the Ilouse
adjourned.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TUESDAY, 17tlh April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Throe o'clock.

PRAYERs.

P RIVATE BILLS.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I move that, as the time for
receiving the reports on Private Bills will expire to-morrow,
thesamo be extended for a further period of eight days
from such date.

Motion agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

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

Bill (No. 109) to amend an Act for the final settlement
of claims to lands in Manitoba by occupancy under the Act
33 Vict., chap. 3.-(Mr. Royal.)

ROADS AND ROAD ALLOWANCES IN MANITOBA.

Mr. ROYAL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 110)
to amend the Act respecting roads and road allowances in
Maniktoba, (from the Senate.)

Mr. BLAXE. Explain.
Mr, ROYAL. An Act was passed by the Dominion

Govertment some years ago at the request of the Manitoba
Gove&nment tob have the old trails in the Province of Mani-
tobs surveyed by the Departrment. The property of those
roads was vested in the Crown, and any change in those
roads was to be made by the Local Government, the
municipal system 'not being ut that time fully in existerce.
Sinòa that time the municipal system has been orgnized all
over the Province, and whenever a Munícipal Council
wants to change the location of a trail or road they have
to apply to the Governor in Council lere in Ottawa. The
ohjet of this measure is to vest that authority in the L'gis-
lature of Manitoba instead of the Goveinor in Council.

Bill read the first time.
Mr. MITCHELL.

WAYS AND MEANS.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Wholo to coneider the follow-
ing resolut ions:-

2. Resolved,-That it is expedient to amend the Act 42 Vie., chap.
15 mntituled,: "An Act to alter the duties of Customs and Excise,"
and the Acts ot 1880, 1881 and 1882 amending the same :-First-By
repealing so much of Schedule A of said Acts as imposes any duties of
Customs upen 1he following goods, and making other provisions in lien
thereuf, also, by changing descriptions in certain cases, and adding
thereto certain articles not heretofore enumerated.

AcIms:
1. Acetic, now twelve cents per Imperial Gallon to be fifteen cents.

Sirike out the words "Sulphuric and Nitric in a combined ttaie,
twenty per cent ad valorern," and substitute the fellowing in
lieu thereof :-

2. Sulphurie and Nitric combined and ail mixed acids, twenty-fire
per cent. ad valorem.

3. Under the heading "Books, &c." In the item Playing Cards,
strike out the words and figures "lthirty per cent. ad valorem.
30 per cent." and insert the words "six cents per pack."

4. In the item " Printed Music, bound or in sheets," strike ont the
word and figure "six, 6," and insert the word and figuras
" ten, 10.

5. Braces or Suspenders, now 25 per cent. to be 30 per cent.

CARRIAGES:-

Strike out the whole of this item and substitute the following in lieu
thereof:-

6 to 12. Carriages :-Bu egies of all kinds, Farm Waggons, Farm Rail-
way or Freight Carts, Pleasure Carts or Gigs and similar
vehicles, and all other carriages not otherwise enumerated,
thirty-five per cent. ad valoren, to take effect on and after the
tenth day of May next.

13. Railwiy Cars, Sleighs, Cutters, Wheel-barrows and fland-Carts,
thirty per cent. adi vlorem

14 to 19. Cbildren's Carriages of all kinds, thirty-five per cent. ad
valorem, to take effect on and after the tenth day of May next.

20. Parts of Carriages or other manufactured articles shall be charged
with the same rate of duty, on a proportionate valuation, as
that chargeable r pon the finished article.

21. Under the beading "Cotton, Manufactures of," In the item Cot-
ton, Duck or Canvs of hemp or fiax and sail twine when to be
used for boats' and ships' sails, five per cent, ad valorem. Strike
out the words " Cotton, Duck or," and provide that :

The importer of Cotton Duck, used for sails of ships or fishing
boats or other vessels, shall be entitled to a drawback equal to
the duty paid thereon, legs five per cent. of the value of the
article, ou furnishing proof that the Duck had been so used,
under regulations to be made by the Minister of Customs.

After the item, " All clothing made of cotton or other material,
&c." insert the item :

22. Lampwicks thirty per cent. ad valorem.
And also the following:

23. Provided thit printed or dyed cottons, except jeans, coutilles, cam-
bries, silicias and casbans, shall on and after the lst day of Jan-
uary, 1881, be charged with a duty of twcenty-seven and one-half
per cent. ad valoren.

Strike out the items concerning " Cordage for ships' purposes,"
and "Cordage, ali other including Manilla, Marline, kc.," and sub-
stitute therefor :

24. Cordage of all kinds, twenty per cent. ad valorern.
Strike out the item " Drain tile and drain pipes and sewer pipes,

&c., twenty per cent.," and substitute the following items in lieu there-
of :-

25. Drain tile not glazed, twenty per cent. ad valorem.
26. Drain pipes and eewer pipes, glazed, twenty five per cent. ad

valorem.
27. Under the heading " Fruits Dried," in the second item, " Cur-

ranIts, Dates, &c.," the duty of twenty-five per cent. to be re-
duced to twenty per cent.

28. In the item, "Fruits in air-tight cans," after the words, "including
cans," strike out the words " three cents per pound if sweetened,
and two cents per pound if not cweetened," and insert the
words : Weighing not over one pound, three cents per can,
and three cents additional per can for each pound or fraction
of a pt und over one pound in weight.

29. Under the bheading "Furniture," after the word "Furuiture," and
before the word "house," insert the words, "of wood, iron, or
any other material." Atterthe words, "bolsters and pillows,"
and before the words, "Icaskets and coffins," strike out the
words "Show Cases," an1 add the following item : Show cases,
a specific duty of two dollars each, and in addition thereto,
thirty-five per cent. ad vilorern.

33. Under tbe heading "Iron and Manufactures of," after the item
concerning " lap-welded boiler iron tubing," and before the
item concerning "bedsteads and other iron turniture," strike
out the heading "Manufactures of iron or steel, or of iron and
steel combined."
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31. In the item "Bedsteads and other iron furniture and ornamental iron 73 to 78. Portable Machines, Portable Steam Engines, Threshers and

work and wire work," strike ont the words "Bedsteads and Separators, Borse Powers, lorttble Saw Milla, and Fanning
other iron furniture," and include the same in the item con- Mills and pags thereuf, thirty-live per cent. ad valorn, to take
cerning "Furniture, house, cabinet, or office," thirty-five per effect on and after the tenth day of May next.
cent. ad valorem. 79. Bed Comforters, or Quilts of Cotton, twenty-seven and a-half per

After the item concerning ,'Sewing Machines," and before the item 80. cent. ad valorem.
concerning IInk for writing," insert the following :~ 0Belis, of any material, except for churîl, lhirty per cent. advjalorem.

32. All articles rated as iron or manufactures of iron shall be charge- 81. Boot, Shoe and Stay Laces of any material, thirty per oent. âd
able with the saine duty if imported as steel, or steel and iron valorern.
combined, unless otherwise provided for. 83. Button Covers, Crosier, ten per cent. ad valorem.

jnder the heading "Leather" in the item "Soleand belting leather 84. Cane or Rattan, split or otherwise manufactured, twenty-five per
and ail upper leather," alter the word "Sheep,' and before the cent. ad valorem.
word's "Calf, tauned or dressed," strike out the words "Buck 85. Cases-Jewel and Watch Cases, and other like articles of any
and Antelope," and substitute therefor the following item: material, thirty per cent. ad valorem.

33. Glove Leathers, viz. : Buck, Deer, Elk and Antelope, tanned or 86. Coal Dust, twenty per cent. ad valorem.
dressed, colored or not colored, ten per cent. ad valorem. 87. Hair Cloth, thirty per cent. ad valorem.

35. Under the heading "Liquorice root, paste extract of, for manu- P8. India Rubber Clothing, or clothing made waterproof with India
facturing purposes," the duty of twenty per cent. to be rubber, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem.
reduced to fifteen per cent. advalorem. 89. Jellies and Jams, five cet 13 per pound.

36. Under the heading " Marble," in the first item after the word "con- 9o. Jute Carpetting or Matting and Mat, twenty-five per cent. ad
taining," and before the word "fifteen," insert the words "iless valorem.
than," and after the words "cubie feet," and before the words 91. Lamp-black and lvory black, ten per cent. ad valorern.
"ten per cent.," strike out the words "or over." 93: Lead, Nitrate and Acetate of, five per cent. ad valorem.

37. [n the second item, after the words "two sides," and before the 93. Magie Lanternesand Optical Instruments, including Microscopes
words "per cent.," strike out the word "fifteen," and insert and Telescopes, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.
the word "ten " 94. Nickel Anodes, ten per cent, ad valorem.

38. Under the heading 9 Oils," in the item concerning, IlCarbolic or 96. Pumps, iron, pitcher, spout, cistern, well and force pumps, thirty-
heavy Oil," after the word "Oil," and before the words "ten five per cent. ad valorem.
per cent.," strike out the words "used in making wooden block 97. Tin Crystals, twenty per cent, ad valorem.
pavements, for heating, wood for building, and for railway 98. Vaseline, and all similar prel)arations of petroleuim far toilet, med-
ties," strike ont the item "lubricating of ail kinds, twenty-five icinal or other purposes, in bulk, four cent. per pound.
per cent. advalorem 25 per cent." and substitute the following: In bottles or other packages, liot over une pouind in weight each,

39. Lubriceting Oils, composed wholly or in part of Petroleum, and six cents per pound.
costing thirty cents per Imperial gallon or over, twenty-five Under the heading, *1 Steel and Manufactures of,' strike out the
per cent ad valorem. first item concerning "lsteel in ingots, bars, sheels and coils and

40. The same costing less than thirty cents per Imperial gallon, seven railway bars or rails anid fish plates," nad substitute the follow-
and one-fitth cents per Imperial gallon. ing in lieu there'f:-

41. Ail other lubricating oils, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 99. Steel, igots, bare, sheets and coils, not elsewhere specified, a spe-
42. In the item of"I paper hangings or wall paper," after the words cific duty of live dollars per ton to tak eff ect on and after the

"gwall paper " insert the words " and glazed, plated, mar- first ut July next, and to remait free of duty until that.date.
bled, enamelled or embossed paper, in rols or sheets, and 100 Spades, etc., strike out the words "including files" and add the
card-board similarly finished." followiig item :

43. l the item "Union Collar Cloth Paper," after the words "not 101. Files and tasps, thirty-five per cent. al valorem.
shapen "and before the words "per cent." strike out the 102. After the item concernigîI "Proprietary Medicines," and before
word "ten " and insert the word "lfie." the item concerning ' Prunella," insert the following:-

44. In the itenm concerning "Spices," after the word " unground" " Alliedicinal preparations, whether chemical or otherwise, usually
and before the words "per cent " strike out the word imported with the mime of the manutfîcturer, shall have the
" twenty " and insert the word "ten." true mie of such manufacturer and the place where they are

45. Under the heading "Tobacco," in the item "manufactured prepare1 permanently and legibly affixed to each parcel by stamp
tobacco and snuff," after the wor4. "twenty," strike out the i labtel or otierwise ; and ait medicinal preparations impurted
word "five," alsothefigures "25," atdinsert the figures "20" without such names so affixed shall be forfited."
to take effect on and after the first day of May next.

In the item "Trunks, satchels, valises, &c.," after the words 3 Resolved,-That it is expedient to provide by law that the export
I Carpet-bags," insert the words " Purses and pocket-boois."' of Deer, Wild Turkeys and ,juail in the carcase, hbe prohiited ;and

46. lu the item " Turpenti ne, spirits of," after the words 4"Spirits of,' that a penalty be imposed for every breach of sucli prohibition.
and before the words "per cent.'' strike out the word
"twenty," and insert the word "ten." Motion agreed to ; and the House resolved itself into

47. Under the heading "Vegetables," strike out the words "Tomatoes Committee.in cans, 2 ets. per lb." and substitute the following in lieu
thereof: '- Tomatoes and other vegetables, including corn, in (In the Committee.)
cans weighing not over one pound, 2 ets. per can.

And 2 cts. additional per can for each ponnd or fraction of a On item 1) acetic acidpound over one pound in weight.
48. In the item concerning "Vinegar," after the word "Vinegar," Sir LEONARÙ TILLEY. The duty 'on acetic aeid isan I before the word "cents," strike out the word " twelve,'tg

and insert the word " fifteen." now 12 cts. per Iperial gallon, and 1 propose to
49. Under the heading " Wools and Woollens " in the first i*+m, malke it 15 ets. This is an article wlhose valuo entirely

afier the words "Worsted Yarns," strike out the wor. .. deeuds nIt
figures, Iunder number 30," and after the word "hoaiery " . -strerigth. lu some cases it bas boon iro-
and Lefore the word "seven," strike out the words "of every duced very strong indeed, and being dluted wiîth water it is
description," and insert the words, " not eltewhere specified " brought into competition with the virneZar maX, in this

50 In the second item concerning "Clothing ready made," after the country as well as imported vinegar. iii'the United States
word. "ineludingI" and before the word " Uloth Caps'" .
insert the words " Knitteigood, viz. :;Sock and Stocking 1 the duty is collected according to the strength, and they

Beýwen the second and third items insert the following item have instruments for testing; but as thut involves a good
51. Dres 6r Costume Gloths, serges and similar fabrics, under twenty- deal of expense and the employment of menlquified for

five inches wide and weighing not over three and a-balf ouncestha xpareiular duty we thoumt t lt to adld 3 fis. erper lineatyard, either or both, twenty per cent. ad valorem. P . t . P
Wincies to remain as they are in the present Tariff. gallon without making any distlietion as to strength.

By addidg to Schedule A the following items, viz.:-
53. Absinthe, two dollars per Imperial gallon. Mr. BLAK E. This is a further protection to the vinegar
51. Agates, sapphires, emeralde, garnets and opal, polished but not set makers

or otherwise manufactured, ten per cent. ad valorern.
55. Aniline dyes, not otherwise provided for, ten per cent. ad e ,lorem.
56 to 72 AGRICrLTCAL IMPLEIENTS: Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It applies to both the home-

Mowing Machines, Self-binding Harvesters, Harvesters withont iade and the imported vinegar.
binders, hinding attachments, Reapers, Sulky and Waiking
Plouighs and parts of the same, Harrows, Scythes, Horse and Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). What will this duty amount to
Hand Hay Rakes, Garden Rakes of any material, Grain Seed ad valorem?
Drills, Spades and Shovels, Hoes, Hay, Straw, Manure, Spading
and &ining Forks, and all simailar articl-! a.nd parts thereot, Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That will de nd of coursthîrty-five per cent. ad valorem, to taket eifet on and after the r n RTa i depend of
tenth day of May next. <Oentirely on the strenglh,
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2n item 2, sulphurie, nitric acids combined, and ail mixed
acids,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The duty on sulphuric acid
is specifie, and as a rule the rate of duty ad valorem is bighet'
than ou nitric or muriatic acids, and the result bas been that
par:ties have s.ometimes been in the habit of importing
sulphurie mixed with nitric or muriatic at the 2ffperpcent.
duty. This, of course, interferes with the duty now imposed
on silphuric acid, and we propose to equalize the matter by
putting on a duty of 25 per cent. on all mixel acids.

Mr. BLAKE. Is that for protective or revenue purposes?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It ii t-> prevent fraud upon
the revenue to a certain extent, because by mixing they
import the article at a lower rate.

On item ?, playing cards,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is not for the purpose of

getting a revenue, but we think they can be manufactured
in the country.

Mr. BLAKE. Ttcl hou. gentleman )roposes to encourage
the manufacture of playing cards. Yon expect the duty to
be prohibitory ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have no objection if it is.

Mr. BLAKIE. About what rate ad valorem is equivalent
to 6 ets. per pack ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Some arc imported. very
cheap, and being merely wate colors, if handled for fifteen
or twenty minutes they show their inferior quality. On the
better description this rate would be equal to about 35 per
cent.

On item 4, printed music,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The present rate, 6 cts. a

lb., is very low, and the manufacturers of sheet music in
the country think they should have some protection, and
therefore, we propose to increase the rate from 6 cts. to 10
ets, a lb. We think we might also get more revenue from
this duty.

Mr. BLAKE. At what rate is it now coming in.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Sometimes as low as 5 per

cent.
On item 5, braces or suspenders,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The article from which sus-
penders are manufactured, pays 25 per cent. duty, and the
duty on the manufactured article bas been alhû-25 per cent.
It is proposcd to give the manutacturer 5 per cent. protec-
tion by increasing the rate on the manufactured article to
30 per cent.

Mr, BLAKE. Is the raw material made in the country?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes. I may state that the
Government not knowing that the article was made in the
country, proposed to reduce the duty; but, on enquiry, we
found that machinery has recently been imported, and that
raw material is now being manufactured, and therefore we
propose to increase the duty on the manufactured article
rathèr than reduce that on the raw material.

Mr. BLAKE. At present the manufacturer of the raw
material is taking the benefit of the whole duty.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The manufacturer of the raw
material is taking all the benefit he can get out of it. He
has to pay his. proportion of the duty on th- article he im-
ports, but there is no reason why be should rot be protectel.

Mr. BLAKE. I am not makinîg any suggestion, I am
merely asking the operation of these various duties.

Mr. PATEISON (Brant). Willthere be any percepti-
ble difference in the revenue from those-fi ve items?

Sir L3oNARD TILLEY.

Sir LEONARD T[LLEY. We do not anticipate any-
thing very perceptible; there may be a slight increase.

On items 6 to 12, carriages,
Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. As I stated the other night,

with reference to carriages and the other articles named in
the items from 6 to 12,it is proposed to substitute a duty of
35 per cent. for the combined specifie and ad valorem duty.
On item 13, railway cars and other carriages, it is proposed
to impose a duty of 30 per cent. ; and on items 14 to 19,
childrens' cariages of all kinds, 35 per cent.; on agricultu-
ral implements, ie propose to place 35 per cent.; and I may
state bore, befor'e we pass this resolution, that the Govern.
ment have given very serious consideration to the represent-
ations that were made as te the effect this proposal was
likely to have, especially on Manitoba and the North-West.
We have had communications from the manufacturers of
the Dominion, blhowing what they would bc prepared to
supply during the year, and they have assured us that there
will be no increaso in the price of the articles manufaetuired
in the Dominion. We have also made the necessary enquiries
to ascert'ini whether it is probable that the volume cf these
goods manufactured in Canada and reaiy f>r delivery with-
in the next three or four months would meet the require-
ments of the Dominion. The Government, while anxious
to give every encouragement possible to the industries of
the country, do not wish to cripple or eirbarrass any por-
tion of the Dominion, and therefore we propose that these
resahrtions, changing the duty f'rom 25 to 35 per cent. on
carnages and on agricultural implements of every kind,
viil not go into etffc't until the 10th May next. That, we
think, will give ample time to the people of Manitoba and
other parts of the Dominion to import such ploughs and
similar articles as they cannot obtain in the Dominion.
But with the protection of 35 per cent., we have no doubt
that our own people will be able to manufacture for the
next year, for that and every other part of the Dominion,
without any necessity cf going abroad for a single article,
and at prices as low as have prevailed in the past.

Mr. BLAKE. What additional revenue do you expect to
get on items 6 to 8 ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We do net expect to get any.
The effect, no doubt, will be to increaie the manufacture at
home, and leave the revenue about the same.

Mr. BLAKE1. How will it increase the manufacture ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There will be less imported

than formerly, but at a higher rate of duty.
Mr. BLAKE. las there been much importation of car-

riages during the last year ?
Mr. BOWELL. A good many of an inferior and some of

a superior quality. There bas been a considerable impor-
tation, especially of buggies from the Western States, at-
tempted to bu entered at a very low figure, and of a very
inferior quality. The importation bas been chiefly to On-
tar io.

Mr. BLJAKE. Wbat is-the general price at which they
have been entered for duty ?

Mr. BOWELL. Low-priced buggies and one and two-
sente i carriages have been imported principally from
Cincinnatti, as 1w as $45 to $150. In every case where
the entries have been ma Io at low rates they have been
appraisel1 and thlie rates in ail cases raised. The $45 vehicle
has been r'ased as high as $65, sometimes $75; and the
$75 ones as high as $1:5. Sometimes a penalty of double
duty has been imposed iii addition.

On item 13, raiway cars, sleighs, &c.
Mr. BLAKE. Does this apply te all kinds of railway

cars ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

1
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Mr. BLAKE. Were railway cars imported to any grea

extent ?
Ir. BOWELL. No; except by the Pacific Railway Com

pany, when they could not get supplied in Canada.
Mr. BLAKE. I have heard of three tenders asked for, 1

think by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and also by another
Canadian Company, from Canadian and Amenican manufac-
turers, and in one or two instances the Americans obtained
the contracta.

Mr. BOWELL. The company complained they could
not get them made in the Dominion in time.

Mr. MITCHELL. I remember a large number of cars
imported chiefiy by the Canadian Pacific Railway because
they could not bc supplied in the country at the time-1,800
to 2,000 cars. No doubt, fror the extension of th ecapacity
of one or two of our establishments we will be able to sup-
ply all thatmay be required in future.

Mr. MACKENZIE. Did the Govern ment import any ?
Mr. BOWELL. 1 cannot say, but if any were it was be-

cause they could not be got here in time.
On items 14 to 19, children's carriages of all kinds,
In answer to MIr. Ross (Middlesex),
Mr. BOWELL. In the amended resolution a portion of

these articles are now made 35 per cent., and it was noceos-
sary to repeat the words in the old Tariff, so as to state
defin.tely what duty the other articles not mentioned in the
first resolution would bear.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why have the specifie duties
been departed from ? Why has the hon. Minister changed
his mind on those carriages ?

Sir LEONARD -TILLEY. In fixing the specific and
ad valorem duties the Customs Department were requested
to take the average rate, 35 per cent.; but when they were
requested to give us different rates and differont prices we
found this varied so much that in some cases it gave more
protection than was necessary, while, in other classes of
goods, it made them a little lower than 35 per cent. There-
fore, finding there were such discrepancies in it, and that
that particular class of carriages was brought in here under-
valued, it was con idered better t adopt a uniform rate, 35
per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I am surpri4ed at the hon. gentleman for
Suth Grenville (1r. Benson), who congratuhlted the
hon Minister on his extensive adoption of specifie duties,
not now expressing bis regrets that no sooner has this.good
coge than it vanishes. It seems to me that the statement
of the hon. Minister isone that he ought to have blushed at,
instead of smiling, in making it. le tells us that he ordered
the Customs Department to make a statement, and a whole
list of specific and ad valorem duties was brought down, and
upon the values being movel for he finds the whole thing
does not work, that in point of fact the values cannot be
produced to the House, and ho is obliged to abandon the
whole plan. He admits that it will produce the resuit of
exorbitant protection in some cases, and too little protec.
tion in others; so he has t come back to the olid defective
plan, in the view of the hon. member for South Grenville,
of an ad valorem duty.

l answer to Mr. PATEasoN (Brant),
Sir LEONARD TILL EY. A man might import a thou-

eand wheels, and he might desire to enter them as wooden
manufactures; therefore, we thought best to specify that
parts of furniture shallh be charged at the same rate.

In answer to Mr. BURPiEE(Sf TJhn).

t hon. Finance Minister, it is proposed to specify certain
articles which have heretofore cone in as unenumerated, in
order to make the protection complete to the manufacturer,
Under tho old Tarif that is nrw in operation, it says:
"Carriages, railway cars and wheel-barrowsÀ, &n., 30 per
cent." Now, it goes on to specify in the proposition before
the House, that cortain parts of carriages which have bore.

-tofore come in at a lower i ate ot duty, shall bear thoesame
duty as if the article was complote in itsolf. This was for.
merly the case with steam engines. Popfle used to bring
them in in parts, and thon put them together, and by that
means avoided paying the full duty.

In answer to Mr. MITCIELL,

Sir LEONARD TILL EY. Hubs and wheols are not
affected by this at aill; they are specifiod in lhe Tariff, and
we do not touch them. But what wo are driving at is this :
That unless parts of carriages are stated at the same duty as
the carriage when brought in complete-tbey would bring in
parts of these carriages, and desire to enter them ata lower
rate of duty, and then put then up here-and this is to
prevent any operation of that kind.

On item 21, cotton duck,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It has been found, during

the last year or two, that a large portion of the cotton duck
imported into Canada has been for ship-' purposes, and has
paid a duty of 5 per cent. The Custons authorities ascer-
tained from the limited quantity importod for other pur-
poses, except ships' purposes, that large importations
have taken place under the latter head paying 5 per cent.,
whereas the material was r i soLîl for other purposes,
and thus the revenue wai defrauded. 1 thiklc in oi u ca e
80,000 yards of duck were brought in that way, and it
could not be shown that more than 10,000 yards were used
for ships' purposes. It is propoeod that all duck sbill pay the
duty nowcollected when imported lor any other p"irpose
than for ships' purposes. That duty varies from 17, to 25
per cent., and it is proposed il a merchant impor ts aquantity
of d aek for ships' purposes, lr tlie sails of vessels engaged
in the fisheries, and the various purposes mnentione(l under
the Act, that upon sufficient evidence boing prolueed to the
Customs Dopartment that, say a 1,000 yards, had been
used for ships' purpîoses, he shall bo refunded thelu duty piil,
less 5 per cent. lt is inteuded that parties shail occupy the
saine position as before, duck for ships' purposes being
charged only 5 per cent. ; but it is intended te mako ail
parties pay the duty in the first place, and to provido for
the difficulties of d uty being returned to parties entitled
te it.

Mr. BLAKE. The intention is, that they shall pay 5 per
cent. on this article ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman will sec in a moment

that this wording does not ut al accomplish that intention.
The average duty paid on these articles is from 17î to 25 per
cent.; and we assume the duty to be 2() per cont., that
would bo on $100 worth of goods, $20. IL is proposed that
the whole duty should be returned less3 5 per cent. thereof,
which would be $1 ; nnd,theréfore, it is hure proposed that
of the duty of $20, 1 per cent. should be the duty collected
for revenue.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Oh, no. We may be wrong;
but I think that the hon. gentleman is wrong.

Mr. BLAKE. It is perfectly elcar.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Suppose they paid 17: per

cent•
Mr. BOWELL. There are a large number of articles i Mr. BLAKE. Very well.

that aro not mentioned in the Tariff, which bear a duty of20 Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Then, on $100 worth, we
per cent.; and in making the changes now proposed by the woukl receive back $12 50.
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Mr- BLAR. That is what the bon. gentleman intends; and boats; but the Minister of Customs, under his rading

but will be allow me to ask him, what 5 per cent. of the of the law-and I do not say he is wrong-willnot allow thé
amount paid means? The amount so paid is the duty, and reduced rate on canvas used on ships purely for sails. It
that means one-twentieth of that duty; and if the duty seems to me that this was not the spirit in which this Pro-
be $20, one-twentioth of that would be 81, or 1 per cent ; tectionist Government-a system I approve of-inspired
so the hon. gentleman's object is not aocomplished by the that clause; and I think that the Act ought to be amended
clause. in such a way as to allow all canvas going into ships for all

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think that the hon. gentle- purposes, as well as sails, to be free.
main is right, the wording does not cover certainly the Mr. BOWELL. The hon. gentleman as usual roads me
instructions given. a lecture as to what he considers to be my duty, and the'

Mr. BOWELL. Tt is right enough. If $20 be paid unnecessarily strict manner in which I interpret the Tarifft
and 5 per cent-. be retaiid, the payer will be in .preciÈely If the hon. gentleman will take the trouble to read the law,
the Mame position in which he is now. he will see that it is as explicit as language can make it.

1Mr. BLAK1g. I did not know that it was necessary to- The hon. Minister of Customs could not by .any possibility,
repeat the explanation to convince the hon. Minister of unless he violated the law, put any other interpretation
Customs. I convinced the hon. Minister of Finance, who, upon it. There is no such thing as latitade in tho matter.

convincethsconague. ofF , It reades thus: " Cotton duck or canvas' of bemp orperhaps, will convincehis colleague. flax and sil twine, when to be used for boats and shipKr. MITCHELfL. I presume that the object of the Govern- sails 5 per cent." And all any Minister can do in col-
ment is merely t-o retain enough to pay the actual expenses lecting the revenue is to act in accordance with the pro-
to which they are put in receiving entries and looking after viions of the Act. I have never put any other construe-
the business. , tion upon this language; and the House will see at once

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is to collect 5 per cent• that there is no p9wer given to the Minister to allow
dutg. duck to be imported and then manufactured into tarpaulins

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not understand it so. Is it to or put to any use other than as provided by law. I am
collect 5 per cent. duty ? not discussing, nor do I propose to discuss, the propriety of

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Ys. extending it so that it may be used for the purposes to
which the hon. gentleman alludes. The difficulty we have

Mr. MITCHELL. If so the resolution is wrong; but if found in carrying this out has been that merchants have
it be merely to give back to the people engaged in the ship- imported it in large quantities at 5 per cent., and then used
hing business of the country the duty paid on canvas used on it for all kinds of purposes-not merely for tarpaulins, but
ships, retaining 5 per cent. of the duty paid, thon the resolu- for coverings, awnings, tents, and various other uses to
tion is pe'fectly correct. The bon. gentleman does not want which canvas of that Lad can be put. If the hon. gentle-
to collect dty on the articles at all. It is now free. man will read the Tarif he will see that no other possible

Kr. BLAKE. It pays 5 per cent. construction can be put upon it other than tle one I have
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is the case. referred to.

Mr. MITCHELL. This then does not cover the ground. Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister of Customs bas
Mr. BLA.KE. As I understand it, this is only another chosen to misrepresent me in regard to the statement I

mode of gettiag the 5 per cent, have made. He said I chose to read him a lecture about
his duties ; I did nothing of the kind. I told the bon. gen-Mr. MITCYIELL. It.is not conveyel by the resolution. tleman that I did not.know that he was wrong in doing as

I suppose t0ht the hon. gentleman watod te place tbe ho had done; but I pointed out a particular difficulty in
shipping interests, in which his constituents are engnged, relation to this matter, for the purpose of baving the Gov-
on more favorable terms than to-day exist; but as there is erament amend the Act; and I said that, if thoy intended
some littile doubt as to the terms of the resolution, I think to encourage the buildiag of new ships, or the promotion of
it sbould be lcft as it is, and therefore give thie bipping commerce in old ships, as was originally intended, th-At the
interests of the country the benefit of free cauvas for their clause did not carry out that intention. Because there is
slips, less 5 per cent. to cover Government expenses in an omission in the Act to which I called attention, [ am to
looking after the business and returning the duty. That is he snubbed by the hon. Minister of Customs, and told that I
the way I read the resolution, and I take it that this is the have been reading him a lecture. I want him to understand
intention of the Government. tbat I know what. I am tlking about. The words of

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No. the Act confine it strictly to ships' sails, and though I did
Mr. MITCHELL. Thon all I can say is, that the Gov- not find fault with his interpretation of the letter of the

ernment is net as liberal as t-bey ought to be. I must say Act, I said tbat its object and spirit, and the policy of the
that t-he ho-. getleman ad better not alt.or thbe rsolution, Government in bringing itint*o force, was togive free canvas,
as it will stiefy the shipping interests f tle country just or canvas at a cheap rate for the purposeg cf shipping; and
as it stands, while nobody will be very inuch harmed by it. I said now, when they are consolidating and amending the
I wish to point out another defect in this particular resolu- Act, they should allow all canvas for ships t come in at
tion. My experience with the Department of Custorns, that low rate. Does the bon. gentIepan know ho little of
during the last season, bas taught me that a very strict rule the navigation of the country as not to be aware that, in
bas been laid down in relation to canvas for ships' purposes. addition to. baving her sails complete, every vessel has to
One would naturally suppose that canvas for ships' pr- take several bales of canvas with her, for varions purposes
poses would be admitted free. True, tbis is the case for which may be required on board. A sait may be blown
sails; but a liberal interpretation of the term,looking at-the away or split in two, so that they require canvas for these
spirit that i nspired its admission at a low rate of duty, would purposes as well as for tarpaulins for covering hoats, as
have been different to the present practice; and so certainly well as for the safety and comfort of those on board. Yet,
a great many shipmasters and owners, and collectors of wheu I call attention to this omission, the hon. gentleman
Customs, construed the law, giving a low rate of duty to teils me I was reading him a lecture, when I was doing
canvas actually entering into sails. For instince, in fitting nothing of the kirid.
out a new Qhip, a man wants a-half dozen or one dozen Mr. VALIN. A ship o'n going Out getsa we will say a euitarpaulins, to cover batches, where masta enter the deck, of sails, amounting to about 4,000 yards, but they require

Sir LoNÀaon TrzIasr.
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about.2,000 yards in addition to bc put on board to be used
during the voyage for repairs and other purposes. I think it
will be in the interest of ship-owners that drawbacks should
be given on sails used on a single voyage; and I hope the
Government will allow the drawback tor be made for that
purpose.

Mr. COCKBURN. Very considerable quantities of duck
are used in our inland marine, not merely for the purpose
of sails, but for other purposes, suchas docks and so forth ;
and I hope the hon. Minister ofCustoms,-or the hon. Minister
of Finance, will see his way clear to inclde duck used for
such purposes. I know of several cases where parties have
imported this heavier duck with the expectation that they
would get it in at the low rate, but they found that the high
rate was charged.

M r. VALIN. I wish to say that I intended my former
rernarks only to apply to cotton ducks, as I believe that
there is no hemp malufactory in the country in which sails
are made for sEi-going vessets.

Mr. SUTIIE RLAND (Selkirk). I would like to ask the
Government if this rule is to apply to the importation of
tents to the North-West, a largo number of which are
brought into that country by immigrants, especially during
theirflIrst year. No less than 7,000 were estimated to have
been under canvas at Winnipeg last year.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government have not
contemplated making any alteration in the duty, except
so far as to prevent improper importation under the pros-
ent Tariff. Thera is no desire, or intention, on tho part of
the Government, to interfere with the industry to which the
hon. gentleman bas referred. I may say, also, that the
clause has been very fairly and liberally interpreted with
regard toduck for sails, or repairing. I remember that a
deputation composed of representatives of nearly all the
Provinces asked that this duty should be reduced to 5 per
cent., because it affected the boats of the fishermen and the
whole shipping interest; and we said that for these pur-
poses the duty should be reduced to 5 per cent. But the
trouble is, that parties have represented the article to be for
shipping purposes, and have used it in other ways. Tho
hon. gentleman's proposition is a fair one to put before the
louse; but, as I said before, we have not contemplated any
change, except for the purpose of seeing that the low rate
of duty applies only to the branch of industry to which Par-
liament intended it should apply. My hon. friend says that
our object was simply to take off 5 per cent. of duty, but
we tell him that that was not our object. Our object was
to give back all the duty paid, leis 5 per cent.of the amount
of duty paid in.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend has not touched the
point I make. There is a large quantity of canvas for
shipping purposes besides for sails, such as around the mast
for awnings, &c., and 1 presume that your object was to
give the same advantage for canvas used in that way as
that used in sails; and what I propose is that the word
"sails" should be altered to "shipping purposes."

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I think the wording of that
resolution was suggested by the deputation that waited on
the Government on this subject, representing every Prov-
ine in the Dominion interested in shipping; and they
represented largely the fishing and other interests as well.
This is the first tirne that my attention lias been called to
any difference of opinion as to canvas fôr shipping pur-
poses. It may bo a question, therefore, whetiier it i
proper to alter the wording of the resolution ; but I may
mention to my hon. friend that there is a drawback givon
to cover any duty imposed on articles that enter into the(
construction of ships. I will look into the matter before1
we pass the resolutions.1

84

Mr. SUTHRERLA ND (Selkirk). I have not yet head
what the hon. Minister has to say with reference to tente
for the North-West. I think the covering of human beings
is of as mutch importance as the shipping intereet; and I
hpe the hon. Minister will consider the question, which is
of great importance to the people of the North-West.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will consider it.
Mr. HESSON. I have some knowledge of the particular

interest, and I can state that the duty has not increased
the price of the article in Canada. On the contrary, I am
able to purchase to-day from any wholesale housein Canada
at lower prices than I have been able for the last twenty-
five years. Therefore, I can state, from my own experience,
that the imposition of the duty bas not increased the price
of the article to the consumer in this country. It is the
saine with nearly all the cottons I could name; we are
getting a better article at a lower price. Good canvas
ducking, quite heavy enough foor tents, which was formerly
14 ets., can now be got for 11 ets.

Mr. BLAKE. But such is the perversity of human
nature that many peoplo have gone and purchased the
foreign article and cntered it low, notwithstanding the
statement of the hon. gentleman. I desire to know whether,
when the hon. gentleman [ýrought forth his proposition
for a drawback on the materials used in sips, ho did not
take into consideration all theso elemnots in which ho
thought the duty vould increase the prico, and whether he
did not consider that 20 per cent. was not a fair basis on
which to place them all.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We did. We thought it was
just possible that, under this class of ducking, we migh t pay
back more money than we received, as the price of the
article varies very materially. Therefore, the object was
to pay back just 5 per cent. of the duty paid, and plac.
in ths same position it was in before.

Mr. BLAKE. But the point I make is this : While can.
vas, whether cotton or duck, used for sails came in free, 5
per cent. ad valorem was charged on canvai roquired for
otber shipping purposes ; but when the boa. gentleman
brought down his proposai to givo a drawback of 2%) per
cent. no doubt ho took into account that ho paid back ' per
cent. on the canvas used for sais. So the practical result
of the proposal made by the hon. member for Northurmber-
land would be to increase the bounty.

Sir LEONARD TIL hEY. That may or may not be the
case ; but that is one renon why we should take time to
consider the question of naking a difference between canvas
used for sails, and that for other shipping purposes.

Mr. VALIN. I understand that the drawback of 75 ets.
a ton is to enable our shippers to compote with others. I
do not suppose that 75 ets. per ton is a very big bounty;
but in the meantime it enables ship-builders to go on baild-
ing their ships, as we know the iron they import from the
Old Country costs a good deal more to then than formerly.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That was not the object. In
1879 a duty was imposed on i ron and other articles that
entered into the construction of ships, and it was to leavetha
ship-builders in as good, if not a botter, position tban they
were in before 1879, that the 75 ets. pcr ton was allemsed,
This, it was supposed, woull cover the additional duty.
We may come ut the sarno result by giving back.the,5.per
cent. on the value of the article used in the ship-building.
That would leave the case exactly where it ie.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. Finance Minister intends to pun-
ish the fisherman. I fail to sec how ho benefits them. W'
can see how the importer may bo bncfited by the redne-
tion of 5 per cent., but the fishermen do net import very
large quantities of duck for the purposes of salls for their
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boats. They purchase from the importers, and it is the
importers this Bill will benefit-not the fishermen.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not see that at all. These
mon who own fishing vessels will take care to get back the
duty.

Mr. WELDON. In the case of small purchases made by
fishermen, such as the purchase of a fore-sail or a main-sail,
it would be impossible te get back the 20 per eent.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If a man sells a fisherman a
suit of sails, he will give them at a certain price on obtain-
ing a certificate that the duck is to be used for fishing pur-
poses. The same would apply in the case of a man who
only buys one sail. If one importer would not allow the
drawback bis rival would.

Mr. KINNEY. I understand this is to leave the fisher-
man in the same position ho was in before. The only dif-
ference is that the importer pays 20 or 25 per cent. to the
Government, and leaves it there until he sels to the con-
sumer. It is no injury to the fisherman. With regard to
the remarks of the hon. member from Northumberland,
every ship that fits up with new sails will have about 200
yards left to carry away for repairs, which, on a ship of
1,000 tons, would amount in duty to about one-quarter of a
cent per ton. Under the present Tariff the ship-owner is
left where ho was before. The element of dutics net being
used for other things than sails was not taken into consider-
ation the time the Government gave the 75 cts. per ton
bounty. They gave it because they considered the ship was
an export, and refunded the ship-builder the amount of duty
he paid. I have bought and sold canvas for a number of
years, and have never seen the law quoted as it bas been
to-day.

Mr. VALIN. An ordinary suit of sails would amount to
from 4,000 to 6,000 yards. On long voyages we would
require the equivalent of half of that for repairs and addi-
tional sails. Now, I could send a telogram to New York
and order cotton duck there, and get 27½ per cent. discount;
but I want to protect the Canadian manufacturer in this
ountry.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Do I understand the hon.
Minister to say that these drawbacks will be paid simply
on the importer producing a certificate from the person
purchasing from him, and on that certificate drawbacks will
be granted ? I find it a difficult matter, indeed, to get the
honest drawbacks. In the case of large manufacturing
flrms making considerable exportation to foreign countries,
I find the Customs regulations are such that they cannot
comply with them, and they cannot get the drawbacks at
ail.

Mr. BOWELL, I think my hon. friend has been trying
to get a little more than what ho calls the honest draw.
back.In some demande h bas made ho has asked for a
rebate of duty on pig iron manufactured in Nova Scotia; but,
to my mind, that is not a rebate, or a drawback. That is
One of the troubles. I do not think that any manufacturer
can possibly swear that ho has paid a duty upon Nova
Scotia pig iron that goes into the manufacture of different
implements ho maybe making in this country. I know
there are other difficulties that have presented themselves,
and whieh probably might be relaxed to a certain extent,
providing we can arrive at some sche:ne by which the
revenue could be protected, and I think I shah lbe enabled
to do that. I trust, in a short time, to be able to meet the
demands of my hon. friend from Brant, without going se
far as to give what ho calls a drawback, but which I would
term a bounty, upon articles manufactured in this country,
and that go into the manufacture of the article upon which
h. wants a drawback.

Mr. WATSON. I think it is just as necessary te allow
people going to the North-West to have canvas with 4 re.

]r. Kzaft

bate on it as it is for fishermen to have sails, because it is
just as important to encourage people going ti the North-
West as it is to encourage fishermen. Immense quantities
of canvas are used in tho North-West, and the Government
ought to include canvas used for that purpose as well as
sails. In the city of Winnipeg there are several large fac-
tories making tents all the ycar round. In that city there
are regular boarding-houses built of this canvas, and in
some parts of the country there are small towns built
almost entirely of canvas.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). A large number of tents
have been imported into Manitoba that are valued as high
as $1,000 each, and the price ranges all the way down-
wards. I do not see why ship-builders should be singled out
for this favor any more than tlo settlers in the North-
West.

Mr. BOWELL. When this concession was made in the in-
terest of shipping that quality of duck wls not manufactured
in this country. The duck that is exempt, that is mentioned
here, is not the kind of canvas that is used for tent pur-
-poses ; it is a different kind of material altogether. We had
specimens of it the other day, and it is much heavier and
more expensive than the canvas duek used for tents. More
than that, sail duck has never been made in Canada until
quite recently. They are just now putting up a mill for
the manufacture of sail duck at Hamilton, and it was in
order to protect the revenue as well as the manufacturer
that a change was made in the Tariff, giving the drawback
rather than permitting it to be admitted at 5 per cent.
Now, the duck out of which tents are made both in the
North-West and in the East, is a different kind of duck. I
am quite satisfied the manufacturers of that material in this
country will be able to supply the whole demand. To adopt
the suggestion of my hon. friend from Selkirk would simply
mean to destroy that very great industry that is now being
built up in this country, and I do not believe it would be of
any great advantage to the people themselves.

Mr. WATSON. Will this apply only to sails or to tar-
paulin ?

Mr. BOWELL. To sails. The hon. Minister of Finance
has stated that he will consider the question of extending
the provision.

Mr. WATSON. A great quantity of tarpaulin is used on
fiat boats in our country.

Mr. PICKARD. Will this apply to a vessel renewing her
rigging overy three or four years ? Will the vessel obtain
a rebate on the second suit of sails ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; and on repairs.
On item 24, cordage,
Mr. KIRK. I desire to enquire whether this resolution

is intended to apply to our ship-building and fishing indus-
tries. According to the way in which it reads, I think it
does: "Cordage of all kinds, 20 per cent." I take it that that
means cordage of all kinds, and for all purposes. It ap-
pears to me that this is an additional tax on the fishermen,
and a \.ery heavy one. Under the Revenue Tarif, fishermen
and ship-builders were only charged 5 per cent on the cord-
age used on ships, and that used by fishermen in their catli-
ing ; this taxation policy, however, increased that to 10 per
cent., a 100 per cent. àdditional ; and now it is proposed to
increase it another 10 per cent., being equal to a 100 per
cent. more. This amounts to a heavy impost on the fisher-
men, who are supposed w be }east able to pay of any class
in the community, and the duty principally falls on the
fishermen of the Maritime Provinces. L notice that, last
year, when the duty was 10 per cent,, they paid something
like $12,000; this year, with the duty double, the amount
will reach $24,000. That, I think, will be rather burden-
some upon the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces; and I
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hope the hon. Minister of Finance will see his way clear to the House; but I have already answered the statement
allow the fishermen to have their cordage imported at a less made by the hon member, and others on the posite side
rate of duty. of the House, as to the increased charge placed on our

Mr. WELDON. There is a drawback of 10 per cent. shippini by the increased duty connected with the draw-

allowed on new vessels, and I have made a calculation as to back wn ich we give. My answer is this : ta tha te 18
whether that will cover the amount of duty on the cordage building mterest is i a better condition to-day than in 1
used on a vessel. I believe it will amount to an additional I assert, and I give in evidence here, that this is the case;
tax of 5 or 6 per cent., and that only one-third of the actual that when we put this now duty into operation, we asked
duty paid will b. recouped by the bounty. will give par. the ship-builders of the Dominion of Canada to send in a
duyad wilof e the aueofan hpof1,0 on wrn g e statement of the duties they had paid under the new Tarifftiularsot of theica ro anewuip of 1,000 tons burden, v he in excess of what they paid in 1877 and 1878, and out of eigh-amount of manilla rope requird was 31,746 bs valued teen applications-or twenty-eight, I forget which-submit-
by the Castoms at 13J cts. per lb. The extra duty of ted to theMinister of Customs for draw backs on the duty id,10 per cent. would amount to 8428.57. There was also ote te ae of75to, o wh aow paid

reqire 4>18 ba.of ern ree, alnd a 9 ts.peronty one came te, 75 cts. of what is now paid. Speo' ing
IL the extra duty on wheh woeuld amount 9 ets. perIthe articles on which they paid an increase of duty, but

making a total extra dty o 480.88. The drawback would one-and that was a small vessel, and it was not allowed-
be only 8160, exactly one f4hird. The present drawback of 75 came to 75 cts.; but after considering the whole question,
ets. la nl t onidered sufficient, and they eaim it should c we were disposed to deal liberally with the matter, and we

1 or 1.25,te repay them; and yet we lind additional br fixed 65 to 75 ets. I assert, however, that to day, in my
dens imposed. Another important point d in regard to cord- opinion, and from my observation and my communication

densimpsed Anthe imortnt pmt s i reardto ord wi h tiem th shp-bildrs re erfectly well satisfiedage,related to the coasting vessels trading between the Pro- wththem, the ship-builders are posit y we re i
vimes and the United States. This additional duty imposed on 1878. he on. e ntlean takes exception te the propohi-
them will cause them to become a heavier burden on ship- tion under con.i eration, and says, that .O per cent. will
owners, because they will have to pay an additional amountntovde tinthbntyordawback, wiw
when the ship' arigging is renewed, and they will not be net cover it ; but in the bounty, or drawbask, whic aw
entitled to any drawback. The coasting vessels require the ide, the bon. Ministertfoaustomdees nt aak, when a
running rigging renewed every two or three years. 1 a.. oilder sende in a certificate concerning tIe building of a
informed with respect te the sale o cordage andrope 1000 ton ship, what duty he paid, but simply pays over
the Maritime Provinces, and more particolarly ln the large $750; and in many of these cases on 1,000 and 500 ton
ctite ariche rovmesa mi ornarticula othlar ofvessels, they have not paid a cent of duty on cordage, whichcities to whieh the coasters manly come, that one-half of is made in the Dominion and sold at prices less, in manythe cordage imported is for new ships, and one-half to instances, than they would be with the duty imp osed-and
renew rigging. If these vessels find they cau obtain rig- isances n o e we the dack irnpeyane
gng cheaper m foreign ports, they will make their repairs the whole of the amount of the duty paid and articles ir -there instead of coming to the homo port, the result of th e we woud eg the shiclesilde
which will be toe eeiously reduoe the business of the ship- ported, then we would be giving more than the ship-builder
chandier. We are tis aecting the ship-builder' intere(ts would b. contributing twards it; because a large portion

by net giving hir auficient drawback te pay him of the cordage he can get in the Dominion. Many ship.
w are imposing on the shipowner an increased dim; builders of Nova Scotia use, and have used, entirely cor,
at the vimposimg onheiL sp-owna inraed duty dage made in the Dominion, but they still have 65 or 75at the very time when it is most importar-t that the ets. drawback which covers any addition-if they have toship-owner should receive every consideration, in view a any addition-if they have t
of the keen competition in which our vessels are en- po any addition-that they have te pay in duties, judging
gaged with foreign crafts, and more particularly with iron From their own statements and the eaims they have made,
ohips and tue ship-chandler is aise injuriously affected. 1 onty came up te 75 cts. I will now takre up the. hon. gen-

ipsn t e h p-chane istals injur oou sy aff m I tleman's proposition. I am told by a gentleman, whosubmit to the hon. Finance Minrster, who comes fron a knows something about this industry, that it is ample,Province which is largely interestedin sips, whether, taking all things into consideration, and that 10 ets. will
under the pecular position which that interest isnow cover it. We think so; but in matters of that kind, I may
placed, and the docine which has taken place during the say--and we have thought it proper-to the House, that welast few years, owgg to some extent to the heavy duties i r considered it a fair return in consideration for the addi,
posed, and to a large extent fromn the competition of iron tional duty imposed. Suppose that it amounted to more, asvessels, whether we should not give the industry fair play, the hon. gentleman states, and that they do notso that our ship-builder may continue to launch the best te hdutyon the whole, but an increased daty, that will
and cheapest craft ln the world. I submit that an effort probabty b e w e , 10a c sa ton tome ship
should b. made to relieve, net only the shîp-builders, but probably b, woe think, 10 Ets. a ton. Some ship
the ship-owners. Already the principle has been, to a cer' are bilt with cordage coming frerniEngland; parties inter.
tain extent, admitted with respect to canvas duck, and I ested in themon the other aide orderi g tue cordagethere.
snbmnit that itsold cmaei qlcal. 'eeestrdn Others suy they prefer the Engish cordage. Very weIl,

sumi tatitshould bemadeauplicable te vessels tradîgn e te im ort it, and if they pay an additional duty, the.
with the United States and est Indies, and that such t iea thern ovrnment is toe 10uets.daba; ndi

craf shuldho larî i th sane osiionwit repec teidea of the 1.ivernment is to, givo 10 eta. drawbak; and if
craft shouid b. placeo in the same position with respect to the vessels are built in Nova Scotia, &c., with cordage made
running rigging and cordage, as they will b. i regard te in the Dominion of Canada, the hon. Minister of Customs
canvas. The only attempt at relief is to put forward this -because it is exceedingl difficult to trace the whole thing
proposition, and this is the only relief offered to the indus- out-does net sk w ut as been aid, but imply
tries which, as 1 have pointed eut, are affected ytipr.otdenta9wa7dyhsbe adutiml
posed change. by this pro. gives the 75 ets. a ton. The hon. gentleman says-and

there is something in the statement-that old vessels and
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have had a good many small vessels got 10 ets. a ton; but if they require re-

discussions in this louse during the last four years as to the newed cordage, they take the ships out of our ports, go to
position which the ship-builders occupy with reterence te sea, and proceed to Liverpool, &c., and we may never see
the Tariff, and the bonnty given, and drawback. The hon. them again; and when they reach Liverpool they get
gentleman has called my attention to some of the arguments additional supplies there. Veesels sailing between St. John
used on those oucasions, by the remarks which have just and Liverpool, as a rule, obtain thoir additional supplies of
fallen from him. I think I have answered it; but I may cordage and everything of that kind at the latter port.
repeat it here, as there are a great many new members in What is the fact ? In the frst place, we found that a are
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portion of the cordage imported into the Dominion osten.
sibly foi' ships' purposes, was used forother purposes, causing
a loss to the revenue and the manufacturers of this country,
to whom we desired to give some protection by placing 20
per cent. duty on this article so imported. We discovered
that an extensive fraud was being committed, and we found
it consequently necessary to ask Parliainent not tce impose
two rates, but to give new ships 10ts. a ton, or whatever
was fair or right in the matter, and give an addition to the
drawback. I think we can show that a large portion of the
cordage ùsed by our fishermen and small vessels, and
coasters, can be bought, under the operation of this law, as
cheaply as was the case before. The manufacturers say
that they do not want to increase the price, and will not do
so; but increased manufacturing power, and an extended
market, which they are prepared to supply at present
prices, as long as the low material, manilla and hemp, costs
the same as now. This being the case, ourcoasting vessels
can buy this article as choaply as before; and now ships,
who bring out cordage, partly or wholly from England,
will bave a drawback, and the Government consider that
they place them in the same Iositionr which they now
occupy. The Government would gladly have Jeft the
matter as it is at present; but when we find this article
imported and used for other purposes than Parliameut
designed, the imposition of 10 per cent. seems to be the
only remedy, which means that we are to bave a uniform rate
of duty, aid to give, as far as possiblo and practicable, to
the shipping industries of the country, a drawback which
would make an equivalent.

Mr. VALIN. As to cordage for vessels, I think that the
cord;ge now manufactured in this country is quite sufficient
for the requirements of our ship-builders. As a builder I
have always bought, in my own county, most of the cord-
age I use, and I am glad to say that this Government, by
giving 75 ets. a ton, bas done a great deal to encourage the
ship-building industry. I must say the contrary, however,
regarding hon. gentlemen opposite. In 1875, 1876 and
1877, we applied, for the same aid which this Governmuent
bas given to ship-builders. What was the consequence ?
We know that when we applied to hon, gentlemen opposite
for similar assistance to the ship-building trade of Quebec
they refused to give it, though they knew that we had to
import a great mary things, and pay duty on them in those
days, and this is ono of thereasons why the population of
Quebec was reduced from 72,000 to 56,000. Last year a
member of the Opposition spoke about our grumbling be-
cause we bad not received a grant from this Government;
and, after his long argument, I asked him what had the Gov.
ernwent which he supported given to us when they were
in power? He said ho could not say. The fact was that
they did not give us anything. We now get 75 cts. a ton,
which enables us to keep our yards open and increase our
business. When only one or two vessels are built at a
certain place, the attention of ship-owners on the other
side is not attracted; but if we build as many as thirty or
forty vessels, we secure customers from outside and
keep our own population in Canada. I speak especially of the
city of Quebec, but I bave now no doubt the same is true
of the lower ports.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad to learn from the hon. member
for Montmorency (Mr. Valin) that the ship-building trade
of Quebec is in a comparatively prosporous condition; but
I cannot agree with him in the fairness of one argument he
bas used. He says that the unprosperous condition under
the former Government was due to the circumstance that
thçy did not grant the advantage which bas been granted
by the present Government. Now, there were certain
sligh.~ duties on articles used in ships, and the present Gov-
ernment, in increasing the general Tariff, increased amongst
others, the duties on articles used in ships; and they s»eal

Sir L»ONARD TILLEY.

-as the bon. Finance Minister bas told the hon. gentleman,
though he did not hear it-to the ship-builders to know the
extent to which their burdens have been increased by the
new duties, and they proposed a drawback whieh the Hlouse
granted, equivalent to the increase, thus placing the ship-
builders in exactly the same position they were in before.

Mr. BURNS.dunder the rogulations which are proposed
the sbipping industry gct3 a rebate, or bonu-, ef a certain
amount per ton ; but no such con2ession has been made to
the fishing industry. Some bon. gentlemen have remarked
that therc, is now manufactured in the Dominion quite
enough cordage, and of a good .enough quality, for the pur-

ose of shipping, and impliedly for the purposes of fishing
oats. I take exception to that remark, so far as it applies

to fishing boats, because there is a certain description of
hawsers called "roads" in fishing parlance, which are not
made in the Dominion, so far as I know, and as they have
to be imported, I would urge upon the hon. Finance Minister
that he should allow a drawback upon these goods. If that
cannot be done, I would suggest that the bon. Finance
Minister should not have this item go into ffect until the
cordage I have described for the season's trade has been
imported, as parties have ordered their supplies in ignorance
of the proposed change.

Mr. McLELAN. I wish to point out that everything in
the way of cordage and cable is now manufactured at Hiali-
fax, and of such good quality that the manufacturers are
sending samples to the International Fishery Exhibition to
compete with the manufacturers of the world, and withgood
hope of success.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). It is manufactured in other
places besides Halifax. I wish, however, to point out to
hon. gentlemen that they have been arguing all afternoon,
as well as on previous occasions, that the additional duty
did not increase the cost-that goods are cheapcr now than
they were before. Now, however, we hear lhem contending
thait a drawback should be granted te offset these duties,
and this shows that the amount raised on account of this
duty, last year amounting to $15,000 or $16,000, is paid by
the consumers of the country. I would like to ask the hon.
Finance Minister if ho has not finally settled on 10 ets.
per ton as the rate, whether he does not consider that 20 ets.
per ton is the figure which will make it equal to what it was
before ? At all events, I am advised by large ship-builders
in New Brunswick that 20 ets. is nearer the proper rate. As
regards the drawback of 75 ets. per ton, I know that several
in the hon. gentleman's constituency do not consider this to
be the full amount, and I think representations have been
made to him to that effect.

Mr. WELDON. As regards the remarks of the hon.
member for Montmorency (Mr. Valin), I wish to state, with
regard to New Brunswick, that it was sworn to in a case in
which I was profecssionally engaged, that ships could be
rc aired as cheaply in Liverpool as in Quebec in 1880.
Quebec certainly has not been benefited by these increased
duties. As bas been poiited out already, the drawback of
75 ets. a ton was put on to cover the increased duties
imposod by the new Tariff. My hon. colleague knows that
the shippers of St. John do not consider that 75 ets. is suffi-
cient; but that ques ion is not now under discussion. The
ships that are our pride wherever they sail, would, if pro-
perly protected, and not handicapped by heavy daties, be
able to compote with the feets of any country. The duty
of 10 ets, a ton is put on new ships ; but the hon. Finance
Minister lias not met the argument with regard to the
repairs of vessels. If the principle of paying back part
of the duty be adopted with regard to the sails of sliips,
why should not the saine principle be applied to cordzge?
The bon. Finance Minister says that ho fears frauds on the
revenue. Is the hands of the hon. Minister of Custom5
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shortened ? Must the honost trader be punished in order to
g et at the dishonest trader? I do not wish to decry our

anadian manufacturers; but it is well known that many of
our ship-owners-somo of them ardent supporters of the hon.
gentleman-are, to-day, using American cordage, because
of its superior quality, notwithstanding its higher price
over the Canadian article. We know that when a man sends
bis ship to sea with inferior material in its construction, he
runs the risk of sending -its crew to eternity; and it is of the
greatest importance that everything about a ship, from the
keel to the truck, should be of the very best quality. Our
ship-build ing and ship-owning industry should be placed in
a position, not only to com pete with the fleets of other
counti-jes, bùt to ensure the safety of the ships and their crews;
and the use of a good article benefits the ship-owner by
lowering bis rate of insurance. But I wish to claim a redue-
tion of the duties on accouint of repair. I differ from the
hon. Finance Minister when be contends that the duty will
not increase the price. Our vessels are largely engaged in
the coasting trade, and I cannot help believing that one
result of this duty will be to seèd our coasters to foreign
ports for the purpose of getting their rigging repaired. In
that way it will destroy the trade of the ship-chandler,
because one-half of the cordage imported is used in the re-
pairing of the rigging of our smali vessels. You either draw
the ship-chandler away, or compel him to pay a higher
price; and you apply a different principle .to the case of cor.
dage to what you apply to the case of canvas. If, this
duty must be put on, al I ask is that the same principle
should be applied to cordage as to canvas. In that way, to
a large extent, the shipping interest would be relieved of the
burden.

Mr. VAIL. I do not object to this change so much from
the ship-owner's point of view as from the fisherman's point
of view. It seems to me that this is a specially hard case
for the fishermen. I was under the impression, when the
àÈertion was made, that it was for the purpose of increas-
ing the business of this manufactory in Halifax. Perhaps it is
right that it should be protected to a certain extent. I do riot
objeet to that, but I do object to the Government giving a
bounty to the fiàhèrtnen with one hand, and taking it away
with the other, for the benefit of this particular industry:;
and when we consider that the -flshermen use a great deal of
cordage, that theyanchor their vessels with mani[la cordage,
we miust see that this duty is a wrong to them. It is truc
that the ship-builders get a drawback of so much per ton ; but
I think thùësame principle should be applied to the fishermeon.
I liam u tpriéed that the hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr.
Kinney) did not refer to that when he spoke of the inr crase
in tbe duty on canvus. It seenfs that this question isbardlyi
to be considered from the fishermen's point of view; but I
think a change sh,6tId bedmade now which will enable the
filserman to buy his côrdage whorefer it is manufacturod.
It'is all very weli to'say thht this inerease of duty will j;,
inéredse the price-that the article is manufactured in the
country. But why is the duty put on if that be the case ?
I lbave no objédtion to the manufacturer in Halifax receiv-
ing a certaimainount of protection--I think ho bas as much
riglit té it .s any other man in the Dominion; but ship-
owners, as: a rule, are in a position to protect themselves,
andlto lóok af tee their own interests, while fishermen are
nùt, because they buy in such small quantities that they are
not considered by the sailmakers. I think the fishing
intorest is one which, above all others, should be protected
in Nova Scotia.

Mr. DALY. I think it is the wrong position to say that
this duty is put on for the benefit of a single industry in
lalifa. That ropewalk has been in existence for many

years, and it bas been able te provide an article of cordage
of the very best quality, and at a price low ,enough to enable
it to compote with the importôd article. Therefore, I mustj
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say that the charge that this alteration has made to benefit
a particular industry in the city I bave the honor to repre-
sent, is not worthy of repetition. Bat I sympathize with
the hon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Kirk), wbo spoke
on behalf of the fishermen. We know that nets, twines,
seines and other articles used by fishermen are at present
on the Free List; and I think an extension of the same prin-
ciple to cordage would be a very proper and just concession
to that valuable industry, which is already receiving some
protection in the way of a bounty. If the increased duty
on cordage is insisted upon, it may perhaps increase the
cost of that article to the fishermen, though I do not think
it will do so to the extent hon. gentlemen opposite seem to
apprehend.

Mr. MITCHELL. In reference to the remarks of several
hon. gentlemen who find fault with the altered system in
relation to their duties, I feel, in justice to the hon Minister
of Finance, bound to express my approval of the course
taken by him in changing the system from allowing parties
to enter the goods for ships' purposes at the reduced rate to
that of making them pay the duty in full, receiving a rebate
when proved that the goodsahave been used for this purpose.
In the former case every dishonest trader could enter goods
as for ships' purposes, and it was only by setting detectives
over him that the Government could find out that the entries
were false. By this law we recognize the principle of re-
lieving our shipping industry, and avoid an indiscriminate
reduction.

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

After Recess.
Mr. BLAKE. When the bon. Minister was- asked to ex-

plain why it is that he makes this particular proposal in
this partieular -hape, it turns eut that it is for somewhat the
same reasons that the change is made with respect to cotton
duck. But as to largo ships to which the drawback applies,
we learn, of course, that the drawback ia necessary; that in
that case, although to a large extent they are supplied with
articles at a fair rate, yet the drawback is necessary in order
that they may obtain the goods as cheaply as they wouId
got tlibrù on a 10 per cent. duty. But when the hon.
Minister is called upon to explain what the relief is which
he proposes to give to the other classes which also
bear largely of cordage, but are not relieved at all
by this 10 ets. -per ton arrangement, which is to be com-
pensation in case of ships, ho tells the fisherman: "Oh,
you will not suffer, because you will get the artiéle
just as cheap as you would if the duty were not 20 per
,cen*. You got your cordage ut 10 per cent. duty, now
you are going to get it at 20 per cent. duty, with a remis-
son, which will take place. By virtue of the changed
arrangements in the case of ships, you will1 get it as cheap
nIS formerly." If so, there is no reason for the tonnage
bounty which the bon. gentleman proposes in the case of
ships. But the hon. gentleman does not seema to deal with
these two interests on the same line of argumont or reason ;
nor have I heard any answer from him as to the question
raised by the hon. member for St. John with reference to
the cost of repairs and renewals of cordage on the ships.
There ought to be a drawback on hese, on the same prin-
ciple. In order to enable the fitting of the ships to be
carried on here without disadvantage, some analogous pro-
vision should be made which would put that portion of the
trade in the same position, else the result indicated by the
hon. member for St. John will inevitably happen: that the
refitting of trading vessels with new cordage will take place
in forcign ports, so that neither the Canadian manufacturer
nor the Oanadian ship-chandler will bo benefited.

Mr. FORTIN. The question before the louse 'isa very
important one, that of the duty on cordage used for
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fishing vessels and boats. We should firet enquire whe- it was before. There are many reasons for if. This
ther the fishing business is a very paying one just now, country does not constitute as good a home market
and whether we have any groat rivals on the foreign for our fish as formerly for the reason that as regards freeh
markets, where nearly all our fish have to be sold. fish we are supplied with Amorican fish. Ail the fish that
If yon wish to foster an industry, you must see that is consumed on the tables of the rich, fresh cod fish, fresh
all the tools used by the workers in that industry are haddock, fresh halibut and oysters, come from the States.
bought as cheap as possible in our country, or when they Wo are not yet organized to aupply our own market with
come from a foreign country. What are the tools of the fresh fish, although I think that could be done. Formerly
fisherman? They are the boat with its sails and rigging no fish but Canadian fish were consumed here. I remember
and hawser, and a very important part of the equipment the time when neither fresh fish, sait fish, nor oysters, came
of the b3at is the hawser, because on its strength depends from the States, but that timo as gone. We now receive
the safcty of the boat and crew. Let me tell this House, from the States nearly $1,000,000 worth of fresh fish and
that during a great tempest, in the month of August, 1858, oysters. In conclusion, I wish to say that we must recog-
which caused the deaths of one hundred fishormen, mostly nize the fact that our fishermen must have.boats, sails and
all fathers of families, tbe only man of a fleet who saved ail appliances as cheaply as possible, otherwise they will not
himself by his boat owed his safety to bis hawser, which beable to compete with other nations. I believethe Govern-
was new and very strong, and by means of it he was able to ment should find some way of protecting the rope manufac-
ride during the gale on the banks. If we increase the duties turc, and still allow the cordage used by the fishermen to be
on the article, we have to import, like canvas and rope, free as formerly. I bope the Government will give them
which cannot et be made in this country cheap enough, the same advantage as formerly.
and the hawsers which must be of the best material, Russian Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The hon. leader of tho Oppo-
or French hemps, and of the best fimish-and I do not sition thonght that lie bad discovered an inconsistency in
believe we eau make that in this country as cheap as mystatement-and he is very ready, if any hon. member
we can buy it in a foreign country-the fish that we on this side is inconsistent, to point it out. But I do not
offer for sale on foreign markets will have cost us more think he made out a case, as far as I am concerned. In the
than formerly; and as the Governmont cannot control that first place, hc says I stated that as the price had increased
market as they can the Canadian market, it will follow that, on ships' cord9ge, it would be necessary~to give them a com-
if our fishermen caunot make their fish cheap enough they pensation of 10 cts. a ton, but that on othor vessels the
will not b able to sell them in foreigu markets. For the duty would not be increased.
last few years, on account of the competition with the Nor-
wegians and Newfoundlanders, and the latter, in matters Mr. BLAKE. No ; the duty was to be increased, but the
of trade, are foreigners to our people, our fishermen have price would not be increased.
not made so much moncy as formerly. Perhaps some will Sir LEONARD TILLEY. But in the imposition of an
tell me the trade last season ihas been brisk and pros- increased duty upon cordage for ships' purposes, we would
perous; but the reason of this is, the failure of the cod fishery increase the price; therefore, it was to be compensated by
in Norway, which produced, instead of about a 1,000,000 10 ets a ton, and that, therefore, it was a recognition
quintals in the year 1880, a little more that 600,000, or a that it would increase the price. I was speaking of
falling of 250,000 quintals. Consequently, the market being fishing and coastirYg vessels, for which cordage would
deprived of the fish of Norway, the price rose immediately, be supplied as cheaply as before, therefore there would
and we could sell our fish at the highest price we have ever b no increase. My statement was this : There are parties
sold it. In ordinary times we stand in competition on foreign building ships who trade entirely in the English market,
markets with fish from Norwayand Newfoundland,ceountries the vessels being partly owned on the other side. They
where they have only a Revenue Tariff, and consequently may, perhaps, construct ships in a part of the Dominion
where the people live cheaper than in this country, and where circumstances lead to a direct trade between thom
where they can produce articles of export cheaper than we and the parties in the Old Country, whereby they ar-
do. Now, as I told the bon. Premier last summer, I did not sup- range as part of the contract that the cordage shall be
port Protection alone, þut I went for the National Policy, obtained fi om the other side, from a belief that a certain
which is more than Protection. The National Policy means class of cordage is botter than that made in the Dominion;
protection to the manufacturers of this country by means of though our manufacturers, in many cases, supply every
tiscal duties; but when our market is abroad you have to pound of cordage. Still there is a probability, I think,
adoptFree Trade; you have te allow all the utensils and tools under the increased duty, that certain builders of shipa will
used in any particular industry te come in as cheap as pay an additional sum; but as a general irule cordage that
possible, so that our people, being able to work as cheap as is used by coasting vessels and fishermen will be supplied
in other countries, we have the same chance as in other by the manufacturer of cordage in this country, who will
countries. Hou. gentlemen must not infer tht I am a freo- supply it just as cheaply as before, and therefore, they will
trader; I am a protectionist, and I am s because I learn, in not pay additional duty. Under these circumstances, I
studying the history of England, that she acquired ler think my statement is quite consistent. Now, with refer-
eminence as a manufacturing country by means of Pro- ence to my hon. friend from Gaspé (Mr. Fortin), who may be
tection, and when ishe bad nothing more to protect she considered as the representative of the fishermen of the
becamo a frec-trader. We have a great deal to protect Dominion in this House. I have listened to him with
with regard to our fishing industry. Our market is chiefly great attention. I would remind him that through his
foreign, and, therefore, beyond the control of the Gov- instrumentality several important advantages have been
ernment, except in so far as it can make reciprocal given to the fishormen. Throngh bis instrumentality
arrangements with other countries by meaus of fishermen have secured great advantages in protection in
which we can get the duty on fish diminished, the St. Lawrence. In the Bay of Fundy, in the approaches
and thereby get an advantage over competitors. That is to our islands and coasts, they have been given the
the advantage of making treaties with other nations. Wheu advantage of cable and telegi aph. Two or th-ee Sessions
we are able to give advantages to any country to which we ago that hon. member was chairman of a Committee wbo
send our fiah by admitting thoir goods bore, either free or waited upon the Government, and asked, in the inter-
with a mall duty, we shall bo able to seil them our fish ests of the fishermen, that the duty on sail duck
with profit to ourselves. This is a very important question. should be 5 per cent., and it was so ordered.
For several years our fishing tr ade has not been as good se Nearly every article used by- the fishermen, lines, twines
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and machinery, are admitted either free, or at 5 per cent.,
except cordage, which is 10 per cent. More than that, to
show the interest the Government take in this matter, we
have, during the lat year or two, paid a subsidy of $50,000
for a steamer to run to Brazil. That steamer serves the
fishing interest, and we contributed that sum the more
freely because we considered it would assist the fishermen
to convey their products to a good market. In order to have
the advantage of the Spanish market for our fishermen,
the ligh Commissioner proposed to the Spanish Government
that we would remove the duty of 30 per cent, from their
wine if they would admit our fish free. Such is our interest
in this question that we are proposing to give a subsidy in
order to bring about direct trade between Canada and France.
Every stop is being taken by the Government in the direction
of recognizing the importance of this particular industry, and
while the circumatances were such, that the Government
were obliged to levy an additional rate on cordage, I am
prepared to give the assurance that the cordage usually used
by the fishermen will be sold to them, of our own manufac-
ture, at the same price as they have paid in the past. Under
these circumstances, 1 fail to sec how tho fishermen will
suf'er from the proposition now under consideration. I was
a littie surprised to hear the hon. momber for Gaspé (Mr.
Fortin) declare that the home market is not so good as it
was formerly for our fish. I cannot understand that such
can be the case. The hon. gentleman states that fresh cod-
fish is brought in from the United States. That is the case to
some extent, but there is no roason why our fishermen
should not supply the whole of the codfish required in
Canada. It is quite true that, under the arrangement made
with the United States, fishermen have the benefit of the
Amorican market, and the United States fishermen have
the benefit of our market; but there is no comparison
between the quantity and value of the fish that goes
from Canada to the' United States and that which comes
from the United States here; and I was surprised at the
hon. gentleman's statement-because he generally speaks
with a knowledge of the subject-especially in view of the
high prices received for our fish. Because our fish now
enter the United States market free, my impression is that
we are paying more for them than if that market was not
open to us. I call attention to all that has been doue and
is likely to be done, for our fishing interest. I state it here,
ard I am anticipating a resolution which will be moved,
that we are prepared to give up a large amount of duty on
sugar and molasses if we can obtain a better market for our
fisheries. Under these circumstances, the ion. member for
Gaspé, and those who represent fishing interests, consider-
ing these facts, and considering the bounty given, amount-
ing to $150,000, they can have no reason to complain, be-
cause ample evidence has been afforded that the desire of
the Goverument is to foster, protect, and encourage and
develop this particular industry to its fallest extent.

On item 25, glazed and unglazed pipes,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The object of this change is

to make a distinction as regards duty between glazed and
unglazed pipes, which at present pay 20 per cent. It is
now proposed that the unglazed shall be charged 20 per
cent. and the glazed 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. Why?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The latter is much more ex-

pensive. The raw material bas to be imported, as it has
not yet been found in Canada; and this change is in order
to encourage the manufacture of the glazed description of
tile here.

Mr. BLAKE. Is there any extensive manufacture of
glazed tile now in Canada ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are manufacturing it
extensively at St.Johns.

Mr. BLAKE. Do you expect much revenue from this
change ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; we do not expect any
revenue; perhaps there may be some loss.

On item 27, fruits, dried,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is an article not manu-

factured in this country, and it is an item upon which we
can relieve taxation. The duty is now 25 per cent., and it
is proposed to reduce it to 20 per cent.

On item 28, fruits in air-tight cans,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I stated in my Budget Speech

that it has frequently occurred, during the last year or two,
that canned fruits have been entered in different parts of
the Dominion as unsweetened, in order to be admitted at
2 ets. per lb. ; and it has been found frequently, on
examination, that it has been sweetened fruit; and, under
these circumstances, it was thought desirable that canned
fruit, whether sweetened or unsweetened, should be charged
3 cts. per lb.

On item 29, show cases,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY: This is an article which is

now being generally manufactured in Canada. The mate-
rials of which the show cases are made are largely glass, and
silvered glass, or materials that pay a pretty high rate of
duty, and these form the raw material of the manufacture.
Application was made for a very considorable addition to
the duty, and that a specifie duty of a high figure should be
charged upon the more expmsive show cases; but as it was
found that the larger portion coming in from abroad, aie
valued at about $30 or $35 each, it was proposed to give them
some little additional encouragement by addirg $2 to each
show case, makingtheduty piobably 40 per cent., and in some
cases 42, owing to the larger sizo occasionally imported.
The great bulk of them ate, however, ontered at about
$30 per ordinary show case; thoreforo it is proposed
to add 82 to each of them and 35 per cent, which is $2
above the present duty.

Mr. McMULLEN. Do they pay full duty on the glass
in the show casos ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. MoMULLEN. The glass-is imported.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They pay duty on the glass

imported.
On item 29, furniture, &c.,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is for the purpose of

preparing for resolution No. 31. Furniture, wooden, now
pays 35 per cent.; iron bedsteads have been classed under
manufactures of iron; and, therefore, it is proposed, by sec-
tion 31, to place iron bedsteads under the headof farniture.

Mr. BLAKE. Its practical relation is to get the duty on
bedsteads up to 35 per cent. ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAK E. Are these rnanufactured now in this

country ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not very extensively; but

they wili be manufactured here extensively, if this proposi-
tion prevails.

Mr. BLAEXE. What duty do they now pay ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. 30 per cent.
Mr. BLAKE. Where is it that we are to have the bles.

ing of having bedsteids made in this country, if this takes
place ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I may state at once that they
will be made in Montreal, and probably all over the coun.
try; but I know they will be made extensively in Montreal.
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On item 32, iron and manufactures of iron,
Mr. BLAKE. I suppose this is because so much is brought

in under the low grade of steel, which was formerly made
of iron ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It is difficult now to tell the
difference between steel and iron,

Mr. BLAKE. More steel than iron is now used.

Mr. MITCHELL. With relation to iron and steel bridges,
on which the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company is entitled
to a drawback, has any arrangement yet been reached as to
the distinction between iron and steel bridges?

Mr. BOWELL. I think the question is as to whether
the Order in Council, which provides for making certain
allowances on iron bridges manufactured in this country,
applies to bridges made out of steel. My recollection is
that the Order in Council was intonded te aoply to both,
provided that the steel was imported and paid duty; but
there are some classes of steel which are free, and difflculty
has ariken in carrying out the order-departmentally I arn
now speaking-as to allowing the bonus-for that is really
what it is-on that class of bridges, until the fact has been
established that the steel out of which they were made
actually paid duty. I promised my hon. friend some time
ago, at the very first possible opportunity, to bring that
question before the Treasury Board and have it finally
settled.

On item 33, leather,

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not exactly know how
lamb and sheep got in here; but it is owing, porbaps, to a
misunderstanding of instructions as to the framing of the
resolution. It was intended to apply, however, simply to
buck and antelope, a description of skins split by machinery.
Thedemand in this country for that particular kind of leather
will not warrant its manufacture here. It is a thin and soft
leather-a thin leather used expressly, and solely I may
say, in the manufacture of gloves; and a-; we are not likely,
from the limited quantity manufactured, to introduce the
machinery, which is very expensive in its nature, i o the
Dominion of Canada, it wis considercd desirable to give the
manufacturers in this industry the benefit of a lower rate of
duty by 5 per cent. than they had before on this particular
clase of goods. It was intended to cover lamb and
sheep, and, therefore, it is proposed to be amended in
the terms which have just been read, and, as will be seen,
No. 34 will be dropped altogethee as it will not then be
necessary.

Mr. VAIL. I would like to call the hon. gentleman's
attention to one industry to which I think he should do
something. In 1877 there were three large tanneries in
Digby, in full blast, but they were closed immediately after
this T:riff went into force, and they have remained closed
ever since.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The bon. gentleman has not
told us why they were closed, but we find that there are a
good many industries that flour ish iin some hands, but fail in
others. Some men have not the same energy, the same
enterprise, or the same intellect that others have, so that
this will always be the case. I have heard no complaint
from the tanners, except that they are asking us for an
export duty of tanned bark, so that it may not bc exported
out of the country, My experience has been that if, as in
this case, neither manufacturers nor consumers are cm-
plaining, you can come to the conclusion that the matter is
pretty evenly balanced, and that all classes are wehl
content.

Mr. VAIL. The worst of it is that the people who were
formorly employed in these tanneries have all gone out of

Sir LUonaDI> TiLLEY.

the country, in spite of the promise of the hon. gentleman
that his policy would keep Canadians in the country and
bring back those who had left.

Sir LEONARD TILLÉY. I would like to ask the hon.
gentleman how it is if more leather is not being manufac-
factured in the Dominion of Canada than before, that there
bas been such a large increase in the importation of hides.

Mr. KIRK. The country will be glad to hear that some-
thing besides protection is required to make an industry
prosperous.

On item 36, marble,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In. 1879 there were two

reasons wby we imposed 10 per cent. duty on large blocks
of marble. One was, that it was not quite certain whether,
if we cncouraged manufactures largely in the Dominion we
should have sufficient revenue. It was stated, on the other
hand, that there were deposits of marble in different parts
of the Dominion which possibly might be developed into an
important industry, so we considered that it would be safe
and fair on both of these considerations to impose 10 per
cent. as this marble was considered a raw material by some
manufacturers. After four years experience we find that
we do not require this duty for revenue purposes, and as the
marble quarries have not been developed it is proposed that
these blocks shall be admitted free. As will be seen by the
next resolution marble sawn on two sides will be reduced
freom 15 te 10 par cent. If these resolutions are adopted
the duty will stand in this way: mai-ble in blocks over
fifteen cubei feet, free; sawn in slabs on two sides, 10 per
cent.; sawn in sh pe for monuments, &c., 20 per cent.;
finished marble, "Bo per cent.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). Why do you limit the size of
the block marble ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are in the habit of
bringing in a very expensive article of Italian marble in
small packages, and they are bringing it in in blouks soma-
times undressed and sometimes shaped, in which case it
pays 20 per cent. This being an expensive article, and only
used by the very rich, we thought it well not to disturb
that d ity. Then the hon. gentleman w11 notice that marble
is brought into this country and sawn here, in which case
it pays 10 per cent.

Mr. GILLMOR. There is an industry in the village in
which I live, not a marble industry, but One which
enters into competition with marble, namely, red granite,
which is now coming into general use. Those who
are engaged in that industry are in favor of
Protection; but this Tariff will allow the marble to come in
and interfere with the development of this branch of manu-
facture. It is really a struggling industry, and a great deal
of money has been lost iin attempting to develope it;
aud as it is the hon. gentleman's policy to protect all
industries, this one should receive considei]atton as well-as
the others.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I have listened with a good
deal of attention to the remarks of the hon. gentleman,
because I recollected that in is able and earnest speeches
on this subject he has laid down the doctrine that a free and
perfect interchange is the best policy. If it were possible
for any poople to get along without taxation, or the imposi-
tion of duties, this might be a desirable thing. With regard
to this particular industry, I wish te point out to the hon.
gentleman that it is finished rmarble with which this granite
would compote, and that the duty upon it is the same as
before, 30 per cent.

On item 38, carbolic and heavy oil,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. By' the Tarif at present

carbolic oil, if used for pavements, for wood for buildin&
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or for railway tics, is admitted at a lower rate of duty; but
if a man imported carbolic oit for the purpose of preparing
lumber for a water-proof roof, ho has to pay the full rate of
duty. We saw no reason why such a distinction should be
made, and the proposition is that, for whatever purpose the
article is imported, it shall pay the same rate of duty.

Mr. BLA.KE. The item is carbolic or heavy oil.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This change is merely for

the purpose of fixing what has been the ruling of.the Depart-
ment for the last fourteen years.

Mr. BLAKE. When the pbrase "lcarbolic or heavy oil " is
accompanied with a description of the purposes for which it
is used, one can understand what it means, but when the
phrase is used without that description, you get a very wide
idea of the meaning of heavy oit. You may be adding con-
fusion to confusion.

Mr. BOWELL. It is the sane phrase as was used in the
old Tariff. The only reason for the chadge is that difficul.
tics have sometimes arisen by the oit being imported for
other purposes than those specified in the Tarif. It was
thon claimed to come under the enumerated articles at 20
per cent., and it is to prevent these difficulties that carbolic
or heavy oil, for whatever purpose it may be used, is to b
admitted at the uniform rate of 25 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I cau understand "carbolic oil," but it is
the phrase "heavy oil," without the addendum in the old
Tarif sufficiently definite in meaning as not to be confounded
with other articles.

Mr. BOWELL. I an speaking under correction, but I
think so. This wording is that of the Commissioner whose
duty is to look after the working of the minutime of the
Tariff.

On items 39, 40 and 41, lubricating oils,

Mr. BOWELL. Lubricating oils at present, when not
otherwise specified, pay 25 per cent., and petroleum and
the products of petroleum pay 7½ cts. per imperial gallon.
An article which bas been imported as lubricating oil bas
been found by the Departmcnt to be nothing more nor less
than a pure petroleum of a heavy gravity. and we have ruled
that it shall puy the duty of ý ets. a gallon, particularly as
it bas been entered at 3, 4 and"5 ets. per gallon. A dispute
arose on the question, and a suit was threatened against the
Department; but the matter was subnitted to the hon.
Minister of Justice, and he decided that the ruling was
correct. It was thought botter, however, in order thati
there should be no difficulty in future, that all classes of1
lubricating oils, composed wholly or in part of petroleum,1
and costing not less than 30 ets. per gallon, should puy 251
per cent. ad valorem, and that all costing less than that1
sihould pay 7 cts. per gallon. Other kinds of lubricating1
oit, no matter how proaucod, or of what quality, are to payt
25 per cent. ad valoren.t

Mr. BLAKE. According to the bon. gentleman's state-
ment, the duty he proposes will be a duty varying from
100 to 200 per cent. It is the petroleum duty applied to
the cheapest kind of lubricating oi1.t

Mr. BOWELL. Difficulties have arisen in insisting upon t
an amended entry. The importers have entered this oil at 1
the lowest possible price, and we have had great diffliculty t
in finding its fuir value, particularly when entered for an ad i
valorem duty.l

On item 42, paper hangings or wall paper, &c.,0
Mr. BLAKE. Are they going to be made bore ?f
Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. They are being made here t

now. t y
Mr. BLiA XR. What do they pay now ?I

ea

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. 25 per cent. duty; this is 30
per cent.

On item 43, union collar cloth paper,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is really the raw

material not likely to be made here; and we have reduced
it to the manufacturers of paper collars, 5 per cent.

Mr. BLAKE. What is the duty on paper collars?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. 25 per cent.
Mr. BLAKE. We are making

now?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.

our own paper collars

On item 44, spices,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is for a two-fold objeet.

This is one of the items on which we could reduce taxation.
The change in the United States Tariff, recently made on
unground spices, would result, if not met, in our recoiving
spices adulterated and of an inferior character.

On item 45, tobacco and snuff,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is a reduction on the

imports of 5 cts. a lb. leaving the manufactured tobacco
and snuff in the Dominion in a better position than before
by 3 ets. a lb.

Mr. PATERSON. What will be the effect on the
]Revenue ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The duty is 25 ets. now and
12J per cent. It is proposed to reduce the specific duty to
20 cts., leaving the 12J per cent. unchanged, or a decrease of
5 cts. a lb. 8 10,000 will be about the reduction in the
revenue.

Mr. BLAKE. Why the reduction from the lt of May
next?

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. Bccause the Excise duty is
reduced from the lst of May.

Mr. PATERSON. This is one of the items in whieh
this hne is adopted which has beeiû very detrimental to
trade. Some time ago it was said-I do not know how
correctly-that the duty would be reduced, and consequently
the tobacco trade was paralyzed awaiting this reduction. Not
long ago the hon. Minister of Railways said that under con-
stitutional Government changes in the Tariff should be made
with the greatest secrecy, to prevent trade being disturbed.
Thore seems to be a total departure from that principle.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I quite agree that it is desir-
able a change in duties should be first made known in Par-
liament, except, as in the case of 1878, when the Elections
turned on the question as to whether the duties should be
raised on articles made in the country or not, and after the
Elections everybody knew the duties would be increased and
prudent traders imported accordingly. With regard to
tobacco, it was known that one of the means of reducing
the revenue of the United States to be adopted by Congrees
was to reduce the revenue on tobacco, either to reduce it to
8 ets. a lb. or to take it off altogether, and we had to await
their action so that we might reduce our duties propor-
tionally, otherwise our manufactories would be ruined,
and, besides, our revenue would not be increased through
the smuggling of American tobacco. I think it would
bave been a hard matter, indeed, to say to those men
throughout the country that-the people shall not have
time to consume a portion of this tobacco before we
make a reduction, and that they shall lose on the whole
of it. The only question was whether we should put it in
force the lst of May or the lst of June. We know there is
a stagnation in business, that mon who manfacture
tobacco cannot ge.t much sale just now. It was a necessity
on the part of the Government, for we Vould mach rather
have taken the duty off other things than to take 8
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ets. a lb. off tobacco. We bave decided te take the lat of
May, so that the tobacco that has paid duty may be con-
sumed by that time. We put it at that period for the pro-
tection of men who have it in stock.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If I understand the hon. First
Minister aright, heolds that this principle of secrecy is
simply to be maintaned when it is proposed to advance the
duties, not when they are to b reduced.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; I say niost emphatically
that in that case it is of the utmost importance. But with
reference to reduction, I said nothing of the kind,. because
the hon. member knows that 1 stated the Session before last,
in reference to tea, that we were going to take off the duty,
becanse no revenue could be expected, and that was stated
everywhore in the country. Thero are circumstances
where it is right to notify the people of the roduction of
duty, so that they may govern themsolves accordingly, but
in an~ increase it is just the opposite.
. Mr. PATERSON. I understand the hon. Minister to say
ihat when he proposed an increase of duty, secrecy should
be maintained.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON. Then how is ho carrying out that

piinciple, when nine months before the time he places in
his resolutions a proposition to increase the duties on one
line of goods 7, per cent.? lHow is he maintaining this
principle, which ought to be inviolable, when ho proposes
an increase of 10 per cent. on all agricultural implements
in the way he has done?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. If the Goveinment had
decided upon increasing the duty, it would have informed
the wholo Dominion. There are circumstances, as in the
case of taking the duty off tea, or in2reasing it on any
article, as in the case of printed goods next January. That
is because parties commencing industries of this kind
would not be ready until next January. We do not say it
to one or two indiv.iduals, but to everybody. Therefore, if
the torm secrecy is concerned, if it is for the purpose of
revenue, it would not be judicious to make that aniounce-
ment; but where the revenue is not concerned, then we are
in a position to give everybody the same information.

Mr. PATERSON. Thon, this is not revenue?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. It is not re'enuo for

the next twelve months, nearly fiftten months.
Mr. PATERSON. The effect will cvidently be largely

to increase the exportation of prints prior to the lst of Jaly,
resulting in a glutted market and an evil to the importers.
It will also result in having the country so glutted with
this particular lino of goods that the parties to b benefited
by it cannot be for months and months after the institution
is opened. The hon. member now acknowledges openly
that in the imposition of this extra duty he is not doing it
for want of revenue at ail, but simply to profect this one
print manufactory.

Sir LEONARD TJLLEY. I state distinctly that by this
proposition I do not expect an increase of revenue for the
next fiscal year, because parties are already supplied up to
the lst of June. I do not think it likely that merchants
will import prints for more than one season, because the
style is constantly changing and the goods become value-
less if kept for more than a year or two. After considering
all these circumstances the Government considered that it
would be botter to name a specific date.

On item 46, spirits of turpentine,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is simply a reduction of

the tax. The article is not produced here, but it entera very
largely into use among builders, painters and others, and it

Sia LzoNa> TILLET.

is proposed to roduce the duty from 20 per cent, to 10 per
cent. ad valorem.

On item 47, vegetables,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This extends the duty now

imposed on tomatoes to all kinds of vegetables, and places
it at 2 ets. per can not exceeding a pound. It is hoped
that this will reduce the cost to the consumer, and will
increase the demand for the producer.

On item 48, vinegar,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The change proposed is not

so much for the purpose of revenue as to promote domestic
manufacture. The Excise duty is 4 ets. per gallon,
imperial measure, and the duty on the imported article is
12 ets. per imperial gallon, which it is proposed to increase
to 15'ets. It is pretty clear that a sound, healthy article
can be produced here, and this change is to enable our own
manufactuzers to secure, to a large extent, the Canadian
market.

On item 49, wools and woollens,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Under the present Tariff

worsted yarns under No. 30 pay. 20 per cent.; over that 7
cts. por lb., and 20 per cent. Now yarns of almost
every description and number are made in Canada. It is
said we do not manufacture them of quite so fine a quality
as they do in England, but as they are now manufactured
bere, and the necessity for the exception bas been removed,
it is proposed that all worsted yarns shall pay 7ý ets. per
lb. and 20 per cent. It is proposed that socks and
stockings of the classes now knitted in Canada, shall no
longer be charged 7 cts. and 20 per cent., but shall pay the
same duty as manufactured clothing. Woollen goods of
which clothing is made pays 7 ets. a lb. and 20 per
cent.; the clothing when made 10 ets. a lb. and 25 per
cent. This places socks and stockings in the category of
clothing, which will be 10 ets. per lb. and 25 per cent.
ad valorem. This is the object, and we place woollen yarns
under a uniform duty of 7- ets. per lb. and 20 per cent.

Mrl. ALLEN. This is a very unfair way of dealing with
these goods. The poor man, who purchases choaper goods
than the rich man, pays more duty. Take, for instance,
the item of heavy beaver tor workingmen's overcoats and
poor women's heavy coats for the winter, the specific duty
on this amounts in some cases to 35 per cent.; while on the
finer goods, black broadcloths and goods of that description
imported for gentlemen, who are well able to pay the duty,
is only 24 per cent. In many cases the poor man, however,
pays from 48 to 55 per cent. Somo ôf the heavier goods
are purchased in England at from 60 to 90 ets. a yard; but,
taking the average at 75 ets., those goods weigh, perhaps,
from 2-4 to 2ï lbs. a yard, and thus pay nearly 18 per cent.
specific duty, white black broadcloths, costing $5, or 20s.
sterling, a yard, do not weigh more than 2 lbs. a yard, and
only pay 14 per cent. of a specifie duty on what costs $10.
This is very unfair, and the farmers and workingmen of
this country say that it is unfair; and I hope that the Gov-
erument will consider the position of the workingmen in
comparison with the rich and wealthy, and place them in a
position at least of equality with the latter. These are facts,
I know. This is my own business. I have been in it for
the last quarter of a century; I know exactly what I am
speaking about; ard I hope the Government will take it
into consideration and do something to alleviate the position
of the poor man .

Mr. HESSON. The anxiety of my hon. friend is quite
uncalled for. I do not think the poor man needs his sym-
pathy at all, in the matter of shoddy cloth brought from the
Old Country. It would be a mercy to the poor men of
Canada to shut it out altogether, and I can assure my hon.
friend, from my own experience-and I presame that he hab

a
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had the same experience-that you cannot sell that kind of out of this very shoddy cloth ; and the daty imposed on it
goods to the poor man, who buys good Canadian stock which bears hard on the poor man.
does not pay one cent of duty. Yon can buy shoddy cloth Mr. 1EIBSSON. There never was a time when Canadian
24 lbs. to the yard, and keep it for two or three years; but overcoats, made of good Canadian tweeds, were more com-
thon you cannot soel it at all; while a piece of Canadian monly worn than is now the case, and I know this from my
tweed sells almost immediately. The hon. gentleman sup- own experience, and the more that this becomes the custom
poses that the poor man pays an extraordinary rate of dut y day after day, and the more it is encouraged the better it
compired with the rich man; but as a matt er of fact we selliwill be for the poor man. The less of shoddy goods that are
more Scotch tweeds to the rich man than to the poor, and imported the botter it will be for the country.
these tweeds pay a heavy duty, w hich is perfoctly right on Mr. BLAKE. Does the hon.gentleman contradict thethe principle that we hope to encourage the manufacture 8mentBas e. osteong l n td
in this country of an equallygood classi of goods, eventually. statement as to the price of wool?
Besides, the poor man to-day is getting botter and cheaper Mr. HESSON. I was speaking of the shoddy industry,
cloth-and the hon. gentleman knows it-than ho and of the importation ofthese goods into this country.
did before the introduction of the National Policy, Mr. BLAK E. But as to wool?
and it is home-made cloth. The same thing applies to socks. Mr. HESSON. We are not talkin about wool. As to theThe hon. gentleman complains, and the question is raised
on that issue; but what is my hon. friend's experience in class of goods referred to by the leader of the Opposition
this regard? Who buys home-made socks? Why, the work- ho knows perfectly well that the poor man's clothing is very
ingmen and the laboring mon of Canada. Do they pay any cheap, anrd if shoddy cloths wero shut ot altogether from
tax? No; the raw material, which we cannot sell in a the country the poor man would not be a sufferer,
foreign market-.it is shut out of the American market by On item 23, printed and dyed cottons, &c.,
a heavy duty -is manufactured at home, and ne duty is Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The item as proposed to b.
paid on it. We have home made clothing which gives work amended will stand: Providod that printed or dyed cottons,
to the farmer's wife and daughter, and to the poor man's exeept jeans, coutilles, cambris, silicias and cashans, shail,
wife and daughter as well ; and we get the best article that on and after the flrst day of January, 1884, be cbarged with
can be made. i can say, that the more this policy prevenis a duty of 21J per cent. ad valorem.
the importation of shoddy goods, so much the botter. The
same thing applies to socks at $1 a dozen-laboring mens
socks. No better article can be made and brought into the further explanations, as this is ono of the most important
country. Canadian tweeds are cheaper to day than my hon. changes in the Tarif.
friend ever handlid thein for before the National Policy Sir LEONARD TILLEY. It will ho remombered that,
was -introduced, and the poor man is p rfectly satisfied.lId ï 9, wben the Government introduced the policy wbich
Instead of cheap shoddy, 2 Ibs. to the yard, double width, has been accepted by tho fouse, it was statod, when we
which falls to pieces inside of 6 morths-this is my experi- came to the article of cotton prints, it was proposod that no
ence, and I venture to say that it is the bon. gentleman's change should ho made in the duty on that article; that
experience-the poor man gets better gods now, and while other cotton goods were placed under a speoifie or an
does not pay more taxes to-day than ho did formerly, ed valorem, or in othor words, a protective duty, w. aaked
because ho does not buy the poor shoddy goods. As that DO change should be mado in regard to them, excopt
to clothing made bore, there is no taxation on that either. fromn17J to 20 per cent. As they were not made it
I remember that a few years ago, a large importing bouse country, we did not ask the fouse to increase the duty on
ih the city of Hamilton, did a large business in import- those articles to any greator extent. At the time that wo
ed shoddy go->ds, until it was prevente by the trade, wero submitting the resoluLions of 1879 to the buse, we
and the exposure of the worthlessness of this class of statod that there were many articles upon which wo had
stock. People were compelled from time to timeto refuse to not cbanged the duty oxcept by incroasing it from l7.to
accept these goods; and the result was that this house had 20 p or cent, for the purpose of revenue, and that the policy
to abandon the importation of that class of goods altogether. of the Government was toprotect manufactures wben they
The sooner we get rid of the importation of shoddy cloths, were introduced into the country. Wo told Parliament that
for which my hon. friend plead here to-day, the better it we would ask the bouso to give ther that protection when
will be for the poor man. the capitalis and manufacturers of the country were in a

Mr. ALLEN. We all agree that clothing is cheaper than position to manufacture. Uder these circumetanees, down
it has bn, but wat the reason? Before the inauguration the prosnt tim, there bas been no application made toithabee.buwhaistoresonBefre he nauuraionParliament by the Government to change the duty on thoseof the National Policy wool was 35 ots. a pound, while last
year thousands and thousands of pounds were sold at 18 ets.;epris etwofaao, omo genTnntorsedto
that is the reason, and that is no excuse for the unfair duty esta factory intToront proposed
levied on clothing. Besides, bave we not shoddy.cloths made e
in this country, and they are protected ? that English capitalist would put in £100,000, providedla tis ounryandthe ar prtecedthey ascertained that it would ho a profitable invest-

Mr. McMULLEN. I would say in reply to the member ment. They communicated witb the Vovernment, and
fer North Perth, that as far as concerns my section of the I say frankly that we bad at the time grave doubts
country, ho ie mistaken; a very large percentage of the wbether this article could ho succossfully manufactur-
overcoats worn by the farmers and their sons in winter are ed in tho Dominion of Canada. We tbougbt thut, cou-
there made aIl of the very heavy shoddy cloth imported sidering the skill wbich je necessary in the designing
from England, and referred to by the hon. member for North of prints ; considering the capital wbich it le necesry to
Grey. I do not know about Stratford, but I know that in lutroduce in an enterpriso of that kind; considering the
the northern counties in winter almost every farmer and groatvariety of prints which le necessary to suit the tastos
every farmer's son wears the heavy pilot and tweed cloth andwants of the people of Canada, it was doubtful wbether
coats, of which the cloth is imported, the very same of whieh such an onterprise wouId succeed, and therefore w. did not
the member for Grey speaks. The hon. gentleman (Mr. givo tbom mach encouragement at that timo. The resuIt
Resson) talks of Canadian tweeds and of their mannifacture was that we did not hear any more of it for Bore timo. A
intoclothing. I have no doubt that these are worn for year afterwards somo gentlemen put themeelves in com-
ordinary clothing; but the heavy winter oveoats are maoe munication with members of the Government and with
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myself as Finance Minister, and they stated that if we gave Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Immediately after they have
them some protection, the same protection as other cotton used them.
goods had, they would undertake to establish within a year Mr. BLAKE. Immediately after the production is going
an industry of this kind in Montreal. Entertaining as we on, and our ladies are to be, as it is said they used to be, withdid, some doubts about the success of that enterprise, we reference to the Paris fashions, a year behindhand. Thedid not agree at that time to ask Parliament for any bon, gentleman must not forget that he is making these
consideration in this matter. Last spring, after Parliament ladies a more important factor than they have been. Hérose, some'gentlemen who are interested in an enterprise of must remember that he is littie likely to get the votes ofthis kind, and who are now erecting buildings for the pur- ladies whom he is compelling to wear the cast-of patterns
pose, waited upon the Government and stated their case- of last year. It is the print pattern which makes it attrac-They stated that they were prepared to place $1,000,000 of tive, but I think it will be found that the same circum-capital in this enterprise to begin with. When we pofted stances which will limit the patterns will largely enhane
out the difficulties tbey had to encounter, they said that the cost of the article. What was the difficulty wth our
their intentions were to use the rollers which were first cotton factories in their early condition? It was that they
used in the printing of cotton in the facto r les of the Old were a t ep in to m ake t o dgrea t vai t f g od ;i
Country, and that tbey would bring them out and manufac-1 were attempting to make too great a variety of goeds; it
ture print here in geat varieties, and that they wer was that they had not mastered the great secret of running

t rtse me thea ventrie ayd tathey gerlemn afor a long time on one line; and you must have a large con-
Iosition to make the enterprise pay. These gentlemen sumption to do that. The hon. gentleman says that the

aving stated this, the Government felt that they should over-importation, which, he thinks, will take place, willoay to them that, if they entered into this enterprise with only last until the middle of next year. Will he tell us$1,000,000 of capital, and that others were likely to follow, what revenue ho expects to derive in 1883-84 under the
they would come to Parliament and ask that they should operation of the enhanced duties ?receive the same protection, or nearly the same pro-
tection, which was given te other cotton industries. This Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. I do not expect any increase.
industry has been establisbed under those auspices. We I stated that before. The hon. gentleman is, of course, very
are in hopes that before long the factory which it w anxious to alarm us-
proposed to proceed with in Montreal two yeairs ago, will Mr. BLAKE. No; I do not wish to alarm you.
come into operation, and under this system, which renioves i
the difficulty which presented itself to the minds of the Gov- . Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As to the effect the increase
ernment as to the designing of these prints-one factory is to have on the ladies, especially under the changein the
being in a position to turn out these cottons by the 1st of Eeon Law. It is very remarkable, notwithstanding the
January. Under these circumstancesi, the Government, in appeals made during the last three years to the poor man
accordance with their policy of 1b79-the policy which they and to the farmers, with reference to the taxes imposed on
followed up since-have decided to come to Parliament and the coarse goods they use, that when the time came lu June
ask the consideration of the Hlouse for this industry. We last we did not find them condemning this policy, but sus-
believe that we have sufficient competition to keep the prices, taining it; and the ladies will vote for this pohicy, because I
so far asgrey cottons are concerned, so that they will be as believe they are patriotie, and will vote to sustain the in-
low befdre the end of'1883,-and lower, than they ever were dustries of the country, even if it costs them a cent or two
bdfte. more, in a cotton dress.

Mr. BLAKE. Of cDurse the considerations which apply
to these two classes are very different-the consideration
which applies to the possibility of esLabIishing the mani-
facture of dyed or printed cottons; and any rernarks which
I shall address to the Committee shall be addressed to those
classes to which the hon. gentleman has confined his obser-
vations, namely, p inted cottons. He says that on two
distinct occasions applications were made to the G overnment
unsuccessfully, to induce them to raise the duty-to raise
ho duty, because they had announced that to be their policy
-unsuccessfully, because they were not convinced that the
enterprise was a feasible one in this country. The reason
they could not be convinced was because they feared that
the attempt would fail to produce a variety of patterns of
prits which are required to suit the tastes of the people.
They were satisfied that the people would require a vast
variety of prints. I was informed the other day that one
single importing house has received no less than 1,500
different patterns of prints: at one time. Well, the gentle-
men with the large capital, with English capital, it is true,to whom the hon. gentleman bas refe'rred, were not able,
by any reasonable argument they could use, to remove this
dffielty ; but now, it seems, it is removed, and by what
means ? The hon. gentleman stated-what I was informed,
but which I hardly believed-by the projectors of the new
Bill. The ladies of Canada, it appears, are to be dressed in
prnts at least one year behind the world's fashions. The
hon. gentleman stated awhile ago that the importers of!

.prints would not buy prints more than six months in
advance, because of the changes in the fashions; yet ho tells I
us that the print factory which is established in Canada has
begun with the used up print patterns of the World.

Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

Mr. COLBY. I have no doubt the ladies of Canada
would have been more grateful to the hon. leader of the
Opposition had he manifested his solicitude for them at *a
Liae w ben such solicitude would have seemed disinterest-
ed, but after the announcement that they are to be included
in the Franchise Bill, they will hardly give him credit for
disinterestedness. I do not share the apprehension which
the hon. leader of the Opposition has expressed, and which
it seems the hon. Finance Minister himself at some time
entertained, with regard to the success of dyeing and print-
ing cotton cloths in Canada. I think we have all been a
little too timid with regard to the future. Every hon. gen-
tleman in this Flouse must recollect the time when capitalists
looked with a good deal of apprehension upon the establish-
ment of an ordinary cotton manufactory. Doubts were
expressed as to whether our people were suffieiently numer-
ous to sustain it, and yet to-day we have 400,000 spindles
operating, and, I believe, they are not sufficient for the
requirements of the country. We all recollect tbe time
when it was doubtful whether-woollen mills could he sustained
in Canada. It was urged that it would be impossible for
Canada to compete with the skill, and the cheap labor, and
the capital of Europe; and yet, to-day, it is the proud boast
of our manufacturers that Canadian woollen goods are not
surpassed by any goods of their kind in the world. We
have succeeded, notwithstanding these misgivings regarding
cotton and woollen goods, beyond our most sanguine
hopes and expectations. A few years ago it was thought
that we clumsy Canadians could not manufacture agricul-
tural implements that would compare with those manu
factured in the United States, and yet to-day Cana-
dian agricultural implements are unsurpassed in quality
and are eheaper than the same class of goods comid
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be obtained from the United States, if there was no duty
upon them at all. So, I say that, as success has crowned
every effort we have made to establish manufactures, we
have r 'ason to infer from the experience of the past that
we have been unduly timid-that we have not properly ap-
preciated the possibilities of our industrial growth. Now,
with regard to the establishment of a successful dyeing
and print works in Canada, I believe all that is required
to make it a success is the requisite capital and skill.
I have sorne knowledge of the enterprise to which the hon.
Finance Minister has referred, and I can assure this House
that I have the best reason for believing that, so far as cap-
ital is concerned, there will be no difficulty whatever, after
having read such a magnificent subscription list as that
which I saw the other day, containing the names of promi-
nent financial men in Canada, such as Mr. Allan Gilmour,
Mr. J. G. Ross, and a number of the prominent manufactur-
ing men in Montreal-men who will carry out anything
they undertake. I maintain that in Canada we can
build a cotton mill as cheap, if not cheaper, than it can be
built elsewhere on this continent. The material for the
construction of the mill is cheaper here than it is in the
United States; the labor for the construction is cheaper bere;
the labor for operating the mill is as cheap, if not cheaper,
than in the U)nited States, and we have here abundant water
power, sud you cannot over-cestimate the importance of
water power as an economical factor. In the very mill it
is proposed to establish here, to which reference has been
made by the hon. Finance Minister, it bas been estimatei
that a saving of 850,000 per annum would be made by the
use of the immense water power at our disposal as com-
pared with the cost of steam. With these favorablo condi-
tions we have every reason to anticipate success, provided
ordiuary prudent business management is brought to bear;
and I may say this enterprise bas associated with it the
name of Mr. Ward, ot Montreal, one of its promoters, a gen-
tleman who has been connected with every successful cotton
enterprise started in Canada, and who is as sound politically
from the standpoint of the hon. gentlemen opposite as he is
sound financially, and who will be of great use to us in
carrying out this important enterprise. We have the capi-
tal, aid with the capital we can purchase, for skill is a
purchasable commodity, the best skill in Europe or the
United States; we can purchase the best machinery, and
we can lay the foundation of a successful enterprise. Now,
what stands in the way of our doing si? It is said a large
variety of patterns are required. We know there are no
limits to the demands of taste and weahb in any direction,
whether in the direction of cottons or silks. But we know
that those staple articles which are used by the masses of
the people of this country, are not those changeable fashions
which vary every year. We know that certain lines of
staple goods, for instance, regatta shirtings, common prints
and durable cloths, arc worn, with very little change of
pattern, year after year by the farmers and working people
of this courtry. These staple articles which are mostly
used, can be produced in this manufactory from the ordinary
plates, wbich are stereotyped, and can be purchased at cheap
rates. The referene made by the hon. Finance Minister
is simply to another cliass of patterns that are transient.
Thee patterns can be obtained from other factories, for
it must be remembered that in the United States the mar-
kets and seasons are eariier than ours, and it is but a trif-
ling matter to remove from some factory in the United
States or England, rollers which have served their purpose
there and may be used bere. This is the exception, not
the rule. Now, I believe that if print manufactories eau be
carried on successfully in Mexico-and there are six print
establishments in Mexico-if they can be carried on suc-
cessfully in Switzerland with half our population, ard in
Norway ind Swedeu, as I believe it isin ail these countries,i
with a lesser population than ours, it may be carried on by

the enterprise and skill of the people of Canada, with our
incroasing population and bright prospects for the fu-
ture. The enterprise adverted to is of no insignificant
character. It is estimated the production of the mill
would be one-sixth of the entire present production of
cotton goods in the Dominion. It will contain 80,000
spindles, give employment to 1,000 or 1,200 operatives, and
turn ont at least $t,500,000 worth of goods annually, while
the production will be capable of being expanded to meet
the incresing demande of the country. Now, I can quite
understand how this enterprise can be criticized from a Fre
Trade stand-point, as well as the whole protective policy
which bas been twice sanctioned by the people,and which this
Government has been sent bore with instructions to carry
out. I can understand hon. gentlemen opposite criticizing
it honestly from their standpoint, but fron our standpoint,
that of the majority of the people, as declared at two recent
elections, no fault can be found with the policy proposed by
the hon. Finance Minister, which is simply the complement
of the policy he bas been carry ing out since ho came into
office. I bel ieve we ought not to be too -timid in these mat-
ters. I believe that as a great and a growing people,
we should not content ourselves with remaining in
the old rut and working on the lowest plane, but should
aspire to do somethiung higher and botter, and encourage
as far as we can that species of manufacturing which
involves four processes, such as manufacturing. cotton
goods, and bleaching, and dyeing and printing, and not
limit ourselves to the one process of manufacturing plain
cotton. I believe we should stiivo to make within ouir-
selves, in carrying ont this pol:cy upon which the country
is launched, ail those things which can bo properly manu-
factured bore. 1 have no misgivings with regard to the
future of this enterprise. I will say, moreover, that the
gentlemen who are risking their large capital in this enter-
prise have done so with full deliberation. They are experi-
enced men of business; they are men experienced in the
manufacture of cotton goode; who have realized their for-
tunes by their industry; they have studied this problem
with more care and forethought than it is possible for us to
give it; they are willing to risk their capital in the enter.
prise, and they say to<thoGovernmentof tho day: "We ask
for no special protection, and we rIe willing to enbark our
means in this enterprise, if protected to the extent of 27J
per cent., which is less than the average protection given to
the manufacturers of plain cottons. Welaid the proposition
before the Government-a proposition by mon who mean
business whon they come to the Government-and the
Government had no alternative from its stand-point. Hav-
ing reference to their pledges to the people to carry out a
policy which would encourage new enterprises, the Govern-
ment could not go back upon its record without stultifying
itself, without confessing that their policy was a delusion ;
they could not do otherwite, than to grant the reason-
able request made by these capitalists, and to come down
with the proposition laid before you to-day.. An hon.
gentleman sitting opposite me, speaking on this matter the
other evening, sa:d that nothing would make the National
Policy so unpopular, as to show these worthletsi
Canadian goods to the people. Now, I am sorry that bon.
gentleman cannot discuss these questions without condemn-
ing in advance the products of the industry and skill of
the Canadian people. If a person uniformly nakes that
presentation of' the case, perhaps some few people may be
deluded by the fallacy. But that hon. gentleman, who I
believe is a trader, should honestly say to bis lady customers,
as ho displays a stylish piece of imported print: "There iF a
particular article which is not manufactured in Canada, a
1t-uliarly nice aiticle which is to be imported from some
otber country, paying a duty of 271 per cent., instead of a
duty of 20 per cent. It is true you pay a higher duty, but
you are assisting to build up an important industry in thi.
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country, you are assisting in giving employment to a great
many people who otherwise would be obliged to leave this
country to find employment elsewhere. More than that, the
very money you pay into the Treasury enables the Finance
Minister to relieve you from duties upon other things which
are equally necessaries of life--upon your tea, your coffee,
and other articles which are as much necessaries of life, and
enter as much into common consumptiorn as the prints and
the calicoes." The good lady who has to purchase these
articles, if she be an intelligent and patriotic lady, and if
she have a proper appreciation of her indebtedness to that
party who have invested her with the francise, will pur-
chase the goods cheerfully, and vote for the National Policy.

Mr. BLAKE. I see the hon. gentleman finds it necessary
to increase the duty on dyed goods as will as prints. I was
told by one of the proprietors of the Hochelaga mills that
25 per cent. would be ample.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When this subject was under
the consideration of the Government last spring they came
to the Governament in reference to printed goods, and it was
then stated that if the Govern ment*asked Parliament to im-
pose a duty of 21 per cent. on the printed goods, a like duty
would be imposed upon the dyed goods, but as it does not
cover the whole of them they will not get over 20 per cent
upon those that are named in this list.

Mr. PATERSON. Perhaps the hon. member for Stan-
stead, being interested in this project, could give us some
idea as to how many mills, like the one he has described to
us, our market might find employment for.

Mr. COLBY. I will give tbe hon. gentleman the benefit
of all the information I have on the subject. I heard the
opinion expressed by a gentleman well informed on this sub-
ject that this particular mill, as projected now, that will be
in operation on the 1st of May next, would furnish about
one-fourth of the goods that will be needed in this country.
Provisions are made for a great enlargement of the mill ut
a future time.

Mr. BLAKE. How many yards is it calculated to manu-
facture.

Mr. COLBY. I could not sv hobw many yard. 60,000
spindles will be running which will turn out 81,500,000
worth per year.

Mr. BOWELL. If that statement be correct, this mill
will be able to supply the demand. The hon. gentleman
will understand that it would be impossible, unless we
printed a couple of volumes of Trade and Navigation Re-
Sorts to indicate the quantity of every particular article;

but I fnd that, of white or dyed cotton, jeans, coutilles,
cambiies, silicias, casbans an I printed calicoes paying 20
per cent., there were imported $1.431,381 worth (the num-
ber of yards is not given) on which a duty was paid of
$283,730. There are a number of other articles under cotton
manufactures, but I take the articles which arc intended
to be included in the proposition now before the House as
coming within these classes.

Mr. BLAKE. The information I have, which, I believe,
came from a gentleman interested in this very mil], is, that
he thought the estimate for this class of goods, that is the
printed and dyed goods, had been very much underrated,
and, if I remember correctly, but I will not speak with
positiveness, he spoke of 40,000,000 or 45,000,000 of yards
as being the consumption. This mill would, at that rate,
supply about one-third of the consumption.

IMr. COLBY. It would supply about one-third or one-
fourth ut the close of this year. But as I have stated the
whole establishment is arranged with a view to a very large
exteision, and provision bas been made for a great excess
of water power over what will be originally required. I

Mr. CoLEr.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If there is only going to be
one mill how are we going to- get cheap goods? If there
were half a dozen mills I could understand how home com-
petition would ultimately bring down the price, but the fact
that one mill is going to supply the whole country is to
create a monopoly at once.

Mr. COLBY. The hon. gentlemen might-have accepted
the statements made by the leader of the Opposition and
myself as being derived from gentlemen who profess to have
some knowledge of the subject, and who have investigated,
and their information has not been obtained through the
Trade and Navigation Returns, but through business chan-
nels. I do not think those Returns give any information
with respect to the quantity imported. I believe 60,000
spindies will produce one-half, one-third, or one-quarter of
the estimated consumption.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I desire to draw the
attention of the Minister to a matter of very considerable
importance. In a former Session the duty on cheese cloth
was increased, and it was also provided that a drawback
should be allowed upon alil cotton used by cheese makers in
the Dominion and exported. The regulations in connection
with this drawbaek aro such that they cunnot possibly be
complied with. No doubt the Minister of Customs knows
the difficulty experienced in trying to obtain the drawback
on this cotton after it bas been exported. A large quantity
was exported.and sold by the proprietors of three factories,
it having been announced that the drawback would be allow-
ed. I should like to know whether it is the intention of the
Govern ment to make regulaitions whereby the manufacturers
would receive what I con,ider to be on'y justice to them,
now that the cheese niakers have used the cotton expectiug
a drawback to be allowed.

Mr. BOWELL. I do not think the regulations are such
as to preclude the possibility of makers reoeiving the draw-
back if they would only take a little trouble when they im-
port to keep an account of the amount of duty paid. They
have been repeatedly told that if they would establish the
fact that the cheese cloth has been imported and duty paid,
and had been used for the purpose intended, and had been ex-
ported, the dra wback would be allowed. It seems to me that
it would be easy enough if the parties importing would
take the trouble to keep an entry in a book, and when they
sold it for cheese purposes they should obtain from the
cheese maker the fact that it was sold for exportation and
had been exported. With a business so enormous as the
cheese industry has grown to be in this country, notonly for
home consumption but for export, unless there were some
prescribed rule which should guide the Department in
making the rebate, it would be found that a large amount
of the oneese cloth consumed in this country would receive
the drawback. That is not the principle on whieh drawback
is paid.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Oxford). I quite agree that if the
drawback were allowed on the information stated by the
hon. Miniter, the makers would be perfectly satisfied. But
the authorities had demanded more, and had required the
export entry for every piece of cotton exported with every
particular cheese. The hon. Minister knows it is impossible
that this can be furnished. But to say that they can pro-
vide a separate export entry for every cheese exported from
the country, he knows is simply impossible.

Mr. BOWELL I can assure my hon. friend that no such
demand was ever made on any cheese-maker or importer of
cheese cloth. They are asked to do nothing more and
nothing less than what I have already stated. We have
asked themn for a statement of the export entry of the whole,
but not for every cheese. If a factory makes 1,000 boxes
of cheese during the year, they know exactly how much
iloth has been consumed in putting up this cheese, and if
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they show an export entry for the 1,000 boxes of cheese, Mr. WALLACE (York). The hon. member for North
thon the requirements of the Department are complied Perth hasrapeated bore the statement, wbich a good many
with; but the difficulty has been, that those who demand a bon. memberý have Fpread througbont the country, that the
drawback have asked the Department, in too many cases, stocks of cotton companies pay vory high profits. I read in
simply to take their word that they imported s0 many to-day's pape', that the Dandas Cotton Millistock je quot
yards of cloth and exported it, without producing any at from 90 to9à; and the Canada Cotton Company at from
evidence of either fact; and I an sure that the hon. gentle- 110to 115.
man would not expect any Department to pay away the Mr. CHARLTON. Row much la it watered?
public funda unless it had some evidence to justify the Mr. BOWELL. Ras it been watered?
payment.

Mr. SUTHERLALD (Oxford). I am perfectly satisfied Mr. BLA.
that such evidence should be furnished, and I know that
the parties in my own part of the country who are asking Mr. WALLACE. I would also nsk those geiitlemen to
for a drawback, will be perfectly willîng to supply the look at ban companies, whieh run very little riai, and ban
evidence which he has stated will ho required; add 1 hope money On real ostate to the extent of ono-third of its value,
that when the matter comes up for discussion before him s0ithat by no possible combination of circumstancei can
and the Department again, he will take the same liberal they lose on their investments if they exarcise any kind of
view which he has announced to this Bouse. care at ai. We find that the Canada Farm and Loan Com.

Mr. BOWELL. I always did take that view. pany le quoted in the came paper at 2251 bid, or 21 or 2J
Mr. BOWELLE.1 a lwasd iet h bn iac times more than the cotton Mill stock in which investort§
Mr. McMIULL EN. -I would like to ask the hon. Finance ~getrss

Minister what percentage of profit ha anticipates that the
owners of this miii wiil make out of this investment. 1 An hon. MEMBER. Is it watered ?
fancy that this must have been calculated in order to arrive Mr. WALLACE. And probably, as an bon. gentleman
at 27Jpar cent. protection, and in order to ascertain says, the loan coinpany's stock is watered too. 1 think
whetor this is just hetweetP the manufacturer and the con- myserf, that if great profits are made out of these invet
suluer, I hope Lhat the hon. Finance Minister has carefully monts, the mater wil spedily correct itoelfuIf that hon.
estimated the cost of the miii, and of rnanufacturing of this gentleman cao make so muc more money by invsting in
kind, s0 as to hold the balance fairly between the classes cocton milis than in other enterprises, ho wiIl do sr); and
meraioned. The hon, gentleman Who bus just sat the thing will eventually ho brought to ts proper levai;
down bas stated that thoro are great adrantages 1o but we ind that toDay cotton miiiltock and stock in va-
ho got in Ibo way of water power, and of biuging caus rnanutfac,,uiing cnterpliso's aie not netirly éo high as
old machinery faom Englatd, etc., but we want tofaknow ropn company stock.
what percentage of profit is likely to be realized out of the Mr. BENSON. I bad no intention of speaking this even-
investment. The hon, gentleman did say that ho inrended ing, but perhaps I sha Dn able to add my litt e mite to tis
to givo them about the same profit whMch other cotton fac- discussion. beieve we cannot a too thankfu te any party
tories now oprated here secur;- and if so, thl stock of or parties who estabiish a new manufactory in this country.
this miii will increiaso very rapidiy in value. The9re is3 no Pioneers abways have a very liard road to travai, and no one
stock in cotton milms in this country which bas not increased but those Who have gone throughte ondeai eau form any
100 per cent. during the iast two or tbree years, bosides conception of the trouble, obintio and diimointmentsa
paying very large divtdends. If this mihieisytapeie any kind

ca atall. Whsurouefd th athotheanad Farm nd a nCodtm-

anme profit, I think it is very littie wonder thut gertlemj try. As uodi the suga sr a firieries, a remember that oid o .r 2r
are found wiling to învest their money in iL; and 1 huÂle path LoId me that for yearrs atd yeurrs hoeruade no monoy
that the Finance Miniater lias given this matter bis careful excopt what lie made by judicious prarchasas. 1 cau say
considaration, because it ia bis duty, while these people the same thing, and know of no industry whi h at
are pressing upon hmA for advantages in the way of protec- the onset paid those Who began iBwt or yars and years
tive dutis ti see that too heavy a burden i m not laid on tho ttoey yitmd no profit at ail. There is one other important
fonsumer . I know that a man largely iu trested in a co e point which w oug t to boua in mnd with respect
ton f7ctory iii Canada toidne, prior to the introduction to manufacturera: that they have a grater stake in
of the National Poiiy, that if the Government a the hon. the lontry tha amot any other mad ber of the com-
Aexunder Mackenze, thon in power, would grant him munits. A manufacturr l ancbored i re; ho cannot
cent s yard additoalduly on the cotton manufilstuthcadni got away. noreme er that a very weathy old man-
bis mi, this WOUd ho geWorth2500 a year to h sm thiuctureg a calico printer-in oEnglnd, Who was advis-
additional profit. Iknow that uderea operation Of d by is fithnds to go outo f business, aid: "Thora i-
the National Poicy, o wa getti g 13 ets. n yardd; nd no esape fr the manufacturer but bankrupty or the
if a quarter of a yard Eawort .,u a year, one cent grave." Ln bis case it came true both respecta, for bard
a yard itl be Worth $ 100,000 a yoear. Under these cir- times came B n hm, ho itetis money, and el oss of hi
cumestancos, tl owneeîtds etea h a cny brought down bis grey bains in sorrow to Lhe grave.
addressed the Committenlas advocated that this mi But tbe important point is, that hie works go on and tJo
thouid recive the protection asked. lie say , that they are good t thonusand . Thougb t tnform proan ha aoften
going to manufacture about ona-fourtn of the ontire cotton pointed tso Peter Radpth, b ause halives in the OId Coun-
used in thit country; and in this avent the owners of th s try, the wok vgo on bore, and are doing good for hundredy
mi wll pocket 25 per cent. ofuthers tw or t ncreased duty s cmilesatond erbaps breI may diallowedte
imposed on cotton; dthebon. Finance Minister wil get w5 digres.urt bas often beeti satd s the befnrm pre that
lier cent.of additional duty, sud this is v le division wie b iMr. Peter Redpath ivedin the OI m ountry. & eldo ;
wil take place. I hope that the on. Finance Minister bas toug not a ht amdn flouse, the old home of the Empree
tooked inteae mvtterhcariculay in order tor protet the of the French, but at Manor ous, and cae. hm aways
intrers of the consumer. been tain by those newspaprs to concoal the fact, that

Mr. COLBY I woud say for the hon. genteman's ont of five partriers in the Redpath fir etfour livte inis
information, and of every other member of the ouse, that country and spentdthanlmoney bore. Mrs. John Redpath
1 think thorais at preent some stok t ao etarned at pa lives in Montreali; sopdo r n. G. A. Drmmond; so dos
a do nt think the stook1book0 iear. nocder s cir. J ameon im4path not hs Mr, amnd 4th lsahi
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though Mr. Peter Redpath lives in England, he is a better were mentioned to me by this gentleman, who was, and so
Canadian than ninety-nine out of a hundred of those far as I know, is to-day a supporter of the Reform party,
usurers and money-lenders who used to flood the country and a frieud of the Goverument of Mr. Mackenzie. Iwish
before the National Policy. He interests himself in the to call attention at this moment to what I have observed
MontrealGeneral Hospital; he has spent more than $100,000 with regard to discussions of the National Policy, ever since
in building a wing to McGill College; he ias given that I came into this House, and that is, that there is a cool
College a library, and every one of his contributions to assumption on the part of'hon. gentlemen opposite that the
charitable purposes-and their number is legion-is still imposition of a duty on goods means simply an increase
continued as though he lived amongst us. There is another of price to that extent to the consumer. I have listened
thing which I wish to point out, and that is, that everytbing attentively to the speeches Qf hon. gentlemen in the
which is manufactured in the country is cheaper to the con- hope that they might attempt to substantiate that pro-
sumer-that is, after it begins to be manufactured in a large position by argument, but I have observed nothing
way. We all know that when the sugar factory was but a calm assumption of that position. The facts that
stopped we had worse sugar and dearer than before. I do I have mentioned with regard to this matter show that
not wish to speak egotistically, but illuetratively, when I say this is not the case. I may mention another circum-
that in 1858, when I ca me to Canada, I paid 50 ets. a bushel stance which fell under my own observation and which
for corn while starch oost the consumer 25 ets. per lb. This bears out the same statement. I was desirous of pur-
year corn costa 90 ets., and the price of starch to the chasing some fruit trees, and a gentleman came to me
consumer is only 121 ets. In other words, the raw material representing a nursery in Ontario, and offered me some
has nearly doubled, while the manufactured article is only fruit trees for sale. I found that these fruit trees were
one -half what it was before. So it is with every branch of cheaper than they had ever been offered to me before. This
manufacture; if we only encourage manufacturers to settle was two years ago. I remarked that I was surprised to
in the country the price of their goods will be cheaper to find that aithough there was a Tarif of 30 per cent. on trees
the consumer. he was offering to sell me fruit trees cheaper than they had

Mr. MoNEIL L. I wish to make one observation, and ever been offered to me before. The man was the represen-
that is, that I think there is great exaggeration as to the tative of one of the most respectable nurserymen in Ontario,
profits which are obtained by the manufacturers in this in- Mr. Caldwell, of Galt. He told me I might go down to his
dustry. In the next place, I say that if there are profits to nursery and select my own trees. There was a duty, I
be obtained from such an industry, I for one should prefer think, of 30 per cent. on fruit trees, and yet these fruit trees
to see those profite go into the pockets of the Canadian were being supplied at a cheaper rate than ithey had been
manufacturers rather than into the pockets of the American before the duty was put on. According to hon, gentlemen
manufacturers, and I think the sentiment of the country is opposite they ought to have been dearer. There are treesstill
with me in that respect. I shall relate to the Hôuse one imported from the United States that have to pay 30per cent.,
incident which fell under my own observation. I was going and then to be sold as cheaply as those grown in Canada.
from Toronto last year, and while in the train I was This 30 per cent., therefore, goes to swell the surplus.
conversing with a gentleman sitting beside me as to the pros- Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not wish to dispute the
pects of the approaching General Elections. This gentle- hon. gentlemen's statement, but I would ask him, when he
man mentioned that a number of leading Reformers in the next meets that importer, who bought his cottons prior to
country were likely to join the Conservative party. There the introduction of the National Policy, and paid 25 cts. a
was a gentleman sitting immediately behind us who at this yard for them, and is now paying 24 ots., what kind of cot-
p oint struck into the conversation, and said be wished it to ton it was.

e understood that he was not one of that number, though Mr. McNEILL. He said the cotton he formerly soldhis naine had been mentioned as one Reformer who was for 25 ets. he was now su i for 24 ets. I do not know
likely to leave his party. I turned round and entered into f ct1s." he
conversation with him. I found thatho was a cotton manufac- whether he sold it- by the yard or by the thread, or how

turer, and, though I am not authorized to give his name, I it was.

tbink my own bare statement will be accepted by the Mr. HESSON. I have no doubt it was cotton warp.
louse. I asked him to give me some information with Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). I would like to say a single
regard to his own industry, and he said he would be glad to word. We have heard a good deal about the pioneer manu-
answer any reasonable question. I asked if he had been facturers ; but I want to say that there bas been another
benefitted by the National Policy, and he said he had; and class of pioneers that have suffered hardships that the
I asked him further, whether the price of cottons which he pioneer manufacturers know nothing of. Forty years ago
manufactured were to-day any greater to the consumer than I went up the Ottawa. At that timne we had to carry all
before the introduction of the National Policy. ie said tbey our flour and our goods on our backs; we had not moniey
were not. He said they were not only not dearer, but that to enough to buy teams and we endured privations and liard-
the extent of the difference between 25 and 24 ets. they were ships that manufacturers have never endured. After we got
cheaper-that is to say, that cotton which was sold at 25 started, the manufacturers came in and prospered. I was
ota. before the introduction of the National Policy, he was surprised to hear an hon. gentleman state that there was a
then selling at 24 ets. I said: "Tell me whether the cotton time when we could hardly expect to establish manufac
you are manufacturing to-day, if it were in competition with tories in Canada. My mind went back to the Centennial
American cotton under Sir Richard Cartwright's Tarif, at Philadelphia, when we had not the policy that we have
would be cheaper than the cotton they suppliedfroniAmerica now, and if I am not mistaken, our agricultural implement
would be to-day." fe said it was as cheap or cheaper. Iasked manufacturers carried off the prize at that exhibition for the
him why? fHe said there were two reasons: first, that labor best collection of agrieulturalimplements exhibited there.
was cheaper, and the second, that he had peculiar facilities It has been stated time and again that goods are sold as
for manufacturing. Those were the facts which he gave me cheap as they were before the National policy was lu ex-
with regard to his own industry. I will give the remainder istence. If that is so, where has the hon. Finance
of the conversation as it occurred. I asked what was the Minister obtained his large surplus of $6,300,000?
effect of this Tarif upon his coal ? He said he considered Did it come out of the pockets of the manu-
that the National Policy had injured him so far as ceai facturer or merchant? I was in the Old Country lat
was concerned ; the price was greater than before the intro- summer, with a friend of mine who bought varieties Of
duotion of the National Policy. Those are the fact& which almot all thew otton and woollen goodo oonaumed in

Mr. Buwuou,
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Canada ; and after he came home he showed me his invoice
and the returns from the Custom louse, and the woollen
goods paid an average duty of 34 per cent., sometimes as
high as 46 and 47 per cent., and the cotton goods 30 per
cent. on some classes and 20 per cent. on other classes.
Now, I ask, is not this 20 per cent. a sufficient bonus to
enable any manufacturer to establish any industry in
Canada? And when I say 20 per cent. it really amounts to
25 or 26 per cent. of advantage to the individual who manu-
factures in Canada, because he saves carriage, insurance and
the merchant's profit. Now, I would like the hon. Minister
of Finance to inform me whether this large surplus has
come out of the pockets of the consumers of Canada or out
of the pockets of the manufacturers of the Old Country. This
is a question which I would like him to answer fairly and
honestly. There is another question which occurs to me at
present. Is every industry that bas been started in Canada
to get an increased duty under the present Tariff ? As yet,
we see no signs of any reduction on duty for the benefit of
the consumer. i heard it stated the other night that the
farmer manufactured bis own cloth. There was a time
when he did so; there was a time when you would find a
spinning wheel in every farmer's bouse you entered. But
that time has passed; improvements have been going on in
all classes of machinery for the production of cloth ; female
labor has become scarce, and it will no longer pay the
farmer to manufacture bis own goods, and he goes into the
market and purchases all he wants. It is he and the great
consuming public on whom is being imposed this increase
of duty. I would ask if all the industries in the country
are to obtain increases in the Tariff and there are to be no
reductions ? '

Mr. HAY. I think I can tell as much about cotton tick-
ings and duckings as any other gentleman in the flouse. I
can assure hon. gentlemen that cotton goods of all kinds are
cheaper now than they were in 1878. They are all cheaper.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). I have listened with a good
deal of interest to the discussion on the Tariff, and I have
been a good deal amused at the statements of those
who oppose the National Policy. I observe that they invari-
ably hold that when goods are exported from Canada, the
producer or the manufacturer pays the duty. They con-
plain of the difficulty of exporting goods from Canada to
the United States in the face of a hostile Tariff, and the
conclusion to my mind is irresistible, that the producer or the
manufacturer, who exports to the United States, bears at
least a share of the taxation imposed on goods going into that
country. Hon. gentlemen opposite assume that the poor
man always pays the daty when the article is imported
into Canada.. If the Canadian manufacturer and producer
must pay duties imposed by foreign countries on goods
manufactured and produced here, why cannot they per-
ceive, by the same reasoning, that the producer and mann-
facturer of other countries, who have to find a market in
Canada, must also contribute a portion of the duty on the
articles consumed in this country. Iri the eastern part of
the Dominion we have realized this fact in our transactions
with a colony not very far distant, where we are obliged to
seek a market for our products. I have in my hand an
account sales of farm products sent from that part of the
Dominion to Newfoundland, which is, in fact, the only
market we have for the products of the soii. It is the
account sales of shipment ex H. I. McCurdy from Cape
Breton, on account of Mr. McNeil, on 27th .August, 1875:

£. s. d. £. s. d.
W. H. Mare, 15 tube butter, 569 Ibs., l.

Id., 4 ms..... -..........
Charge--Freight. . .
Duty 28. 6d., disceunt 12e. 4d.
Advertg, etc...........................
commission................. .........

Net proceeds ...-.... . .....«

11330 18 5

2 00 10
3 9

1 10 10
26s9o9

3016

That is what is the fact, that the poor farmers in Nova
Scotia, in this instance at least, bas to pay the duty imposed
on his goods in Newfoundland. I might cite dozens of such
acocunt sales which prove this conclusively, and in the
same way there are many staple articles manufactured in
England and the United States, which sell in Nova Scotia,
at least, at the exact figure to-day at which they were sold
there under our 10 per cent. duty, notwithstanding this
increase of Tariff. In such cases I would ask any hon, gen-
tleman who understands business, whether it is not the
manufacturer rather than the consumer, who pays the
duty. A few years ago we were greatly alarmed in the
eastern part of Nova Scotia, lest, on account of the encour-
agement given to the refining of sugar in Canada, we
should have to pay an enormous price for our sagar. We
were willing to believe that a poor man in the eastern
part of Nova Scotia could not use sugar at all; but under
the fostering care of the National Policy, increasing
the number of sugar refineries, we find we can pur-
chase refined sugar at a lower figure than the ordinary
raw sugar could have been purchased at ten years ago, and
at a lower figure than we paid for it under the 10 per cent.
tariff. And tbis is owing to the encouragement given to
sugar refining in this country by the National Poiicy. This
brings us down to the question under discussion. A few
years ago the same objection was made to the protection
of cotton manufactures in the Dominion, and hon. gentle.
men asked how could that tend to cheapen the products of
the factories, because they would exact enormous profits.
But a large increase took place in the number of factoriesand
as competition always lessens prices, we are able, I am happy
to say, to obtai, in the eastern counties of this Dominion,
cotton cheaper now than we ever could since the country was
settled. Then with reference to prints, the same results
will follow for the same reason, and I have no doubt a num-
ber of print factories will be established, once this one is
fairly under way, and we will have cheaper prints both in
Cape Breton and British Columbia, than we ever had before.
So it is with all linos of goods, by increasing the supply you
reduce the price. While hon. gentlemen opposite proclaimed
the enormous profits which will be ruade by the manufac-
turers in all lines of goods in Canada, so surely will they
encourage the manufacture of these articles in the Dominion,
and in increasing the supply, a reduced price must inevit-
ably follow.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the hon. member for
South Huron, to whom this $6,000,000 or 88,000,000 surplus,
which is in the hands of the Finance Minister, belongs ? Io
it tothe manufacturer? or is it to the Finance Minister ? or is
it to the people of this country ? I claim that it belongs to
the people of this country. That is the practical way to
look at it. If this Tari.f bas produced more revenue than is
required to carry on the Government, the excess belongs
to the people, and we have to raise so much less next year.
It is immaterial which political party may be in power,
they will require so much money to run the Government
with, and that amount bas got to be collected by revenue.
So long as that amount is equally distributed, it is imma-
terial to the farmers or any other class of the community on
what articles they pay it. If we have a surplus it is better
than having a deficit ; if we raise less taxes than we require
to spend in a year, we must i some way make up the
deficiency in the following year.

Mr. FARROW. The bon. member for Sout,h uron
comes from the same county that I do, and 1 find it very
strange that when we both buy our goods almost at the
same stores, they should charge him more than they charge
me. I would like to ask the hon. member a square question.
When he bought goods during the Mackenzie regime, did he
not have to pay more for a pair of boots than he bas had to
pay duringthe last three years just past? Did ho or his wife
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pay more for a yard of factory cotton ? or for a yard of in the past in collecting the duty on costume cloths and
ticking ? or for a yard of coarse cloth or flannel? The other woollen cloths, of which costume cloths form a very large
night the hon. gentleman said there was no duty on agri- part. It bas been the practice in some ports to charge 20
cultural implements during the Mackenzie regime, whereas per cent., while in other ports 7J ets. per lb. and 20 per'cent.
every person in this House knows that there was a duty of was collected by the Customs officer. We therefore con-
17J per cent. Ris speech is in the Globe and in the Hansard, sulted the importers who had great experience in the matter
that there was no duty at all on agricultural implements with a view to devising some means by which a uniformity
under the Mackenzie Government. could be obtained. It was considered that by naming the

Mr. MoMILLAN. I examined the Tariff and I found width less than 25 inches, and the weight as not over 3i
that American manufacturers could send their implements ounces per square yard, the difficulty would be obviated for
into Canada free of duty. the future, leaving the class of goods manufaetured in Canada

Mr. FARROW. I trust the hon. gentleman will look paying a duty of 7J cts. per lb. and 20 per cent., and goods,
again. Now, I will tell hirm where the surplus comes from. not including winceys, under 25 inches wide, and weighing
During the timte that his beau ideal of a Goverument was in not over three and a balf ounces at 20 per cent.

power, they lost about 700,000 a year in managing the On items 56 to 72, agricultural implements,
Intercolonial, while our people saved that money. I)oes he Mr. ROYAL. I was very glad to hear this afternoon a
not know-if he does not, I do-that throughout Canada, statement made by the hon. Finance Minister to the effect
during those years of gloom, of blacknfss, of darkness, of that this resolution, and other resolutions bearing on the
despair almost, that even people who were very weil off same subject, would only go into effect on 10th May next.
were not able to buy those fancy articles of luxury? How I would submit that, if the extension was to the month of
many silk dresses were purchased then ? How many gold June, say the:first week or the 10th, this measure would be
watches were purchased thn? Scarcely any at all, com complete. As the House is aware, great delays take place,
pared to what have been bought during these late years' especially in the sprIng time, on the railway entering Mani-
The people had not the means to buy these luxuries. But toba. Last year, freight was delayed on that road as much
during the last three or four years, they have had their as three moniths, and, no doubt, if orders were sent from
pockets so full of money, and they have gone largely into Winnipeg, and other places in the Province, to the United
these luxuries, aud they have yiolded a handsome revenue. States, the freight might, by floods or freight blockade, such
Are we to be sorry about that ? I say it is a matter for us as took place last year, be so long delayed as to render i noper-
all to rejoice about. But there is another thing. Did not ative the measure annoanced by the hon. Finance Minister.
that starvation policy of the Mackenzie Government I hope, in view nf this faet, and the circumstance that the
encourage the Yankees to biingI in their' grain to compete Board of Trade of Winuipeg have made additional represen-
with our grain ? We put a duty on their grain, and that is tations, that the Finance Minister will take the matter into
where another part of the surplus comes from. If I had further consideration, and consent to give a fuller measure
time I could go on and show you pretty near the whole of of justice than the one he has announced.
it.in savinga in economies. Does he want to know now
where the surplus comes from ? It comes from good 2man- Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The Government have con-
agement; it comes from the exorcise of economy; it comes sidered the matter very carefully, looking to the interests
from a good Government in contrast with that Government. of Manitoba and the important industry for which we desire
The Opposionists are unpatriotic; they were most patriotic to procure a market. We have not arrived at the duty
when they were on this aide of the House; they could lavisb named withont having given the matter considerable
money in every direction; but ever since thev lhave gone thought. I may say that a party who is sornewhat inter-
into Opposition they have been unpatriotic. Oh! they sa v csteci in the matter, but sti a geolunman wel able to judge
these manufacturers in Canada are making fortunes. Look as to what would be necessary to give parties a reasonable
at that cotton mill that is making 50 or 60 per cent. profits time to bring in the foreign articles, named thirty days as
-- hereas the par value of the stocks do not rank as high being the time to enable them to introduce a sufficient
as bank stocks. They are low compared with bank stocks; quantity of American implements with our own, to supply
tihey are low compared with other stocks in this country the demand. The hon. member bas referred to the difficul-
but still they say-: Oh ! look at these mon who are pock et- ties experienced last year. That arose, in a great measure,
ing your money. They want us to send those profits over from the overflowing of the country, which was very ex-
into a foreign country, preferring that the shekels should go ceptional in its character. I know that more than a week
to the Yankees rather than to our own people. P>y the ago twenty cars of agricultural implements were entered.
action the Opposition are taking, they are placing them- Now, some delay must take place, and the result shows
selves still lower in the estimation of the people. that they have taken advantage of it-and very properly-

Mr. AUGER. I do not rise to make a long speech, but and imported very largely. They have been making hay
simply to say that I have learned a good deal during the while the sun shnes, and, therefore, they have already a
progress of this debate, and I have almost become a con- retty good supply, and if we give them until the 10th of
vert te the National Policy. If the National Policy ha a I have no doubt that they will be found to have very
brought into the Treasury $6,00000 if it has made thé largely imported, which will be sufficient with the imple-
goods which thepople buy chea>er, and at the same time monts manufactured and ready to be sent there now by our
benefits the manufacturer, as the hon. Finance Minister has own manufacturers. The Massie Manufacturing Company,
said, I would advise the hon, entleman to stick the duty of Toronto, inform me that they will be able this season
on. At the same time I would ask hlm not to stick on the alone to send there 3,000 mowig machines, 2,200 reapers
duties quite so muhi on what the farmers and the poor and 1,000 binders and 4,000 horse rakes, valued at over
pepl buy, bt .on ha .t eoplerchase f r $1,000,000, which they have either now on band or ready
people y, t on what thex rich people purchase, If iyt s finished. Then A. Harris, Son & Co., known to hon. gen-a benefit to poor people to tax what they have to buy, tleman opposite, I think, will have 1,000 binders, 1,500thindk the honorable gentleman has done themgood enough, mowers and 1,500 reapers, beaides other implements, andand I think e had botter now turn his attention to the rich three or four establishments in other localities will be
and give them some benefit. able to place there, before they are required, 4,000-

On item 51, dress or costume cloths, binders, while the London companies will supply
Sir LEO.1ARD TILLEY. This change has been made j 700 self binders. 500 mowers, 500 hay rakes, 700

with a vie of obviating the diMculty whioh has occurred I waggonsand¯75 threshing machines, besides ploughs and
!r. FAssow,
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portable threshing engines. Taking the data we have, between 80 and 100 hands, man afacturing thoegoodswbioh
and estimating what the requirements there will be, the in the United States are manufactured aitogether by prison
Government is satisfied, that by the 10th of May, with the labor with which we have to compote. The goods of
facilities of which they have already availed themselves, and Arnerican manufacture are new being inportecito oir
are doing so to-day, our friends the agriculturists of Mani- detriment.
toba and the North-West will have no difficulty in securing
a snffi"-ient supply during the present year. Under these irtleONARd haeYthe arn adhtifeinolu
ci(rcum ances, having examined the matter carefully and tnsarticle weudave3therneastmaes and opl8
obtained information from all quarters, and especially from
those interested in foreign implements, wo thought that 30 per cent, teearness. The hon, gentleman bas oallod
the 10th of May would be a liberal arrangement for our our attention te this matter and we have had it under consi-
friends in the North-West. We will go back to resolutions deration, but we have not thought it advisable to include
six to twelve, which will be made to take effect on the 10th this article.
of May ; resolutions fourteen to nineteen will also take Mr. TAYLOR.1 may say that the value cf these bames
effett on the htth of May. lsnonlyu1 perfsetagf harneas.

Mr. GORDO- 1 would like to draw the attention e a the Mr. SUTIERLkND (Selkirk). I have aready spoken
hon. Minister of Finance te the fact that British Columbia on the aubje t cf the duty on agricultural importents, and
cannot avaithersef of the time limit and benefit ef the ow withereforebbrief imyremark. Iregret,as I ear sure
Tariff. It would ce impossible, with present cominunica- the peopleof Manitoba and the North-West will regret, that
tions, for dealers in that linete communicate with manu- th hon. Finance Minister bas not changed his views in
facturera and obtain tbeir supplies. White I have had the regard te that daty.rnead oped that ho would have corae
honor ef being in tbis buse 1 bave bad letters eighteen to the conclusion thathe had made a istake in increasing
days en route to ths point; and I eau assure ydn that if the ,uty.t hasatisfied that neither ai nor any other man
Manitoba feels the pressure of this advance in the duty, the car. justify this duty t the peopl e t the NeortbWest. The
peopie of the Paifi Province feel it in a greater degrie, tsct that ho bas aditted that ho did nt investigate thisbecause they cainot fully avail thBemselves of Canadian nattes, but fhat heonsnted to tewish ofagricultrai im-
manufactures at present. Efforts, it is true, were made in plement makers, is evidence that h. did got, onsider the
thi direction during the past year, and quite a number of matter as lie should have doue. Ithstated tat these men
Canadien machines have licn taken in the'e; but the have pledgod theiselvos that if thoadutyla increased, the
facilities arenot yet complite. The people there, howev rd, pices will romain tuhe sade.d would like te ask any
deire t buitivate the tnde with the old Provinces te the buscnor man, if' ho supposes that the priceet agricultural
greatobt poissbie iegree; they are bearing evory burden inqmjîeieîil in the , or'Lh-West, or any other imp1ementA,
placed upeo them-and yen are awae that the budens put will be regulated by anything else than the aw of spp y
on eo peoplel ave beuvery heavy during the pat three and demand ? If these articles are scarce, the price T
or four years. They are submitLing patiently, inavigew f bound te go up. I ded nt care what representations
the early construction otf the trans-continental railway.Th have been made te the hon. Finance Minister. ieuas ivem
burden with respect tetin as been i ruevod, but the buden sufficioit time te these implement dealerst in ort these
with respect to blavting powder bears very heavily on our articles, a why sheuld h now put on the duty a
peple.i have letters by the l pat mail witherespeet te agri-
cultural implements, asking whither there is to be ne odue- Sir LeOmAiD T LLEY. Se that ouricwn peopileray
tien from thelatoTarif; andr do net knw how tbey will be in time fer nedt year.
foe ivenopeylearn that thatTaryif ha been increased 10e M and ? If theair e carcetei s
por efon. Iar. sure, however, that tey wili consider it b t o I dolnot Tha representtion
very oppressive under the circumastancesna t they weu d eems te take tho position. f good lord, geod devil. ve
net complain had they easy acces teo the manufactures f sayithat the implemnenttaakers will leable to got ready
Canada. They aro endeavoring byevery possible means te or next year. We are perfectly atisfied te pay our share,
trade with Canada l clething and ail owier articles tin- btt teoinagcase that duty by 10 pv cent. I contadgr a
factured in Canada. I hope that the hon. Minister of great ardship te the settiers of that country. I was sur-
Finance will see sorne mode ef enabling the people of British prise] te find the hion. member for Proveneber (Mr. Roya4),o a te hae Ti n tn h hey who inust know that the feeliyngef every man l the cuntry
f he n year th Tarif ee icoppsed t the duty einincasd, hant ventured tper centI a sreoeY Witha rfeync t o de raise his vice against it. (issaid that ne lems than twenty

vr oppressiveudethe circumsta nce. theyoudcar e ads to Aeorican goods have corne into the countrywe made exceptional legilatien for British Celumbia. We withn the iast few days, and that s wunovidence f the hardy
redaced the duty, when it was i vported intoe that Province; sip whieh this entails. er sinformod that one furm wi
but 1 amn happy te know that a large quaîîtity et Canadian have to pay rn ess than $ 100,000> lu duties which would net
powder has, nevertheeasi, been gent te that country; and as have been roquired but for the inteaase, and that theidhave
far as the retrnanadare oerned thou d ho Mveryorry if been obli ged to raise this monoy at 12 percent., and of
the agricultural impement duty bore very hevily But pcourse they wi l have to levy thi on the consumers. It ,
the pople there; but I find that the whobe duty celineted ail very fine t h ay that the eonsumera will net have tuty
on the implement ast year-ad this i shows thatoe they the duty, but Iar bsatisfled as thpeple are, that theyw il
bronght a gedmany fromanadawhichnumberIhowillhrave to pay the duty, ad say it is unfair in the taco the
be inrreasel thi Tyear-ws nly 239, and the total value statement ade by the Finance Minister, that ho is able te
of macdinery 1,000.xeo annot quite see, however bYi Y retce the taxation by $1,500,000 that ho hold now
telegrap, if they want foreignimpleinents, they carinot proched t h inrease the taxation cf the poope f the Nrth-
seoure thern by the lOth et May. 1 trust that, as a vei'y West. There is net a single newspaper in the North-
large nu tber of Canadian agrhculturalavimpiomeut will be West, irrespe sstivehe party, but what deands that this
powde tha nyearthey will e beenseno supplytritrish Columbia a ty sheuld net be inreted, and e say that whe the
wito t incrensed coat during the csouing year. peeple are seunanbmoia in thir opine iostey are entitled

Mr. TAYLOR. would lie, if the Finance Ministerculdtoe more cnsideration than they are receiving at the handi
se ins way year, tewadd to his ite2 d the twordtscarage sf te Finance Minister. I would tike t ak him on. ques-
tMea, We have an industryin Ganoque employingtin,nd tht as, if the liât of articles ho has p eived forth-
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manufacturera of implements in Ontario is for the North-
West trade or the whole Dominion ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The whole Dominion.
Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). I would like to know

what proportion is expected to be sent to the North-West, for
I know that, in the one article of ploughs, not more than one-
third of the number required in Manitoba can, by any pos-
sibility, be manufactured in Canada.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). How many are required in
the North-West ?

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). 12,000 or 15,000.
Mr. FERGUSON. One firm. that I know of makes

12,000 or 15,000 of all kinds, breakers included.
Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). What is the name of the

firm ?
Mr. FERGUSON. Crosson & Wood.
Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). All that they were pre-

pared to fuirnish was 800 ploughs.
Mr. FERGUSON. One firmn?
Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). One firm would take all

they could supply. The firm required 5,000 ploughs, and the
factory the hon. gentleman mentions would only agree to
furnish 800, and the balance had to be purchased in the
United States. Consequently we are obliged to pay the
extra duty of 10 per cent. on what cannot be manufactured
in Ontario the present year. 1 say, it is manifestly
unfair and unjust to the people of that country. Let the
hon. Finance Minister pile on the agony on the people of
the North-West; but a cloud is now forming, and whon it
burets, there will be a voice from across Lake Superior
that will make the dry bones of the Government
rattle. The people of the North-West bave stood this thing
long enough. During the excitement in real estate, every
man was making money trading in lots, and had little
time to look into these questions; but now, when they have
to turn their attention to the tillin'g of the soil, a dollar looks
larger than it formerly did. The Goverument, before putting
on a duty of this kind, should have consulted the representa-
tivos of the people from Manitoba. I can assure the hon. Fi-
nance Minister that the Government never did a more unpop-
ular thing than to increase the duty on agricultural impie-
ments. At the present rate of duties,a settler will have to pay
on a small outfit from $150 to $200 of duty; that is to say, he
will.have to pay that much more on implements in Manitoba
than he would on the other side of the line. These argu-
menta are being used against us by Americans every day,
and they will be intensified by the additional duty which
the hon. Finance Minister intends to put on.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. In the argument that took
place the other day, a contrast was drawn between the
position of the people of Manitoba and those in the United
States, and the hon. gentlemans, made a violent speech on
that occasion, as he las done this evening, and put into the
mouths of the people on the other side statements calculated
to induce them to remain there rather than to come to this
aide. Would it not have been well for the hon. gentleman
to point out that the people of Manitoba are not assessed
$1 for the railways constructed for them, while in the
United States the people are assessed by local rates. lie
might have stated that there the State taxation is very heavy,
while we contribute very largely from the Dominion Trea-
sury for the support of Manitoba and other Provinces. It
is very well to make a great outcry, and creat dissatisfaction.
If I recollect rightly the hon. gentleman wanted the duty
taken off duck.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). I did not say anything
of the kind. I wished to have the same drawback on
canvas used for tents as given on canvas used for ships.

Mx. SmUaanAN (Selkirk).

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I would like to know if the
hon, gentleman would have the same drawback allowed on
the lumber used to cover the settlers.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). I am quite willing, if
you take the duty off everything else.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Well, I have a telegram here
from A. Harris, Son & Co. (limited), of Brantford, which is
as follows:-

" We are building for this season, 1,000 binders, 1,500 mowers, and
1,500 reapers. We are importing none. We did import 40 binders
last season, but ean now meet the demand. We guarantee our machines
beter than American, and prices as low. Have bought 2,000 Canadian
ploughs for Manitoba trade. Canadian manufactures in all lines can
meet the demand in the North-West, but if driven out now will lose
that trade. Aurora produces 5,000 ploughs ; Smith's Falls, 2,000; Brant-
ford, 2,000; and 4,000 binders are being built in Canada for next
season."

Notwithstanding this the Government came to the conclusion
that it was the safest plan to allow ploughs to be imported
from the United States, until the 10th of May, to make up
any deficiency that might exist. But it is impossible to do
anything that will please the hon. member. Notwithstand-
ing all we have heard about the ruin and destitution
that would occur, the country is prosperous, and the same
thing will occur in Manitoba. At the present moment
there may be excitement. It is easy to get up an
excitement, and make people alarmed; but, inasmuch
as we have proved, and the electors have said that
we were right, so in Manitoba, when next year we shall be
able to manufacture these implements for them as cheaply
as they eau get them f rom the United States, the people
will be satistied, and the hon, gentleman will be able to
make no political capital out of the matter. Time will cure
the present excitement, and the hon. gentleman will find
that instead of creating a feeling against the Government-
a Goverument that has assumed towards Manitoba and the
North-West, a paternal attitude, that bas made sacrifices
and is prepared to make more sacrifices for that country-
the hon. gentleman will fail, as the attempt failed a few
months ago, to create rebellion in that country against the
Administration. When the people come to their sober
senses, it will be found that the excitement and the dread
that exists is without foundation; then we shall find doubt
and difficulty removed, and we shall find the same content-
ment prevailing there as we found prevailing last June in ail
the Provinces of the Dominion.

Mr. RuYAL. The hon. Finance Minister has answered
very fully the harangue of the hon. member for Selkirk.
Wheu the bon. member stated that the people were too busy
buying and selling lots to take an interest in the political
issues of the day, I supposed that was the reason why the
hon. member was returned, because I remember that in bis
long address to bis constituents, not a singlO word can be
found with reference to the Reform party. It is true, ho
and the hon. member for Marquette, are the only two mem-
bers from Manitoba who were sent hore as Oppositionists.
The hon. member for Selkirk ran on the railway ticket.
He was thon a Vice-President of the Manitoba South- Western
Railway, and it was because ho promised every farmer there
that he would have a small branch built to bis door, that he
was returned. With regard to the sound the electors of Mani-
toba gave during the last campaign, I say that out of the
five members elected two were elected out-and-out Conser-
vatives in favor of the National Policy, and of the two so
returned one was elected by acclamation, a Conservative,
the only election by acclamation in Manitoba, and that in
one of the oldest counties. The other was the hon. member
for Selkirk, where there was a triangular contest, and my
hon. friend, Capt. Scott, had to fight against a half-breed Con-
servative and a Reformer. My hon. friend defeated them both,
and the fight was squarely upon party issues. So mach for
Winnipeg. The hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Rosa) never
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said a word about politics. Mr. Ross was simply returnedl
for Mr. Ross. Ie sits here, and if he has any political'
sympathies, I believe ho has shown this Session that he
is entirely with us. So much for the Dominion Elections. The
peoplethen bad sometimeto reflect. They had finished buying
and selling lots. The local elections came on, and what was
the result ? The issues were entirely Dominion issues, yet
the Premier of Manitoba was supported by two-thirds of
the members thon returned, and it that is to be taken as the
opinion of the country I do not see how the hon. gentleman
can take upon himself to speak here on behalf, not only of
Manitoba, but of the North-West Territories as well. This
question bas, of course, created a little excitement in Mani-
toba, as the hon. Finance inister stated a moment ago. It
is very easy to get up an excitement, especially in this
matter, but I believe the people of Manitoba are just as
patriotie and conservative, and just as much in favor of the
National Poliey as the people of the other Provinces. When
the statement of the hon. Finance Minister will have been
discussed and read in the Province of Manitoba, I believe
there wilt be but one voice to argue that this policy is the
right one, and even the taxation eontemplated by the hon.
Finauce Minister will meet with the favorof public opinion
in Manitoba, notwithstanding what the hon. gentleman may
say. The object of the increased taxation is to keep the
western maý ket for the eastern products. If the hon. gentle-
man had been able to show that this increase was increasing
the price of agricultural implements, ho would, perhaps,
have made a point, but in that he failed. Wbere he suc-
ceeded Ieast was in his predictions in regard to the future.
While I believe it to be easy to be a prophet, especially now,
and the hon. gentleman is a Wiggins mi a polit ical sense, 1
do not believe the hon. gentleman has succe-J. lie has
failed and always will fail to show that the National
Policy has bad the result of increasing the prices of agri-
cultural implements in Manitoba. The hon. gentleman has
run down-and in that he is an adept-our own maiiufac.
tures. Some other gentlemen ran down our own country a
year or two ago, in favor of Texas or some other lost State,
but now I have to regret that one of my colleagues from
Manitoba says here that the manufactures of the Eastern
Provinces are not the articles a Western consumerwill buy.
Supposing that were true, he should have patriotism enough
not to say it publicly. Our factories have Lad enough to
contend with from the start, without having to meet the
statement throughout the country tbat their goos are
inferior to those of the Americans, while the contrary
proposition is true. The opinion of Manitoba is entirely
that the policy of the Government is a good one. From
the National Policy and the establishment of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway she has derived great benefit. We have
increased wonderfully in the spaue of only one year. And
that the people of Manitoba will be so blind as to adopt the
hon. gentleman's policy I cannot for a moment imagine,
and I have as much authority to speak for that country as
the hon. member for Lisgar.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). With referenee to this plough
question, I have an interiest-not a pecuniary one-n it. I
have my information from the officers of the establis3hment
that the sale of 800 ploughs was a wholesale transaction, and
this firm bas branches at Emerson, Winnipeg, Rat Portage
and Regina. They are also prepared to ship a large number
of îakes and mowing machines, a number of which they
sent last year, and they had to refuse many orders as the
demands of the home market were beyond what they could
supply. As to the report in that country that one of the
difficulties felt by the implement makers was to find shelter
for them during the winter, as to the effect of the increase
of 10 per cent. in price of the manufactured machine, I will
give you the evidence of Mr. Frost himseolf, the largest man-
ufacturer, I think, east of Toronto. The figures are taken
from his own books and are to the effect that, in 1875, he

empboyed 136 hande; in 1878 they were redin'ed to 82; lu
employed 136 bands; in 1878 they were reduved to 82; in
February, 1882, ho employed 231i. In 1875 the wages ave-
raged from $1.25 to $2; in 1878, from 85 ets. to $1; in
Fe bruary, ;882, from $1,25 to $2.50, and a few special bande
$3. The output was treble, and ho stated in ny presence,
and in the prosence of 500 electors, that he produced a botter
machiue and bad not taxed the consumers one cent.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister soems quite satisfied in
his own mind that there is no real exoitement in Mdanitoba
or anywhere else in regard to the tax on agricultural im-
plements-at least, hob said the exuitement did not amount
to anything, and ho felt perfectly safe in regard to it. But
I have seldom seen him so excited in regard to the criticism
on any measure ho las pi opoed to the House, as ho was
by the criticisms of the hon. member for Selkirk. If the
agitation is so hollow as ho seems to think it is, strange that
ho should have got so excited about it. Now, with regard
to the remedy that is proposed. There must have been some
excitenent, thore must have been some pressure brought to
bear upon him, or ho would not have changed his original
propositions. He has postponed bringing the tax into
operation; it is clear that in the first instance ho must have
consulted with the produeers ot those articles and accepted
their views and proposed the tax. In the second instance,
he says himself that ho consulted with the importers and
dealers of these articles and accepted their suggesti,:ns, and
bas consequently postponed the date; and he proposes that
as a remedy for the evils complained of. Now, we are com-
pelled to think that it might have been a good idea if ho had
gone a step further and citled in a third class of advisers,,
and tried to obtain the opinions of those who bought those
machines. Tais does not soem to have occurred to him; it
seldom does seem to occur to him to consult the consumer
when hoeis arranging the Tariff. But the change he bas
proposed is an arrangement proposed after consultation
with, and in the interest of, the importer and dealer of the
machines, and not in the interest of the buyer. It first gives
them that much time to import their machines under the old
Tariff, and thon they have the rest of the summer todispose
of them for the price that will be obtained under the new
Tariff; while the farmer who uses that machine will have to
pay just as much for it after the 10th May as if the post-
ponement were not made. The hon. Minister bas taken
great pains to prove that there is a sufficient supply of
implements made in Ontario to fill the whole market.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No. I said it was doubtful
about thut. It was the result of inquiry from all quarters.

Mr. CASEY. He says there will be enough in another
year, and ho points to the large number of machines
made this year as a mitigation of the tax on farmers.
It does not seemn to occur to him that it makes no
difference to the consumer of this article with regard
to the price, whether it cornes from Ontario or from
the States. The hon. Minister knows business men too
well to suppose that an Ontario manufacturer will sel
reaping machines for less in Manitoba than the price at
which they could be imported from the United States, with
the duty added. It will make no difference to the consumer
whether the machine cornes from Ontario or the Statos.
Therefore, it does not relieve the consumer in the slightest
degree to prove that sufficient machines will bu made in
Ontario this year to supply the Manitoba demand. The
uurthen of the Manitoba farners will be the same; the
grievance will romain the same. In regard to the quality
of the implements, my hon. friend from Provencher has
struck upon a new vein of patr'iotism. He says that even
if t ho Canadai machines were not as good as those import-
ed from abroad, it is wrong to ay so in public.

Mr. ROYAL. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. I
said he was wrong in running down the manufacturere of
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our own country in favor of A&meriôan -manufacturers; that
the Canadian manufacturers had a goeod deal te contend
with,:and that it was net befitting any hon. gentleman
te stand up home and denopnee eur own manufacturers. ,

Mr. CASEY. If I misunderstood the lion. gentleman I
amn sorry. I know that line cf argument is very common
amengst the supporters cf the Tarif now in force,
ad I certainly understood him te uase it; that it is
npatriotic te point eut that the purchaser is fleeced by

anybody but himself ; that even if it were se, it is a shame
te tell outsiders of it. If there is anything rotten in the
State cf Dienmark we shiould net tell anybody cf .it, but
keep clark, and grin and bear it as long as we can. The
bon. gentleman,4mn a former occasion, objected te the highi
duty on lumber, which lie sueo cf as a grievance te the
settlers cf Manitoba. It doe seem stranige that ho censid-
ers the duty on lumber a burthen, and dos not consider the
duty on pleughs aburthon. The hon. member for Selkirk is
more consistent. He considers tho duty on ploughs and
reaping machines a bnrthen, but be does net refuse to admit
that the same rules sbould be applied ail round. Since I
begani te speak my attention bas been called te pn article in
the Winuipeg Daily Times, the Censervative organ, whichi
hardly goes te bear eut the lion. Finance Minister's idea
that there is ne excitement on the subject.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I did not say there is ne ex-
citement. I said tho excitement mighbt exist te day, as it
did on former occasions, but that it did not continue when
the facts were known.

Mr. CAS EY. The organ of the Government in Winnipeg
seems te have a different idea. [Under date of April lath,
that paper says:-

" The Finance Minister bas among other things piaced upon the free
list pearis, rubies. attar of roses, sausage skins (flot cleaned) a:nd saw-
dust. The free admission of these articles, notably of sawdust, will no
doubt tend to extend old, and hnild up new industries in eastern CJana1a.
But the North-West is nlot deeply interested in these changes. It would
have been much more satisfactory to usif Sir Leonard had taken off the
duty on provisions, lumber, coal and agricultural implements."

The hon. Finance Minister mnay feel quite comfortable over
the agitation at the present time, but the views held by bis
represe'ntative in the preoss at Winnipeg are more likely toe
prev4il in that country than those which the hou. Minister
oelds. AIltbough the bon. member for Provenchier believes

ho speaks the opinion of the people of Manitoba as muQh as
does the bon. muember fer Selkirk, the people did not say
5o atthe last election, wheon they did net return a -majority
of membems je sympathy withi the former, but a majority in
sympathy with the latter. But we cannot consider this
question as affecting Manitoba alone, but as aise affecting
the other Provinaces. As a representative of an agricultural
constituency which contains a large imuplement factory, and
speaking net only for the fammers but for the manufacturera,
I have to protest against this tas which, althoughi it must
bear mest severely on Manitoba, will be felt toast aise lu
Ontamio, Quebec and the Maritime Pr.ovinces. I believe that
1 ho persistent attempts cf the Govemnment te iay burdens on
lkrmers while they remove thiem from other classes of the
communmty, will be rescunted je a very short time in a
manner distasteful te hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. SUTIHERLAND (Selkirk). I must ask permission
te answer eue or two personal remnarks. The hon. Finance
Miîter lias acknowledged there ls excitement in Manitoba-.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I say there may be.
Mri. SUITHIERLAND. I am sure if the hon, gentleman

was in my place, -and received daily the telegrams and
letter-s I receive respecting this question, he weuld conceive
it te be his duty, as it is mine, te enter hisa protest against
the increased dluty. I have said nothing about the National
Policy ; I did notspeak on the Tarif in general .terjn.s; I
*im, cntneyelf ate the. duty on agriculturalimple. |

,RomA.

menits. The hon. member for Provencher (Mr. Royal>,
instead of replying te my remarks on this question,
travelled outside of the record and madle a personal attaqk
on myself. I do not know what hie expects to gain by that.
Hie certainly hasnot proved to hiscenstituents and his friends
that lie bas beeni true toetheir in terests on the presenot occasion.
Hie has been, as Iiunderetand, in the corridors and outside of
the Hlouse, talking against the increased duty as much as I
have been, and I also understand hebhas gQne with deputations
to induce the hon. Minister to change his opinions in this
respect; but he bas not the moral courage to stand up on
the floor of the house and to utter the same sentiments. Hie is
tmuzzled ini his speech in this Hlouse, and I arn glad I have,
at all events, forced him to aok;nowledge that he is afraid,
because not one word lias been uttered by him to-night
against the increased duty on agricultural implements,
although ouit of the Hlouse he bas been loud lu his protesta-
tions against it.

Mr. ROYAL. This is a statement whichi I deny flatly.
Mr. SUJTHIERLAND. Is it rot true that you c.ailed on

the hon. Minister of Finance in company with Mir. West-
bourne to protest against it ?

Mr. ROYAL. I arn not going te be cathecised. Whatever
I state out of the Hlouse is a private conversation and not to
be used hiere.

Mr. SUJTHERLAND. I amn perfectly willing to leave the
hon, gentleman to a reconciliation of these statements. They
do not concern me. I simply mention them te show the incon-
sistency of the hon, gentleman in miaking one statement in
the corridors and another on the floor of the Houpe. The
hon, gentleman travelled outside of the reco>rd to> show that
my position is not in harmnony with the views of the people
of the lNorth West, that I assumed tee muchi when [ said
that I voiued the opinion of the -people of the North-
West when I opposed the Government's proposition. I
refer, in confirmation of ,my rposition, to the entire
press of Manitoba, and to nea.rly every person who hias
corne down from that country. I arn here te do my dnty,
and se far as the interests of Mianitoba are concenned, I
will do my duty and seek te carry ont the instructions of
mny censtituents, and in view of the strong feeling existing
in that country, I earnestly protest against an increased
duty on agricultural implements. Tlhe chQn. member
for Provenchier went.on te show that, .notwithstanding the
election in June, when the people calmed clown, 4hey sus-
tained the Norquay.Government at the localtelections. Al
I cani say is that the bon. member opposed Mr Norquay to
my certain knowledge, and how lie can bring the result.of
the local elections te bear in favor of his argument is very
stralge. I know. for a fact aise that lie op-poed~ the Pro-
vin cial Secretay-.

Mir. RO YAL. I arn very sorry te have again te say that
the hon. gentleman's statement is net exactly in accordance
with the truth. There was an election ln St. Beniface when
Mr. La Rivière, te whom the hon. gentleman makes refer-
ence, was a candidate. His oppont was an old Reformer,
and I worked fer Mr. La Rivière and voted for him.

Mr. SUTHIERLAND. I do not wishi te say anything
more. about the matter. I have get him down now te a
dernial of my statement, which is ail I want. Those who
worked in the contest, know as well as I do, what the hon.
gentleman dica. I regret very muchi that the hon. member
for Prevenchier lias seen fit te go back on his professions in
regard te the duty on agricultural impilerpents. If he has
done what lie conceives te be right no fault can be found
with him. I have adopted the course which I thiink is cor-
reet; I have en.tered my protest ; althougb I do pot suppose
what I have said will have any effect, it is my duty te
do what I conceive te be right.

r. BOWRTJL. Yen atirred ap th dry lo1ges.
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. As you did at Brandon. Wheu

the hon. gentleman Wishes to stir up the dry bones he is àt
liberty to corne to my cônstituency at any time, as his
lst visit was successful i t electing me by 450 majotity.

Mr. MdMILL&AN. I am conhideraby interested in the
manufacture and also in the sending to thé North-West of
farmin'g implements, and the only thing I regret in connee-
fioù with this matté'è is that the itor. Finànce MiniSter has
seen proper to delay thé receiving of these articles into thé
Nditt-West from the United States Until the 10th of May.
Almost every dealer in thésé aèticleo in the North-Wcst at

rosent has gone froma the iminediatâ locality or neightbor:.
ood of my corstitaehtby, and the persns or agents *ho

have the most to do with the pinions of the hon. meaber
for Selkirk, werè sùet up there from the itmediàte neigh-
borhood ct London three or four yeas agà, and throughi
the insttumentality of the i'anixfacturers of London and its
neighborhood, they hate béen onabled to realizé a very con-
siderable amount of money; but within the lat gear or
two so geeat was the competition aèiong Canadian manu-
facturers in that countiy that they do not seear to h(ave
been able to make such làrge prbfits as they had hère-
toforé dorre, and thereibre they made up their tainsd
to take a new departùre. Il spêak of what I know
when I say that there is no agricultural implements
of any kind, that goes from this part of Ontario into
thé Piòvince of Man1tobt, but what is sold for leqs to-
day and for a lesa priýe, than ha# beo the case durin'g
the last tbhree or fouir years. I f.ËùÏhtrùore say tbat even
if not one solftary articl goes from the United States into
Mani'oba, düring the next year, I have not a doubtthat the
competition will be so geat from the Province ofOntario,
that the farmners of tUt couutry *ill not have cause to com-
plain, but will have cause to be delighted owing to the fact
that the duties will reduce prices from 5 to 10 per cent.
compared with what they are to-day. With reference to
these gentlemen, I will name them-because I am positive
that they are the arties who have coached my hon. friend
rom Selkirk an given him the principal portion of the

information that he possesses they are the firm of West-
brook & Fairchilds-Westbrook came down here a few
days ago and inade cetaii representation, whivh were
misrepresentaticbas He annouced to the p, ople of this
locality, I do not mean the Finance Miaîiter, but
those of us who are interested in the manufacture
of these articles, that certain manufacturers and im-
porters had bought large quantities of these articles,
lhavimg an idea tihat this duty was going to be increased;
and brought them ln from the United States, preparatory
to recemivig the benefits of the increased duty. He was
asked to name the parties, but the only persons who
imported, or were importing, to any very considerable ex.
tent, were Westbrook & Fairchilds themselves. it las been
said, that we in Onta-io, could not manufacture suiBciently
for the use of the Province of Manitoba. I can say this, that
that very firm came down at the time when importera in
that country usually give their orders and make their pur-
chases ; they came to the Pair at the city of London, and
they could have got every artiule they wanted manutactured
there, and in certain other laalitieelsi Ontario; but they
thiought they wonld try to injure the manufacturers of the
Province of Ontafio, by putting into competition with them
Mcuh manufacturers as John Ieer of Chicago, Thompoin &
Son, the South Bay Chillbd Iron Works, and establishmen ta
o that kind; and they being an old and established firm in
that part of the country, trusted that they could induce the
farming community to believe that the American manu.
facturers were so much better than the Canadian, that
they could introduce those articles and keep them there.

M'. SUTHERL ANiD (Sèlkirk). Will ithe hoh. gentle.
tnut- nkme thle firîh *ho offed to supply Westbr-ok &
7%rItil4s, lio Lon, With .l1 they Wted.

Mr. MalfLLAN. Yes; I may say it was not one fara
solely, bat John Elliott & Co., the Globe Foundry, çuart &
McPherson, and a dozen others. This fact mnust not be for-
gotten, that at that very time, while the Fair was in pro'
grtss, there were thre Haggert & Co., of St, Thoma, Hà-
rik & Co., ahd others.from al1 over the cduntry, and he
côuld havé got every'article he wanted to sapply thewholb'
Notth-West in the city of London.

Mr. SU'fÉHRJLAND. *hat firm offered to make har-
vestern ?

Mr. McMILLAN. If he had given his order at that time,
John Eliott & Co. would have done s% but ho chose to
delay it for a considerable time later, when Ellott& O,
had made other arrangement@, and when he came back
FAfio stated: "I am not prepared to do it now; I hav
made other arraigerments; but if you had given yoar order
at thfe proper time they would have been prepared."

Mr. SUTHIIERLAN. What about tho Globe Poundry
offer ?

r. McMILLAN. I am thoroughly conversant with
that, and I krrow that they àre making self-binders, and a
very considerable number of them. They did not send any
to the North-West until last year, but I know that they
made contracts to send some to the North-West this year.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was not that offet based otn the
condition tha 'Westbrook & FaifoMblds wouid take $30,00
stock in tho Globe COmpany?

Mr. McMILLAN. I am not Westbrook & Fairchilds'
solic*tor, or the solicitor for the G.obe Poundry; but if it is
from Westbrook that you get your information on this
point, and it is as credible as the other remarks be made, I
would have very considerable doubt as to whether that pro-
position was made to him or not, because I have known
that gentleman for many years myself. Apart from that it
is stated that our agricultural implements are very consid-
erably inferior to the American; and yet the hon. member
for South Huron, who has taken such a very considerable
interest in the manufacturing interests of thiti country, and
also in tlie Tariff, announced to us that wlien he went to
the Centennial our article-t beat everything else ther, and
yet we are told by the hon, member for Selkirk that they
are inferior articles; and I cannot allow that remark to
pass. I think that Brandon is in the hon. gentleman's con-
stituency, and when he announced that these articles were
inferior, the other night, amongst others which he particu-
lai ized was the article of ploughs, and I would just ask the
hon. gentleman whether he ha pens to know these nam-es:
Robert Brant, Adam Switzer, ohn Chittick, Joseph Brant,
James Stevins and many others, because I know that they
live in bis constituency.

Mr. SUTUERLAND. I do net know them.
Mr. Mo ILLAN. I dare say not; and I am quite certain

he doos not know they voted for him; but, h that as it may,
these gentlemen reside in the immediate neighborhood of
Brandon, and have been there for a very considerable period,
and this is what they state in reference to ploughs:

"We, the undersigned, after a fair and impartial trial of different
loughs, have come to the conclusion that the Norwegian, manufactured

by Geo. Jackson, of Londôn, Ont., in the best, and bave t&ken themI in
preference te any other "e have tried.

"I(Signed) ROBET BBAIT, ALLAN HIe'sox,
'ADAN SWITZE, J. A. MÂAeKmIn,
"JoIM aITTIOJ, H. Eu, . ,
"Xoas fBaRAN, JAMES &TBYLU,

"OERoTn- O, Roar &*rxiis,
"XELBoB oa% ArIuL MKmnU4

"- PuEy, And nny others.

This was given at Brandon on the T2d of June, 1882, and I
may sy to thé hon. genflrntan, for his information', that

de1&$8.
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the establishment in the city of London, renewed
their orders, and taken their ploughs with them.
Now, Sir, at the sanie time I caunot be very harsh with hon.
gentleman opposite, when we consider that the Ministry
whi3h I have the honor of supporting not only last year but
this year took a good deal of trouble in advertising the
manufacture of John Deer & Co. I called.the attention of
the Minister of Finance to it last year when the Indian sup-
plies were being advertised. I was perfectly aware at the
time that we were as capable of manufacturing these articles
as Deer's establishment, but notwithstanding this it was
stated that these ploughs muet be as good as Deer's. I then
thought that this would not be repeated, but the other day,
on taking up the list of Indian supplies, I found that not only
muet they be as good as Deer's manufacture, but that they
must actually be of the manufacture of John Deer & Co.
of Chicago. I dare say that this is an oversight on the
part of the Finance Minister, but I hope it will not occur
again. The Finance Minister has come to the conclusion
that it is desirable to extend this to the tenth day of May.
No doubt his information is better than mine, or he would
not have arrived at that conclusion. I am glad that the
duty has been increased, not that the farmer of Manitoba
will pay one cent more for his goods, but that it will pre-
vent the manufacturers who have been sending in their
goods there at prices less than those at which they sell
them in their own country-prices which they have
entered at the Customs at Emerson at from $2.50 to $3 less
than their own price list. I know this to be a fact, and I
sent it to the Custome Department. I had hopes that at the
time this state of things would be remedied to a certain ex-
tent, and now, at all events, i hope things will be put in
such a shape that no such advantage will be taken again.

Mr. BOWELL. I have one or two facts which I would
like to offer to the Committee. I can only say to my hon.
friend from East Middlesex (Mr. McMillan) that what he bas
said is quite true, and that this is only another mode by
which the American manufacturers attempted by fraud, and
in other ways to get their goods into the country without
paying the proper duty. It is true that some of them
entered ploughs at Winnipeg, and Emerson, at $6 each,
when the price they received in Wisconsin was from $9 to
$9.50. I now speak of cases which came under my own notice
by the manufacturres coming to Ottawa, in the endeavor to
induce the Department to prevent the confiscation and fines
which we had imposed on them. All that could be done
was done, and that was to raise the value to $9 par plough,
and add the 50 par cent. of the duty to the 25, making in all
31â per cent. This same thing is continually being done.
One word in reply to my hon. friend from Selkirk (Mr.Suther-
land). I do not desire, nor do I intend to enter into the
causes which led to his election for the division of the Pro-
vince which ho represents. He intimated that my
presence in Brandon resulted in getting him a certain
number of votes. I am inclined to think that the
reasons which induced the people to vote for him were those
which were laid befcre the Committea by the hon. mem ber
for Provencher (Mr. Royal), He had the advantage of
having a certain railway and all its interests at his command
at that time, with a Yankee General dispensing that which
he knows so well how to dispense, riding from one man's
door to another, and displaying little maps showing a line
of railway to each man's farm ; were it not for this kind of
influence, it ie not likely that the hon. gentleman would
have been here to-night, or telling us as he told the people
of Brandon that ha would stir us up with a forty-foot
pole. He commenced to-night by stating that there was a
great war cloud coming down over Lake Superior and that
it would rattle up the old boues of the older Provinces.
While I admire a man for speaking up for the place from
wbich he gets his liviag, and where ha gets his wealth; yet
the hon.gentleman should remember that while attempting

Mr oILAN (Euron),

to deciy the interests of the manufacturers of this section of
the country, ha is doing a wrong to the Dominion and a wrong
to himselfindividually, and a wrong to his own Province. I
have a statement in my hands, made not, I believe, by a mcm-
ber of the Conservative party, but by a gentleman whom the
hon. member from South Brant (Mr. Paterson) knows botter
than I do, but a gentleman who is a very responsible person,
and who knows of what ha speaks. This estimate is with
regard to this question of binders. Ha writes me that Harris
& Son of Brantford are making 1,000 binders this year, 500
of which are to go to the North-West. The Massey Manu-
facturing Company are also making 1,000, of which 500 will
go to the North-West. Elliot is making 500; the Globe
Company, 400; Watson, of Ayr, 200; Gurney, of Dundas,
200; and the Chatham Company, of Chatham, 200. These
are the firms manufacturing this one article. What f desire
more particularly to bring before the Committee, is this one
fact, that this writer says that the makers will supply the
North-West first, as they will ba more likely to require a
larger number, and ha adds that they can increase the number
to be sent to Manitoba to 2,000 ifrequired. He adds further
that the Canadian binders are equal in every respect to the
American, and that they are in some cases better. Harris
& Son of Brantford, sold for $1,600 all their patterns in
18'3, to one of the largest American makers, and they are
making 5,000 of these machines. It strikes me that the
American manufacturres with their large territory, and with
the inventive genius of their people, would not come to
Canada and buy the patterns ofthese binders and take them
to the United States and manufacture them there, if they
were inferior to those which we have been manufacturing
and sending to Manitoba.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (Selkirk). What kind were they ?
Mr. BOWELL. They were the Harris self binder. The

Canadian makers, in 1882, imported some American binders
after their own were sold, but the Canadian machine
invariably pleased the farmer best. Now, here is another
fact showing what encouraging the establishment of these
manufactures in this country has done for other factories.
He says:

" The Canadian imakers of self-binders are already keeping two fac-
tories, one at Montreal and one at Hahfax, running on making binder
twine. The value of this article made in Canada this season will ex-
ceed $150,000. They have thus established a new industry, employing
largely, labor and capital."

This shows how, by the encouragement of one class of
manufacturas, it bring other industries in its train. The
statements made with regard to other manufactures are of a
similar character. The hon. gentleman also says that ha is
willing that the duty should be taken off lumber; but ha did
not volunteer that statement, it was only drawn out of him
when ha was asked if ha would include lumber with the
articles from which ha wanted the duties to be removed. I
tel 1him that is not the opinion of lumbermen in Winnipeg.
I hold in my hand a letter on this question, written by a
gentleman in Winnipeg. He says:

"Ilt is very bard to find out the exact amount of money invested in
this industry; but the total amount must run away up into the millions,
saying nothing of the numerous manufactures on Lake Winnipeg and
elsewhere in the North-West. This is also a very diffionlit matter to
estimate. It is, moreover, a matter of no consequence nEw, as the
previous years are no criterion as to the quantity that could b. manu-
factured in our own Province. This year's produce will be ample to
supply the demand. Therefore there will be ne necessity for our
people to import lumber from Minnesota,"

Now, here is a statement in which, I am quite satisfied, the
hon. member for Selkirk would place as much credence as
I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is quite correct.
Mr. BOWELL. This statement is from a gentleman who

is deeply interested in the lumber trade, and hae is not a
friend of the Government ; he is not what is called a Con.
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servative; he is a gentleman in whom, I think, the hon.
member for Selkirk would have as much confidence as I.
And I think the hon. member himself would be one of the
very first, if he spoke his honest sentiments, to object to the
removal of the duty on lumber, for the simple reason that
large sumo of money have been invested in the purchase of
logs in the American market to supply the settlers of the
North-West; and also becanse, as this gentleman says, there
will be ample supply in Manitoba for the wants of that
country this year.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Quite true.
Mr. BOWELL. .1 am glad to see that the hon. gentleman

assents, and, if that is true with reference to lumber, why is
it not true with reference to other manufactured articles in
Canada, or which may be established in that country.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There are no others.
Mr. BOWELL. There may nt have been in the past;

bnt, as the hon.member for Middlesex (Kr. McMillan) says,
the manufacturers of agricultural implements are not only
prepared to supply the market this year, but are prepared
to supply them as cheap or cheaper than they have been
supplied in that country in the past. With the experience
we have had of the result of the National Policy with
reference to other articles, and with such testimonials as we
are able to adduce, we may conclude that there is no cause
for the fear that the people of Manitoba are going to be
over-taxed. Nor do I bel:eve that the temporary excite-
ment which bubbles up on every occasion in that country
will last for a long time. We know that wo had an incipi-
ont rebellion there for a short time recently, and that the
present Premier was momentarily led away by the excite-
ment. I am not surprised that the hon. member
for , Provencher should have set bis face against
the course pursued by Mr. Norquay ut the outset, and
that after the Premier adopted a more reasonable course,
he should have assisted him in the eloction. If I had been
there and Mr. Norquay advocating the views ho first held I
would have done precisely as many others did, denounce the
position ho took and his speech in Emerson. But when
he got as far north as Selkirk and became more reasonable
and made a more statesmanlike epeech the people began to
rally around him, and those who were anxious to see the
country prosperous, those who believed that the policy of
the Dominion Government was not only advantageous in
its character but would result in the more rapid develop-
ment of that country, gave him their support. The
railway policy of the Government will tend to this end more
than anything else. I was rather pleased to hear the re-
mark-I do not know anything of that matter personally-
of the hon. gentleman. It struck me if ho had given the
true reasons why the hon. member for Provencher had said
anything againEt the Premier of Manitoba at that time, ho
would have justified that hon. gentleman's course; and when
the hon. Premier came back into line the hon. inember for
Provoncher gave him his consistent support in his constitu-
ency-a border constituency- thus acting in accord with
the principles which have always actuaed him bore as
well as at home. From my experience in the North-West
-athough I think the speech I made availed but very little
to defeat my hon. friend opposite-I had good reasons for
believing that the National Policy was not objectionable to
the people there, and my hon. friend from Marquette was
not elected on the question of the National Policy at all. At
a meeting held at Portage la Prairie,his spokesman, Mr. Mar-
tin-a gentleman subsequently elected to a seat in the Local
Legislature-said the National Policy was accepted by the
people of Manitoba, but that the hon. gentleman was running
the election on the sole question of disallowance, and as Mr.
Martin was the spokesman of the hon. gentleman I took it
for granted that he knew what he was talking about. The
people of that constituency had their eyes open and saw the
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results that would flow from continuing the trade over our
own road, and had the bon. gentleman opposed that policy
he would have stood very little chance of being elected.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon.member for Liegar has entered
into a calculation te show how much the poor farmer of
Manitoba must lose by the operation of this Tarif; and
calculates the los at $150 te $175. I have now a hand-
book got out by the Government for the purpose of giving
information te immigrants, and in this the calculation is
made that only $600 is required te supply the immigrant
with all that is neoessary te carry on bis operations. Only
two or three of these articles would be affected by this
additional Tariff. A wagon, $80, and a plough and harrow,
$15, yet the hon. gentleman states that 10 per cent. would
impose a tax of $150 to $175. If 10 per cent. were imposei
on $150 and if every outfit would cost 81,500-

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The entire 35 per cent.
Mr. SPROULE. I understand the hon, gentleman to re-

fer only te the increased Tariff, but even at the entire rate
of 35 per cent. the farmer would be very rich who would
require te pay $150 duty.

Mr. FISHER. I waited until the Manitoba side of this
question had been freely discussed before I attempted te
draw the attention of the Finance Minister to another por.
tion of this Province of equal consequence te other sections
of the country. In the general resolutions are included the
articles sixty.nine to seventy-two, which comprise the ordin-
ary hand tools used by the farmers throughout the country.
In these items the old Tariff imposed a duty of 30 per cent.
ad valorem, which is now increased to 35 per cent. This is
a matter which affect my own constituency and the other
constitueueies in the Eastern Townships of Quebec adjoining
mine, and I believe it also affects mnaterially the constituen-
cies in the Lower Provinces. As I understand the hon.
Finance Minister, ho has increased these duties on agricul-
tural implements at the domand of the manufacturers se that
they may obtain eontrol of the Manitoba market, and also of
the othor markets of the country te which they have not yet
had access. As a matter of fact, in the Eastern Townships
from which I come, the farmers, as a rule, obtain about half
of the farm tools they use from the United States. If the
hon. Finance Minister will look at the Trade and Navigation
Returns for the last year, ho will find that the Province of
Quebec las imported under this item goods to the extent
of $18,000; Nova Scotia, 69,000 ; New Brunswick, $4700;
Prince Edward Island, 61,100; in ail. I think, about 032,000
worth of this class of implements. From the tone of the
hon. Finance Minister's remarks, it is evident the prices of
these articles will be increased to the extont of the increaso
in duty. I think that though this may be in the interest of
agricultural implement makers, by enabling them te obtain
entire control of the manufacturing market, it is an injustice
to the farmers of the Eastern Townships and of the Lower
Provinces gonerally. I allude particularly te the hand tools
because, as a general rmle, we do obtain our larger tools such
as mowing machines, from Ontario. But I find that what
hand tools we had used, which were brought from Ontario,
cost us as much extra as the duties imposed on American
tools. This being the case I have no hesitation in believing
that since the increase of 5 per cent, on this class of impie-
monts, the farmers of the Eastern Provinces will, within a
short time from the date when this new resolution takes
effect, have te pay just se much more for the tools we
use. This is a view of the question which, perhaps, bas
eacaped the Finance Minister. It may be that he has net
taken into consideration the interost of the farming com.
munity generally, but simply representations from the
agricultural implement makers upon wbich ho las based bis
new resolutions. What those representations are we do not
know, but, judging from the tenure ofhis remarks, they are
te the effect that tbose manufacturers wish te obtain entiro
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control of the market so as to be able:to charge just so much
more for the tools they make. I think the farming
interests are quite as important as those of manufacturers,
and ought to be considered. I would like the Finance
Minister to state the reasons -for including these hand tools
in the item, as well as the larger tools about which the dis-
cussion bas entirely tnrned.

Mr. COCHRANE. As a farmer I have been very much
surprised in listening to the arguments offered here to-
night, and on previous occasions, against the Tariff. One
would think we were listening to members of a Local Leg-
islature discussing, the National Policy from a Provincial
point of view. Now, the reason the National Policy recom-
mends itself to the intelligence of the country is that it is
not narrow in its scope but embraces the whole Dominion.
This whole Tariff policy was fully laid before the clectors
of my constituency, and they pronounced in its favor. I
t'iink the National Policy bas been a benefit to the farmer,
and I can show from a farmer's point of view the reason
why. I consider it a fact that wh'en we can raise or pro-
duce anything in this coauntry as cheap as they can in any
other country, then if it is introduced into this country the
producer pays the duty; but if we cannot produce it as
cheaply then we pay the duty. I do not think, in discussing
the National Policy from a Manitoba point of view, that
p!oughs and lumber are parallel cases. We can produce
ploughs, barrows and machinery as cheap in this country as
in any other country, and therefore when they corne into
this country the producer pays the duty, but we cannot
produce lumber and take it into Manitoba as cheap as they
can take it in from the States, therefore the people of Man-
itoba pay the duty on lumber. But I look forward to a
time when we are going to manufacture lumber as cheap as
they do in the Uniied States, and supply it to Manitoba.
The hon. member for West Elgin sympathizes with the
farming community, as did also the hon. gentleman who
has just taken his seat. No v, I do not think either of them
are farmers.

Mr. BLAKE. They are both farmers.
Mr. COCHRANE. Will either of those gentlemen tell

me that machinery is higher because a duty is placed on it?
They know very well it is not.. If there is a duty of $20 on
a waggon, would that make any difference to the price of
the waggon in Ontario? No; from the fact that our
manufacturers can produce it as cheap as they can in any
other country, therefore, it is the producer that pays the
duty and not the consumer. So with machines. I know
that we can buy machinery cheaper in Ontario to day than
we ever could before, although the duty is higher. It has
been said that the duty on iron and steel would have the
eiffect of raising the prices of machinery ; that is not the
case, for we eau get better machines to-day for the same
money than ever before. So with reference to small band
machines-the fact that we can produce thom as cheap as
lu the United States proves that the producer pays the duty
and not the consumer. As this is the first time I have
spoken mu this House, I may be excused for digressing to
another subject. Tue question bas been asked, What ii the
reason that there is a surplus of $6,000,000In the Treasury ?
Now, the opinion las got abroad among the electors of this
country that the hon. Finance Minister las got $6,O00,000
locked up in the treasury at Ottawa, and they say it is not
right. 1 understand, not that le las got $6,000,000 locked
up in a chest, but that le las that sum over and above the
ordinary expenses of the country, and which le eau use to
carry on the publie works of the country. I think it is
hardly fair for bon. gentlemen opposite to put the matter
belore the country in such a shape. One hon, gentleman
claimed that the 17k. per cent. Tariff of the late Adminis-
tration, if it had been continued, would lave produced as
mnuch money as the present Tariff, and he proved to lis own

Mr. Fisuxa.

satisfaction that if the same rate of taxation had been con-
tinued we would have had the saine amount of
money and the same result. I cannot see it in the
same light. I might pay as a consumer the
same amount of money under a 17J per cent. Tarif, but
I would lose the benefit, and the country would lose the
benefit of having manufactures in our midst which a higher
Tarif lias secured us. I would have to pay just as much
money in a year as at present, but I would have te send all
that money ont of the country for foreign goods, and we
would have no manufactures in this country. That is just
the reason why we have this $6,000,000 of surplus-not
because we pay more on everything we consume, but
because we consume a great deal more. We have a greater
population to consume what we produce, and te consume
the dutiable goods that yield a revenue. Take, for
instance, the article of furniture which the Tariff pro-
hibits to a large extent from coming into the country.
I obtained this information from a manufacturer, because he
was taking four loads of furniture to a bouse in that riding.
Ho said he was employing about 100 hands more than before
the National Policy was introduced ; the reason given being
the fact that dealers imported a class of goods before that
time which they could not buy now, and bring them in pro-
fitably. H1e said that the goods would not cost the consum-
ers any more, and at the same time employment was given
to about 100 men in Belleville; his name was Tickle. That
is the reason the hon. Minister of Finance had six million
dollars of surplus. These men were formerly employed in
the United States, while now they are employed in Belle-
ville and are using dutiable goods; and so it is with respect
to the cotton mills and other industries throughout the
country. There is, however, a larger question before us.
When Mr. Tickle employed 100 men, he, at the same
time, used the raw material in this country. "What,"
I asked him " would be the value of 1,000 feet of
basswood manufactured into furniture and brought into
Canada-would the valne be $500 ?" This gentleman
replies: "lIn some cases it would be a great deal more."
Thus when the Americans purchased for $10 a thousand
feet of basswood and they put labor on it-and labor is
wealth -they sold the produet for $50, and the lowest esti-
mate of the American pro'it was $10. If we had not estab-
lished manufactures, the Americans would have been
manufacturing our raw material, and we would have been
compelled to pay, not for the raw material, but for the
manufactured goods. That affords the reason why we have
surpluses at the present time. I am here because the
farmers of East Northumberland thought lhe policy of the
present Government was a wise policy, and all the argu-
ments of hon. gentlemen opposite have failed to convince
the farmers that the National Policy bas been ruinous te
their interest, and so long as they continue to pursue that
line of argument they will remain iii Opposition.

Mr. FISHElR. The hon. gentleman has stated that I am
not a farmer. I represent an agricultural constituency, and
I was elected largely because I was a farmer. My hon.
friend says I am a gentleman farmer. I hope I am a gen-
tleman, and I know I am a farmer; but the term gentleman
farmer hardly applies te me in the sense in which the hon.
gentleman has used it. Leaving the personal question
alone, the hon. gentleman has stated that the farmers
were not interested in this particular item. Does he not
know that the farmers of Quebec and the other Provinces
have to use their tools, and that they wiIl be called on te
pay the increased duty. Is it not true that they will have
te pay so much more in consequence of that increasod duty.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. FISHE R. Then what advantage will the agricul-

tural implement and tool maker of Ontario derive from this
increase of duty ? If they do not require incrcased prote-
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tion to enable them to obtain control of the market, why d
they ask protection ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. To give thom the market.
Mr. FISHE R. I can tell the hon. Finance Minister tha

the agricultural implement makers of the United State
will continue to send those same tools into Canada, and th
agricultural implement makers of Ontario will charge jus
as much as the duty will allow them to charge. When th
duty is increased the agricultural implement makers wil
keep up the price just to the point when we cannot impor
tools from abroad cheaper. Notwithstanding the fact tha
the duty on tools will b. increased to 30 per cent., the
farmers of the Eastern Townships will still prefer to obtai
them from the United States instead of Ontario. They have
done so, and wiil continue to do so, because they prefe
American tools. Ido not in any waydesire to reflecton th
agi icultural implement makers of Ontario, but I tell the
hon. Minister that the effect of his policy has been to make
manufacturing more diffloult. They have not a very larg
markot to supply, and consequently they have to
use the materials which the hon. Minister has
taxed; and if the hon. gentleman wishes to enable
the Ontario implement makers to obtain more contro
what ho sbould do should be to reduce the duty on materia]
used in manufacturing and not on the tools which the far-
mers import. That is the true way in which the
industry can be developed-and I am as much inter-
ested in the prosperity of the tool business as hon.
genlemen opposite, for our manufacturers will then
be able to controt the market more effectively than
by increasing the duty placed on tho imrorted articles.
The hon. Minister of Finance introduced bis Taritf in.1879,
and gave implement makors a protectivo duty of 30 per
cent., which was going to secure for them the whole market.
However, to-day Ontario manufacturers ask for an incroaseI
protection. The whole difficulty in regard to hie National
Poicy is that whon you croate a manutacturing iidustry by
protection, in a short tine the makers will a]k for inereased
protection. They will now obtain 30 por cent, in a year
they will obtain 40 percent., in a few years 50 per cent., and
the farmers will be calted upon to pay incroased prices.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. member for Brome has referred
to spades, shovels, &c. In Gananoque we have, perhaps,
the largest industry in Canada ongaged in the manufacture
of those goods. It has been in existence thore about thirty
years. 1 have resided there during that time and during
the groater proportion of the time I have been a purchaser
of these goods hrom the manufacturer, having been in the
retail business, and since I went out of business my brothers
are in it. I know, as a fact, that these goods to which I
have roferred are selling cheaper to-day than during the
last twenty-five or thirty years, and a great deal cheapor
than from 1873 to 1878. I know that a great many more
are being manufactured, that a great many are being shipped
to Australia, and that this lino cf goods manufactured in
Gananoque will compare favorably, and is preferable to some
lines of goods manufactured in the United States, where a
great many are manufactured by prison labor and are in-
ferior to our Gananoque goods.

Mr. BLAKE. Plough makers use steel plates to cut the
pattern, mould boards and land sides, etc., and those hithorto
were admitted froe of duty, and plates of steel for saw
makers and imported steel for saws are admitted free. I
observe that in the hon. member's amendment of the fre
list, to which I only rofer te exemplify my enquiry, ho
inserts, expressly, plates cut for the use of saw makers;
but I do not observe any such position with reference to
plates of steel for the use of the makers of plonghs, and I
am at a loss to know at what duty and under what provision
those portions of ploughs will be admitted, unles they are
admitted as parts of ploughs.

o Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As far as that is concerned,
it will come under the head of $5 a ton, not being a finished
article or part of the plough sent in in parts. It is really

t in its raw state; it was admitted free in the past, but now
s it cornes under the head of $5 a ton.
e Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentloman explain why that
t particular thing to be made part of a plongh, which seems
e to me to be as nearly as possible analogous to the plate of
l steel used by the saw maker, which is expressly admitted
t free-is not put on the same category ?
t Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. Sheet steel is not made, and is
e not likely to be made here ; but as that article was placod
n on the free list before, it can be done by Order-in-Council, if
e it is considered desirable under the Goneral Act; but at the

same time it is not contemplated to insert it in this ut all.

e Mr. BLAKE. This isso far satisfaotory. That duty will
not be onerous.

e Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No.
Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman knows that thero

e is a very large importation of these commodities.
l Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
J Mr. BLAKE. And this is the importation of the raw
~ material of the plough makers of the country.
. Mr. WATSON. I would like to see the hon. Finance

Minister extend the time, with regard to agricultural imple.
monts, beyond the 10th of May.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is disposed of.
Mr. WATSON. I may say that this night bas been well

spent in arguing the pros and cons of this question. With re-
gard to Mr. Sutherland, of Selkirk, I believe that the
Manitoba market has got a boom on it to-night, and besides ail
the statements made, and the information receivod as to the
number of implements which Canadian manufacturers can
ship this season, it is admitted that they cannot supply the
demand, but I think that this augurs well for the North-
West this seasoii. We bad the Ministers of Militia and
Custons in Marquette as well as in Selkirk. I was not pro.
sent when they spoke, but I do not think that they said a
great deal in my favor in Marquette, but the Minister of
Customs bas stated that the question of the Tariff
was not one of the important questions in our election, but
I do not presume ho understands that I was sent here to
represent the feelings of a class of people who are perfectly
satisfied with this Government. We had certain grievances,
we have them yet, and if that hon. gentleman did Mr.
Sutherland no harm in Selkirk, I think that ho did me a
littie good in Portage la Prairie. I do net think that the
Minister of Customs enlightened the electors there very
greatly on that occasion. I was not present, but judging
irom all the reports, ho occupied three-quarters of his
speech in personal abuse of Mr. Martin. If the grievances
of Manitoba had been ventilated in this House some time
ago, so many would not still exist, in my opinion; it
bas been represented that everything is all right in
the North-West; but at all events, the facts should be
stated. We are not bore for the purpose of being blind-
folded. We want merely to get at the facts. If the Canada
manufacturers eau manufacture enough machinery for the
North-West, all right; but why, thon, do they want protec-
tion? and if they can supply them as cheaply as before,
why, thon, do they want the duty increased? and if the
Oanada machines are botter than the American, why are
they afraid of competition, especially in view of the fact,
that the American have sold at a higher rate than the
Canada machines ? I would like te have seen the hon.
Finance Minister give this matter more consideration. We
have certain grievances which I think we will see ventil-
ated. An hon. gentleman opposite says he believes that
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four-fifths of our people are Conservatives ; then why did
they not send four.fifths of their representation in this
]louse Conservatives ?

An hon. MEMBEB. Owing to side issues.
Mr. WATSON. It may be said that this was due to side

issues; and a great many it may be added, bave been intro-
dnced here to-night; but something has been statod by the
hon. Minister of Cuatoms here to-night, which, as far as
our country is concerned, in the future ho may wish to have
been unsaid.

On item 85, coal dust,
Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). My attention has been called

to this matter by a dealer in coal. He suggested that it
would be necessary to define this coal dust more closely, else
great difficulty would be experienced in dealing with it. In
the American tariff it is limited to such as would pass
through a half-inch screen.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is a matter which the
Department will arrange, if necessary.

Mr. BLAKE. Will the hon. gentleman state at what
point ho expects this coal dust teobe imported, and for what
manufacturers ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Largoly by the salt manufac-
turers in the west, who use it as their fuel. They pay about
$1 or 8 1.20 per ton, and tbey find that the 50 or 60 per cent.
is really 50 or 60 per cent. on the cost of the article.

Mr. BLAKE. They found that the duty was added to
the cost ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There is no competition in
this case, as our coal does not go up there at all.

On item 88, India rubber clothing,
Mr. BLAKE. What is the object of this increase ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Sometimes an India rubber

coat is made of two materials with the rubber betweon by
which it becomes water proof, and the question has arisen
whether it should pay duty as India rubber, or cotton goods,
or woollen goods, and this rate bas been fixed to avoid these
difficulties.

Mr. BLAKE. Are these goods manufactured bore?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They are, though it is desir-

able te make this change even if they wore not.
On item 89, jellies and jama,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The average duty now paid

on these goods is 5j ets. per lb., and it is proposed to make
it 5 ets. per lb. on account ofthe difficulty which is experi-
enced in valuing these articles in different parts of the
country.

On item 96, pumps, iron, &c.,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. This is in the direction

squarely of protection. The pump makers have now 25
per cent,, and they will now have pra-Itically about 25 per
cent.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sorry that the hon. gentleman has
not prosecuted enquiries with regard te the duties on this
article such as he.has made in regard te others, for ho would
have found that ho has been grossly misinformed about
them. I have a statement in my handa with an invoice
showing that these goods pay under this specifie and ad
valorem duty as follows: No. 0, which is a well known
number, pays 63 per cent.; No. 1,.60 per cent.; No. 2, 55 per
cent. No. 02, 2-inch bore, pays 83 ets. as they cost $1.26.
No. 1, 24-inch bore, net price $1.44 at the 50 and 25 rate, 86
ets. No. 2, net $1.62, at the 50 and 25 rate, 90 cts., or 55
per cent. These figures show that in tis regard the hon.
gentleman has been misled, and that what is apparently 35
per cent. is nearly 63 to 65 per cent,

Mr. WATsoN.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I am willing to meet the
hon. gentleman's wisbes in this respect, and amend the
resolution by making it an ad valorem duty of 35 per cent.

On item 99, steel,
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Under the Tariff, as it stands

now, steel is free until the first of July next, and it is to
romain free until that time. But as it will shortly bo
manufactured both in Glasgow, N.S., and in London, Ont.,
it is proposed to impose a duty of $5.00 a ton on the class of
steel which they will be able to manufacture.

Resolutions to bo reported.

Sir LEONARID TILLEY moved the adjourirnent of the
House.

Motion agreed to; (and at 2:05 a.n.) the House a-I
journed.

IHOUSE OF COMMONS,
WEDNESDAY, 18th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three O'clock.

PRAzyEas.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. BEATY moved that the notice required by the 60th
Rule of the House to be given prior to the consideration of
Private Bills be reduced to twenty-four hours for the
remainder of the Session, in accordance w ith the recommend-
dation of the Select Standing Committee on Standing
Orders.

Motion agreed to.

GRAND TRUNK R ILWAY COMIPANY OF CANADA.

Mr. COLBY moved that the 51st Rule of the House be
suspended so far as regards the petition of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company of Canada, in accordance with the recom-
mendation of the Select Standing Committee on Standing
Orders.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. COLBY moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 113)

to authorize the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada
to extend their traffie arrangements with the North Shore
Railway to fifty years from the date thereof.

Mr. MITCHIELL. I would like to ask the hon. gentle-
man if this Bill is in accordance with the General Railway
Act, or if it is a new policy; also if the Governmont has
consonted to the adoption of this policy.

Mr. COLBY. In reply to the question of the hon. gen-
tleman, I would say that if the General Railway Act had
made this provision, it would not have been necessary to in-
troduce this Bill. As to the views of the Government, I am
not in a position to infori the hon. gentleman.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman bas not answered
my question. I asked if this Bill was in accordance with
the General Railway Act. Il the hon. gentleman is not in
a position to answer on behalf of the Government,
I suppose I have only anticipated history a little, because I
have no doubt, fromb is ability, lis cleverness, and bis well-
known devotien and fidelity to the party he will shortly be
a member of the Cabinet, and I am sure this House will be
pleased if he is.

Mr. COLBY moved that Rule No. 43 be suspended, and
that the Bill be now read the first time.

Bill read the first time.
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Mr. COLBY, in moving that Rule No. 43 be suspended, and
that the Bill be now read the second time, said : I do
tbis simply for the convenience of the Railway Committee.
The business is now somewhat slight before that Committee,
and in order that it may not be necessary to call the Com-
mittee specially together for this Bill, I would ask that the
Bill be read the second time, that it may go betore the
Committee on Friday.

Bill read the second ime.

NORTH WESTERN BANK.

Mr. BEÀTY in introducing Bill (No. 112) to amcnd the
Act to incorporate the North-Western Bank (from the
Senate) moved that Rule 43 b suspended.

Bill read the first and the second times.

THE PENITENTIARIES BILL.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD introduced Bill (No. 111)
to amend and consolidate the laws relating to Penitentiaries.

Bill read the first time.

COMMITTEE ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Perhaps it would bo con-
venient to discuss the report of tho Committee on Privileges
and Elections on Friday.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Perhnps the hon. gentleman
would allow it to stand until Monday, as it involves an im-
portant question.

Sir JOIIN A. iMIACDONALD Monday, then.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y moved that the Ilouse, on
Thursday next, resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
to consider the following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide by law that a bounty of $1.50
per ton be paid on ail pig iron manufactured in Canada from
Canad an ore, between the firut day of July, 1883, and the thirteenth day
of June, 1886, inclusive, and thata bounty of $1 per ton be paid in like
manner on the Fame manufactured between the first day of July, 1886,
and the thirteenth day of June, 1889, inclusive.

Ile said: The assent of the Crown has been given to this
resolution.

Motion agrce'l to.

PAY OF OFFICERS AND MEN
MILITIA.

OF TUE ACTIVE

Mr. CARON moved that the House, to-morrow, resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole to consider the following
resolutions:-

1. That it is expedient to provide that the pay of the officers and men
of the Active Militia, land force, for each day's drill of three hours,
under section 45 ot the Bill now before the Hfouse, shall be as ln the
following Schedule:

Officers.

Lieutenant-Colonel .......................................... $4 7
Major ................................-----.............................. 3.05
Paymaster................... .....
Adjutant, with rank of Lieutenant......,.........244
Adjutant, with rank of 2nd Lieutenant .................... 2.13
Surgeon ...... . ........... ... ..... .6
Assistant Burgeon ....................... .. ............. 2 43
Quartermaster ................... ......... ................. 1.91
Captain....... . ................... 2.82
Lieutenant ........................ ..... ...... .............. ... 158
2nd Lieutenant ...................... .. ...:. ..... 1.28

.in-Commisioned O.ficer8 and >I'en.

SegatMajor ........... ............................. 1.00
Qastraster Sergeant.... ...--,.... ..... 90

Paymuter's 0lerk.......................... ..... 9

Orderly Room Clerk..............90
Hospital Sergeant...................b. . ....... 90
Pay Sergeant.......... ......... ....................... 80
sergeant..................... .................. 75
Corporal.... .. . ....................... .. 60
Bugler .. » .... ................... se
Private................. ................................. ......... 50
For each horse taking part in such drill.............1.00

2, That the pay of the Quartermaster General at Headquarter, shahl
be at the rate of $2,600 per annum.

3. That the officers and men of the Marine Militis, and the ofilcers of
the Reserve Militia, when called ont and drilled under sections forty-six
and forty-seven of the said Bill (No. 31) shal receive fer each day's
drill the pay of thoir respective ranks according to the foregoing ache-
dule.

4. That all sums of money required to defray any expense underthese
Resolutions may be paid out ot the Oonsolidated Revenue Fund, upon
warrant directed by the Governor to the Receiver General; but no sum
of money shall be so paid unless it be included in some appropriation
made by Parliament; and a detailed account of moneys so expended
shall b laid before Parliament during the thon next Session thereof.

Motion agrced to.

OFFICIAL REPORT 0F THE DEBATES.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Before the Orders of the Day aire
called, I desire to call the attention of the House to our
Debates. It is very proper that our Debates should be
reported, but it is also proper that they should be reported
correctly. In the discussion which took place the day
before yesterday, which I followed closely, one of the
speakers-whom I am sorry not to see in bis seat at the
present moment, the hon. member for South Sincoo (Mr.
Tyrwhitt)-said, in the course of bis speech, and in fact it
was the most salient part of bis speech, that a certain class
of immigrants wero coming here that he did not want to
see here. Now, Sir, this part of bis speech ought to go
to the country as it went to this House, especially
as bis words creatcd at the time rather a sensation in this
House. I rend carefully the report of the bon. member's
speech on page 14 of the Debates of the 16th of April,
and I do not find that that passage of bis speech is roported
at all, although, strange to say, I find that it is ropoit od in
the Mail, the Citizen, the Globe, and other newspapers. In
order to give the House the vory words used, I shah dei
them as they are reported in those papers. The Citiz.eu'.s
report is as follows:-

" The hon. member considered that the BiIl would do good in prevent.
ing the immigration to this country, of a class he did not desire to see
here."

The report of the Globe say9:-
"l It will keep out a large class of immigrants, whomn 1, for one, do not

wish to see here."

The Mail reports:
I And will prevent a class of immigrants comng to ibis country,which I, for one, do not wish to see here."

I would not have attached any importance to this omission
from the hon. member's speech, if the words omitted did not
bear practically and exactly upon the point at issue, by
showing the animus of the feeling of thediscussion, and
that is the reason why I desire to draw your attention to it,
in order that this part of the speech of the hon. gentleman
s'ould be inserted in the Debates. I am sorry the hon.
gentleman is not here. I tried to find him out, because I
never like to speak of any person when ho is not present;
but as this is the only occasion I have to bring the matter
before the House, I am obliged to do so during the hon.
gentleman's absence. In conclusion, I will not go further
than to give caution to the hon. members of this louse,
that their utterances must b reported in the Bansard as
they are uttered in this House; and that each hon. member
is responsible for what he says on the floor of this H1ouse.

Mr. BOWELL. I am sorry that the hon. member for
South Simcoe is not in the House. But I know ho came to

1883. 693



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 181

me and pointed out the language attributed to him in the
press, and said it was not strictly correct-that if he had
used such language it was not his intention to do so. le
erplained to me what he did say, and I trust the opportun-
ity will be given the hon. gentleman, when present, to malte
his own explanation. I merely make this statement, not in
justification of anything ho did say, but simply that the
Hiouse may know ho came to myself and had a conversa-
tion with me in reference to the matter, in which he said
the language attributed to him was not strictly correct.

Mr. IVES. I believe it is generally understood that the
class the hon. member referred to, were the Chinese, and I
believe there are other hon. members who agree with the
hon. member for Simcoe, in not desiring that a very large
number of Chinese should come in.

Mr. TYRWHITT. In regard to the omission of that por-
tion of my speech, which doos not appear in the lansard,
the only portion which does not appear, was a retort to a
remark of the hon. member for Montreal Contre. As well
as I can remember, the remark was that should the Orange
banner be hoisted in this city it would prevent immigration.
My retort was, it would prevent a class of immigration
which 1, for one, did not wish to see bore. As what I said
bas been misconstrued, as I was evidently misunder-
stood by the hon. momber for Prince County, (Mr.
Hackett), I took the earliest opportunity of explaining to
that hon. member my meaning, which was that I made
roference to political offenders and fugitives from justice.

Mr. BLAKE. The difficulty in this case is, that the hon.
member who introduced this subject las called attention to
the fact of the omission from what ho supposed to be a cor-
rect report of our Debates, of an important statement in
the speech of the hon. member for South Simcoe. It is
remarked on ail hands that that omission has taken place. I
think the attention of the flouse has been properly directed
to that circumstance, and the attention of the Committoe
on the publication of the Debates ought forthwith to be
directed to it. It is worse than usoless we should bave a
publication, bearing the stamp of autbority, issued as a cor-
rect report of our Debates, from which important passages
in the speches of hon. mombors are either deliberately or
accidentally omitted.

Mr. PICKARD. I would ask the lion. member for
L'Islet, whether he believed the document ho read
here was strictly true, which was said te be publishod in
Belfast, and whether it was not read bore on the floor of
this House for an effect politically in the Dominion of
Canada.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I have just asked the hon.
member for South Simcoe, whether ho had any communica-
tion with the reporters in regard to the withdrawal of the
words referred to, and the hon. gentleman states he had not.
The rule is that everything said on the floor of this flouse
shall go into the reports next day, and hon. members are
permitted to revise, but not alter their speeoheb, with a
view of correcting what is manifestly a misinterpretation.
Since the debate has occurred, I have received a note from
the chief reporter, and it may be as well to let the louse
know the explanation he gives in regard to this omissioi.
He explains that at times the reporters fail to hear, and
rather than insert what is erroneous, omit the passage all-
together.

Mr. BLAKE. We all heard it.
Mr. WHITE. I am not at this moment excusing the

reporter. His duty is to report every word uttered; and
the object in adopting the present system, under which the
printed copy comes to us without revision, is that lon.
members may net have an opportunity to change their
speeches before the first publication. I think, on the whole,
we have no reason to complain of the conduct of the reporters

Mr. BoWLL.

in this regard; the only drawback being that occasionally
a reporter may misunderstand an argument, either from
over-fatigue, or any other cause, and report it, thorefore,
incorrectly. That does not often occur, and when it does,
the speaker has an opportunity of setting it right in the
revised edition; but ho bas not the right to suppose any-
thing ho may have said.

Mr. RYKERT. I may draw attention to another very
important omission made a few nights ago, in the case of
the hon. member for Middlesex, who made the stupid
blunder of confusing the names of Xerxes and Canute, in
an absurd remark about whipping the sea-a blunder which
was noticed by the whole House. But instead of the remark
appearing in the ansard as uttered, as I supposed it would,
it was changed, and the absurd blunder which nobody could
justify, more especially when committed by the hon. mem-
ber for Middlesex, who was a school-teacher, does not appear
in the liansard, as it should. That was altered the next
day in the Iansard, and the proper correction was made in
the first copy that was brought down to the House. Now,
if that had been rcported as it ought to have been reported,
the country could have seen exactly how correct the bon.
gentleman was in bis quotation.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I would like simply to say-ai
attention bas been called to me-that I am exceedingly
obligcd to the ieporter who corrected what was a slip of
my own at the time; and I am exceedingly thankful to
learn that.there are literary gentlemen in the House of tbo
high culture and attainments of my hon. friend from Lin-
coln (Ar. Rykert), who can detect those literary blunders..
It is unfortunate for me; but, perhaps, it is something that
other hon. gentlemen have not found out, in their own
experience. I do mako mistakes. There are other bon.
gentlemen wbo, though they make mistakes, have not the
penetration nor the perception to discover themi until thcy
had been pointed out across the floor of the House. I
acknowledge my ignorance, and I confess to the bon. member
for Lincolni that fr once, in my experience, ho knows as
much about these literary matters as I do, and as every
other bon. member in the House does, and as the reporters
at the desk do. I stand corrected, and I hope not to deserve
another such rebuke from him for a long time to come.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). I think the hon. gentleman
who brought this matter before the House need not fear if
there is any reference at all to Irish Roman Catholics. I
do not think, Sir, from my knowledge of that class of the
community, that they are at all afraid of an Orange flag.
They sec lots of them, they know what thoy are; and I can
tell the hon, gentleman another thing : that, so far as Irish
Roman Catholics are concerned, they would rather have an
Irish Orangeman for a neighbor than a Frenchman-it
looks much botter. The Irish Roman Catholics can take
care of themselves, and Irishmen generally can tako care of
themselves, and the bon. members for Quebec need give
themsolves no trouble about u.

CUSTOMS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the House again resolve itsolf
into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 34) to amend
and consolidate the Acts respecting the Customs.

Motion agreed to ; and the House resoived itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 81,
Mr. BOWELL. It docs not read correctly. I desire

to have it read in this way:
" Except only in case where it is otherwise provided herein, or by

regulation of the Governor in Council, no entry shall be deemed perfect
unlesa an invoice of the goods entered, duly certified in writing thereon
as correct by the person, firm or corporation from whom they are
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purcase, ha ben poducd t thecolc'o, an duy atestt f

purchased, has been produced to the coll-c'or, and duly attested as
required by this Act."

It is only a change of the readirg.
On section 82,
Mr. BOWELL. We have left out the form of oaths, and

simply retain that portion of the old law which gave power
to the Governoi4 in Council to amend and substitute any new
affirmation that may bo requircd in order to carry out the
law.

On section 86,
Mr. MITCHELL. This secons to me an extraordinary

clause, it reads as follows :-
" No evidence of the value of any goods imported into Canada, or

taken out of warehouses for consumption therein, at the plaee whence
and the time when they are to be deemed ta have been exported ta
Canada, contradictory to or at variauce with the value stated in the
invoice produced to the Collector, with the additions (if any) made to
such value by the Bill of entry, shallibe received in any court in Canada,
on the part of any party except the Crown."

It appears to me that if the matter goes to court, evidence
should be received on both sides. I suppose this clause is
from the old Act, nevertheless .it is of an extraordinary
character.

Mr. BOWELL. It is from the oM law exacLly. [Lt makes
he invoice the ovidence <f tho value of the goods.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a very extraordinary provision
t o be in any law. If a case was taken into court by the
Crown, evidence as to the value of the goods shall b given
simply at the option of the Crown.

Mr. BOWELL. The meaning of the clause is very
clear. It prevents the giving of evidenco of the value of
goods at the tine of exportation other than that wbich is
contained in the invoice, except on tho part of the Crown.
That would be quite consistent with the law as it existed
prior to the change in ISSI, which prevented the possibility
of reducing the face of the invoice for duty; but as we
have amended that law by allowing deductions to be made
from the face of the invoice in case of reduction in the
value of the article at the time of exportation, there is no
reason why evidence should not be producLd to show that
fact as well as evidence on the part of the Crown that the
goods have risen in value. I quite agree with the remarks
of the hon. member for Northumberland, and will consider
bis suggestion.

Mr. VALIN. Trouble bas arisen in Quebec in regrard to
appraisers. There is one officer there who has been there
for many years, and is efficient. But there is now an officer
who does not understand the value of goods. Much com-
plaint arises from that fact. The GovernmeUt should see to
it that they have proper apprai-ers appointed at the Port
of Quebec.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). If the goods remain in waro-
house, and the value of the goods should rise, it is not
exactly fair to keep the value the same as when ware-
housed.

Mr. BOWELL. If the hon. member f.r St. John will
look at the clause, he will see that it does not propose to
change the value of the goods for duty when in warehouse,
the clause reads that:

"iNo evidence of the value of any goods, at the time tbey are exported
to Canada, though they may be warehoused, shal, be considered when
he makes the entry on which he has ta pay duty."

lowever, the law provided that if an article was purchased
six months before it is exported from any country, and if its
value should go up, the value for duty sbould be considered
as the value at the time of exportation. The clause is quite
consistent with the old law ; but as that law has been
amended, it strikes me that the objection taken by the hon.
member for Northumberland is a good one.

On section 89,
Mr. BOWELL. This is a change to meet the difficulty

we have found when importers of goods, who desire to have
them improperly entered, handing certificates over to
brokers who know nothing of the transaction. Those
brokers would make the necessary affidavits or affirmations,
as the case may be, and there was no provision in the
law to reach cases when such entries had been improperly
made. This clause will moct, to a very great extent, the
cases to which I have referred.

On section 90,
Mr. BOWELL. This carries out mooe cloarly the points

to which I bave referred:
" Such declaration-"

This is the declaration made for entry.
" Shall be kept by the collector, &c. And if there be any-"

This is added:
" Wilfully false statement in such declaration."

The next five or six linos are new.
"The goods shall be liable to seizure and forfeiture in the sane man-

ner and with the same effect as if such false statement were contained
in the oath, and in the person making such fale statement shallh be sub-
ject to the saine penalties, forfeiturea and criminal puniahments as if he
had himself taken the oath and had made such talse statement therein
but such written declaration may be dispensed with under the order of
the Governor in Council, where it may be deemed advisable, in the
interests of commerce, to dispence therewith."

The House will sec the object of making this addition to the
clause, wbich is to provide for the very case to whici I have
called the attention of the Committee : that where a mei-
chant deliberately makes and signs a false certificate, and
hands it to an agent or broker, on which the entry is
made, he shall be deemed as guilty as if he made the entry
himself and had taken the obligations. I will give an
illustration: A short tirre ago an importation of what pur-
ported to be vinegar from Gormany was entered at the
Custom House at Montreal, the importer signed a certifi-
cate as to the correctness of the invoice, the broker made
the necessary affidavit, and. the entry was made. On
examination, however, wo found that some 400 of thoso
demijohns contained spirits, about C5 above proof. We con-
sulted the law officers of the Crown, and found that it was
doubtful whether we had power to punish the importers for
signing a false certificate; and in this event we now make
the importer just as guilty as if ho had gone to lhe Custom
House himself and made the declaration.

On section 91,
Mr. BOWELL. We simply give to the Governor in

Council power to prescribe the forms of oath at various
times. The same power was contained in the late law;
but, as I explained a few moments ago, we have omitted
the obligations from the Act,and given the general power to
the Governor in Council to adopt any forn of declaration.

On section 93,
Mr. BOWELL. The only addition is ithe word "any"

added in the second line, and '- the next precoding section"
in'the thirteenth line.

On section 95,
Mr. BOWELL. The last four linos are niew. The Com-

mittee will sec, I think, the justice and propriety of making
this addition. It is oftet complained that some officers in the
Customs exhibit the invoices of one merchant to another;
and in order to prevent this-although there is a general
order against it, there was no law-we bave therefore
added these words:

"But in no ease shall£an invoice be shown to or a copy thereof given to
any person other than the said importer, or an oicer of Oustoms,
except upon the order or subpona of a proper court."
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To prevent the possibility of a merchant's business being
shown or exhibited to competitors, or to any one else in the
same line.

Mr. BURPEE. Does this apply to the appraiser's
room, as well as to the Customr ouse itself. Invoices lie
day after day in the appraiser's office quite open and
exposed, if anyone is disposed to see them.

Mr. BOWELL. The object is te prevent particularly the
appraiser, under whose supervision all these invoices come,
fcom exhibiting them or showing them to rival importers, or
to any importer, or to any one outside of the Custom House.
The collector, or any person assisting him, is of course
entitled to examine them, as he very often does ; but the
only application it will have, is to prevent any Customs
officer, or those in the Customs Department here, when the
invoices are put on record, from showing these invoices to
any person outside of the Customs Department, except on
the subpena of any court.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The fee-50 ctp.-is too
large, I think; it was in the old law, and I think it might
weli be reduced.

Mr. BOWELL. That depends in a grecat measure on the
length of the invoico.

On section 99,
Mr. BOWELL. This is section threceof tie amendment of

1881, and the only addition is, to the word "experienced,"
" persons " are added.

Mr. BURPEE. Instead of "merchants?"
Mr. BOWELL. Yes; very often intricate pieces of

machinery have to be appraised, and merchants really are
not the men best qualified to judge of their value, or of their
mechanism.

On section 102,
Mr. BOWELL. The oll Act read somnewhat in this

way:
" If in any case the true value of the goods is finally determined t,

erceed by 20 per cent."

To the words: "Value for duty of any gools as finally
determined," we have added: " Under this Act as doter-
mined in any action or prooeedingto recover unpaid duties."
Making it plainer and giving it a wider scope; there is no
reaI material change.

On section 105,
Mr. MITCHELL. It appears to me that the question as

to the policy of this 105th section, is what ought to be
considered by this House. I suppose it is a copy of the
old Act; but yet it is a question whether the policy of
giving to the officers of Customs a share in the seizures is
really sound policy or not. My own mind has been very
much changed on that point of late years, and I am rather
inclined to think that the tendency of Customs officers, as
far as my observation bas gone of late years, bas been
rather to place difficulties in the way of commercial men
with a view of getting benefit out of it for themselves. I
might say that instances have come under my own notice
where such a suspicion bas been excited, but whether it was
in reality the motive for the seizures, or whether it was
simply a desire to perform their duty as publie officers, I
am not prepared to say. I think, however, it may well be
a question for consideration whether the policy of encour-
aging officers to make seizures by giving them a share of
the results of those seizuros does not lead to greater abuses
than all the losses which might occur by allowing them to
do their work simply as a matter of duty.

Mr. BOWELL. The point raised by the hon. gentleman
is one which is worthy of a good deal of consideration,
though it does not properly come up under this clause,

Mr. BoW]LL,

which only applies to cases where the goods have been
takon by the Customs Department, on the ground of under
valuation. There is a clause which enables the Govern-
ment to take any goods which may be imported, and which
may be considered under-valued by paying 10 per cent. in
addition to the value and the costs.

.Mr. MITCHELL. The principle is the same. The prin-
ciple is that of allowing a public servant, who is paid a
salary for the work ho is required to do, to recoive any
portion of any fines or surpluses, whether they result from
under-valuation, or attempts te defraud by a false entry.

Mr. BURPEE (St. John). I agree with the hon. gentle-
man for Northumberland, and aithough the matter is one
which does not really come up in this clause, the principle
is involved here. I think il would be well for the hon.
Minister to considerwhether it would not be well to abolish
this system. There is no doubt the system was adopted for
a good purpose, but at the samo time, it sometimes works
badly and unfairly. If any officer gets his salary, and it is
sufficient to keep him, I think that is all ho should have.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest to the hon. Minister,
that ho should consider whether it would not be better to
place these surplus fines into a general fund, from which
such officers as show special diligence and fidelity in the
performance of their duty, should receive rewards at certain
periods. I think that would remove any inducement to
make special seizures for the purpose of obtaining rewards,
and would enable the authorities in the Customs Dopart-
ment to reward officers who display special vigilance.

Mr. SCRIVER. I do not agree with the hon. member
for Northumberland as to the propriety of putting in the
hands of the Minister of Customs any such discrotionary
power. I do not think it would be a prudent or proper
thing to do. With regard to the principle involved in that
clause, I may say that I also differ with the hon. gentleman.
I believe this provision is a great incentive to energy and
activity on the part of Collectors of Customs, especially in
the rural districts. Unless some incentive of this kind is
held out, the great majority of these officers will content
themselves with attending to the duties of their offices dur-
ing prescribed hours. They will not go out of their way,
as it is very desirable they should do, teo endeavor te try to
put a stop to illegal traffic. Many instances have fallen
under my own observation in which I have no doubt the
belief on the part of the officer that ho was to receive
some reward for the extra services he performed, such as
being out at night watching the roads on the opposite
side of the frontier, had a great deal to do with his vigil-
ance, and from which the best results have been attained.
I think it would be a great mistake for the Departmont to
do away with that regulation.

Mir. VALIN. I know that, in Quebec, some of these mon
often make these seizures as a matterof speculation, because
they get their share of the profits. I know also that there
are some cases in which the appraisers are to blame. There
is one case in particular which I referred to the hon. Minister
in which some old onion soed was bought at a price much
less than new seed could be purchased for, but the appraiser
did not know the difforence. The question was reported to
the Customs Department, and we had a great deal of trouble
settling it. This shows the necessity for the appraisers
being competont mon. I know of cases where people go
into the country and buy one-quarter of a pound of tobacco
from an honest farmer, simply for the purpose of having
him fined, so as to get their share.

Mr. BOWELL. My own opinion, after two or three
years' experience, is exactly in accord with the sentiments
which have just been uttered by the hon. member for Hunt-
ingdon (Mr. Scriver). If there be no incentive given to the
officer to look sharply after improper importations which are
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taking place, you may depend upon it, ho will simply re
main in bis office, do bis duty, and not go beyond it. H
knows that ho is put on a permanent list, as it is called, and
so long as he performs his duty in his office you cannot find
fault with him. There are many of these officers, particu
larly on the frontier, who will go out half a night when they
think any smuggling is going on, and we have reason to
believe that they do it on account of the prospect of reward
if they make any seizures. Then as to under-valuation in
the Custems Department, by collectors and appraisers, we
have found that when the divisions of fines and penalties,
which have been imposed by the Departmont for infractions
of the law, have been distributed at once, they have acted
as an incentive to the officer to be much more vigilant than
he otherwise would have been. It is true that in some
cases they will overstep the mark, as in the case mentioned
by the hon. member for Montmorency (Mr. Valin), in which
the officer did not draw a distinction botween new onion
seed and old seed, the party purchasing running the risk of
their being of no value at all. The same thing probably
occurs in other branches of trade; but, on the whole, I
think it would be a blow at the efficiency of the
service, if you were to deprive them of the ro-
wards which follow diligence in the performance of
business. I am also strongly in accord with the hon. mem-
ber for Huntingdon (Mr. Scriver) on the question of mak-
ing a general fund and placing it at the disposal of any Min-
ister for what might be termed meritorious reward. I am
afraid that the pressure which would be brought upon a
Minister, and particularly on one like myself who has no
great strength of mmd, no power of resistanco when politi-
cal pressure is brought to bear, or pressure which is not
political, would be such that we would be apt to give way,
and perhaps distribute the money improperly. That is
what I fear. My lon. friend behmnd me says ho does not
think I would ; but perhaps there are others who would.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No one ever accused you of
that yet.

Mr. BOWELL. I am very glad of that; but there might
ho others less tender-hearted than I am, who would not
yield to the pressure to which I have referred. If the hon.
member for Northumberland weighs this matter well, ho
will corne to the conclusion that, though there rnay be
abuses and hardships, yet, te remove this provision would
not only cause the revenue to suffer, but there would bo no
check on the dishonest importer, and the honest trader
would suffer in proportion.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not wish to make any question
of it. I merely call the attention of the House to the mat-
ter of policy that is worth consideration. I admit that the
objection taken by the hon. member for Iluntingdon (Mr.
Scriver), has a great deat in it. The case is entirely differ-
ent along an extended portion where the facilitios of smug-
gling are very great, and where mon will not lie out all
niight under the bushes, and watch persons smuggling, unless
they have soe inducement. But I refer particularly to
the cities and towns, and I trust that the hon. Minister will
take the matter into consideration.

On section 107,
Mr. BOWELL. Clauses 107, 108 and 19, are the same

as clause 50 of the old law.
Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to cail the hon. Minister's at-

tention to the fact that peculiar hardships to importers may
arise under clause 107. It says:

" If any goode are found in any package which are not mentioned in
the invoice or entry, such goods shall be seized and absolutely for-
feited."

Now, I can easily imagine a case in which a small package
of goods may accidentally, without any intention of dofraud-
ing the revenue, be brought in, and not included in thei

SS

. invoice. If it is discovered by the officer, the goods are
e absolutely forfeited. You go to a hard, cast-iron Minister,
1 who says: "There is the law, Mr. Mitchell; I am adminis-

tering the law; I have got no discretion in this matter; I
- am bound to carry out the law ; I can receive no affidavit or
7 evidence of any extenuating or explanatory circumstances;

these goods are in the package; it is immaterial whether
1 they were put there accidentally or not; and the law says I

shall forfeit them absolutely." I would suggest to the hon.
Minister whether he should not take discrotionary power to
relieve the importer when he thinks the circumstances of
the case warrant it.

Mr. WOODWORTHI. 1think that the hon. Minister should
have a certain discretion in a matter of this kind, and not
merely point to the law, and say: "I am bound to carry out
this law no matter how innocently these enclosures got
into the packages of goods." I can hardly agree, however,
with the remarks of my hon, friend with regard to the
hon. Minister, whom I do not look upon as a sort of Cus-
tom House griffin, who puts over his door the words: "Who
enters hore leaves hope bohind." I think he wishes to
carry out the law strictly; but I do think, when a case
arises in which the parties manifostly do not intond to
smuggle, but bring the goods in by mistake or inadver-
tence, that ho is prepared to give the fullest consideration
to the circumstances. But I think the law might be
amended with a great deal of bonofit to everybody, by
giving the Ministry not only the implied power, but the
direct power under the law to look into the affidavits, in-
stead of taking the report of the officors and saying: "under
that report I must carry out the letter of the law."

Mr. BURPEE. I can understand vory well the objection
raised to that section by the two hon. gentlemen who have
spoken, and I think that the lion. Minister of Customs las
power at prosent to consider all theso hard cases. But if yuu.
leave these open for reconsideration, I am atraid thore will
be a vast amount of enclosuro which will give a groat deal
of trouble. This is one of the sec:ions whieh requires to be
worked very strictly, and I am not satisfiod in my own
mind whether it should be altered or not.

Mr. BOWELL. I confess that when I first undertook to
administer this law the provision of this c'ause seoened very
hard, and I thought that some discrotion night bo given to
the Minister in cases of the kind montioned. But whon
you reflect that the 106th clause provides for the examin-
ation of only one package in evory ton, that to leave it
optional with the Ministor to give up theso enclosures, would
be opening the door to a groat doel of fraud. If a man
desires to be disbonest, ho, by having only one package
in every ton examined, has nine chances to one of
getting clear; and in ordor to prevent that kind of
fraud on the revenue, I have no doubt the original
framers of the law found it nocessary to provide for
an absolute forfeiture. Tho clause providos only for
the forfeiture of the goods enclosed, but a subse-
quant clause provides that if there is evidence to show
that there was an intention on the part of the importer, or
those who sent the goods, to defrau I the revenue, the whole
package shall be forfeited. In order to warn packers, par-
ticularly in Europe, I instructed the Commissioner to have
some hundreds of clause 50 printed, with a circular, cal-
ing the attention of evory importer and every exporter
to the provisions of the law. That Act was denounced
by some of the Opposition press as an inquisitorial inter-
ference by the Customs Department with the importers. I
was under the impression that I was doing a kindness to
those who might accidentally put an enclosure in
a package, without the intention of committing a fraud. In
all cases of enclosures, some kind of an excuse is given.
I am bound to say that in many cases the excuses are very
plausible, but if you desire to stop the practico altogether
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you must make the forfeiture absolute. In cases where
we have found merchants who, upon the discovery of en-
closures in packages that have not been examined, report-
ing the fact to the Customs Department, and paying the
duty, there has been a relaxation in the enforcement of the
law, although I am not sure the Minister has the power
to do so; but in the administration of the law that has
been the principle on which we have acted. lu cases
where enclosures have been found, and no evidence to show
that the enclosures were unintentional, other than the state-
ment made by the person who sent or received it, the law
is imperative. I would much rather that no discretion of
this kid be left to any hon. Minister any more than that
there should be discretion in the distribution of the fines
and penalties, as suggested. I am satisfied that while there
may be a few cases of what might be called hardship, it
would be opening the door for a fearful amount of wrong
which might be perpetrated by those who desire to take
advantage of it.

On section 108,
Mr. BOWELL. Chany "and " Lo " or."
On section 111,
Mr. BOWELL. This provides that if there are reasons to

believe that there are any improper enclosures, or anything
else, in packages delivered without examination, the Col-
lector of Customs may require such package to be returned
to the Custom House and be examined.

On section 112,
Mr. BOWELL. This is sub-section fifty-one with the

words in the two next preceding sections added to make it
applicable to 110 and 111.

On section 115,
Mr. BOWELL. We leave out the language in the old

cla·i1e declaring wiat are warebousing ports; and simply use
the words warehousing ports already established, and give
power to establish others.

On section 121,
Mr. BOWELL. That is a new clause, provid ing for the

requirements as to the transfer of goods in bond. The Com-
mittee will find that while the clause is new it is in sub-
stance a part of sub-section two of section tifty-six and
makes no material change.

On section 122,
Mr. BOWELL. This is a part of sub-section three of

clause sixty one of the old law with the few words added in
the first six lines : " When any such transfer being made
of goods in warehouse legally affected as before provided
the proper officer may admit new security." We had no
power under the old law to do this.

On section 124,
Mr. BOWELL. If you will look at sub-section four, of

section fifty-six of the old law, you will find this is nearly
thre same, changing the words which provides that in cases
where packages have to be sold and the duties are not paid,
the goodî, if they do not bring their value and the duty,
shall be destroyed. The principle is this: That if a person
imports goods and refuses to take them out of the ware-
house, and they have to be sold, they shall not be placed in
the market at less value than the same goods upon which
the duty has been paid, and thus come into competition with
the regularly imported goods. It is provided, as in the old
la1w, that in such cases the goods shall be destroyed.

On section 130,
Mr. BOWELL. There are one or two verbal changes in

the four last lines which are of some importance, as the1
question of grinding in bond is one that has somewhat agi-à
tated the country in the past. Doubtless many hon. gen-
tlemen will remember that in former discussions on this

Mr. BOWELL.

subject the permission to substitute other grain for that im-
ported for exportation, was strongly objected to in the carry-
ing out of the system of grinding in bond. The old law
provides that not only can there be an equivalent to wheat
exported, but an equivalent of corn. You could import
American hogs, slaughter and sell tbem in Canada, and ex-
port Canadian pork, equivalent to that which was imported,
and clear your bond. That was objected to on the part of
the farming community, and there was no littie comment
and condemnation in reference to this matter. In changing
the Order in Council we omitted the word "equivalent"
and made it the produet of the article which was brought
into the country. I have so changel this law, and I point it
out to the Committee so that they may know what they are
called upon to approve ; that we make it absolutely neces-
sary, without any discretion on the part of the Governor in
Council, or the Minister, to permit the equivalent of any
article which may be imported into Qanada for manufac-
ture and for export. You willfind thaton reading the last
four lines, it says: "But the said regulations should not
extend to the substitution of other beef, pork, flour or meal,
for the produce of such imported cattle or swine, wbeat,
maize or other grain." It is taking power from the Gov-
ernor in Council to permit an equivalent of the articles
which have been exporteJ, to be exported and clear the
bond.

Mr. BURPEE. Formerly there were regulations by the
Governor in Council allowing so much to be exported at
the time the hog was imported as equivalent-I forget the
exact weight, but it was not the fuli weight of the hog im-
ported that was allowed to be exported. This, of course,
takes i eut out cf the bands of the Governor in Council.

Mr. BOWELL. No ; quife the contrary. It only takes
out of the bands of the Governor in Council, and of the
Minister,ihe power of saying that you may export an equiv-
alent of Canadian pork for American, which had been
imported for slaughter and for exportation. If my recollec-
tion serves me aright, if they exported 70 per cent. of the
live weight-or 63j, somewhere between the two, the bond
would be concelled.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The object of this is simply to
take away from the Governor in Council a power which he
bas hitherto exercised, of allowing the export to be an
equivalent instead of the actual product. I think it is a
mistake to make that a statutory enactment. I can under-
stand how cases may arise in the transportation business,
when it might be desirable and sournd policy to permit the
exportation of the equivalent instead of the actual product.
As we have it now, it is left to the Governor in Council,
and I am not aware that there is any agitation outside in
favor of a change. I am bound to say that in a matter of
this kind, it would be very much better to have some elasti-
city so that the Governor in Council could make any
regulation that circumstances at the time might require.
To make a statutory enactment of what has hitherto been
considered quite sufficient as a regulation, I think to be a
mistake.

Mr. BOWELL. I think that is just what we want to
prevent. This Committee, and the country, know tolerably
well the difficulties that have arisen in the substitution of
Canadian wheat for American wheat, and in the substitution
for exportation ofCanadian flour for American flour; and in
many cases, as the old members will remember, we have
compelled the payment of a large amount of duty for the
violation of this very principle. If there be any case in
which an equivalent of the article imported could be sub.
stituted for exportation, I would be glad to know it. If it
be the opinion of the Hlouse that the miller should import
American wheat, grind it into flour, then sell that in a
Canadian market and export Canadian flour, the product of
Canadian wheat, then the House should say so. But I think
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it is botter to prevent difficulties in the future by placing
upon the Statute-book the declaration that the product only
of that which has been imported and manufactured in bond
for exportation should be accepted as a conciliation of the
bond.

Onsection 140,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause extends the right to all

classes of fishing vessels to take gooda out of bond without
payment of duty, and consume the same during their
fishing operations; there is an additional clause providing
against the re-entering of the goods and the placing of thenm
in general consumption without duty being paid thereon.
There is another clause providing for the re-warehousing of
the goods which may have been taken from fishing vessels
and storing them in warehouses until they go on another
voyage. Hon. gentlemen acquainted with the fishing inte-
rests of the Maritime Provinces will see that it is an exten-
sion of the privilege to all classes of fishing vessels, instead
of confining the priviloge to fishing vessels of fifty tons, as
provided by the old law.

On section 142,
Mr. BOWELL. We have found cases of this kind. An

American vessel, fir instance, will take its clearance, and
remain in port for some little time after, thon take in low a
schooner, laden or light, as the case may bo. That will be
an indirect violation of the coasting laws. Wo have had
cases in which penalties have been imposed by collectors,
but on reference to the Act we had to refund the fines
which had been so imposed. This clause provided for cases
of that kind.

On section 153,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause is a slight change from the

old law, and relates to the punishment of smuggling. It
provides that such parties, on conviction, shall be fined not
less than $50, nor more than $200; it also provides for
imprisonment for a term not less than one mnih, nor more
than one year, and that both fine and imprisonmont may be
imposed at the discretion of the court. Tho old law provided
for a penalty not to exceed $200 and imprisonmrit for one
year. I think too much discretion should not be left in the
hands of some of the magistrates. In one case where there
was absolute proof of an attempt to bribe an officer, the
magistrate, acting under his discretionary power, fined the
offender one dollar and sent him to prison for ton minutes;
and that, too, in the case where the proposition was made-
and it was proved before the court-to an officer te divide the
profits with the smuggler, if the officer, would permit under-
valuation, or the entry of the goods without payment of d uty,
I can account for this action on no other ground than that
there is a general opinion amrong certain porsons that to
cheat the Customs and the Government is no sin.

On section 156,
Mr. BOWELL. Under the old law, if fire persons were

found together, and one of them had any smuggled goods
on his person, the other four, even though they had no
knowledge of the fact, were punishable. Or, if several
gentlemen met a gentleman at a railway depot, and the
visitor had a smuggled watch in his possession, all of them
would bo liable to punishment. We have inserted in this
clause the words "baving knowledge of the fact."

Mr. BUIRPEE. I sece.
Mr. BOWELL. The old law read in this way, and my

hon. friend had the honor of placing it on the Statuto-book:
IIf any five or more persons in company, are found together, and

they or any of them have an Ygooda liable to forfeitnre under this Act,
every such person shall be guilty tf a misdemeanor and be punishable
accordingly."

Rather an extraordinary clause.

On section 160,
Mr. BOWELL. This is a new clause:
IlIf arny person by any contrivance gains access to bonded goods ln a

railway car, or to goode in a railway car, upon which goods the Onu-
toms duties have not been paid, or delivers auch b-nded or other goodu
without the express permission of the proper officer of Customs, much
persons shall for every such offence be liable to be imprisoned for any
period not less than one month nor more than one year."

This is to provide for cases of railway bonded cars, which
are not provided for in the old Act. The old Act provided,
that if a bonded warehouse be entered illegally or irnproperly
other than by the officer baving the key of the bonded
warehouse, the proprietor is subject to a fine. It was thoight,
in the framing of this clause, that this principle should not
apply to the railway managers or the owners of con-
veyances of that kind; but that the person who committed
the offence should be the person punished, as this would
relieve the Department of the unpleasant duty of stopping
railway cars, and entering actions against the railway or
other corporations, by making the man who committed the
offence the party who should suffer.

On section 176,
Mr. BOWELL. This clause isan important addition to the

Act. Tbis is a clause to which I would particularly invite the
attention of the Committee. It is well known that there
are, on the frontier, many buildings, one portion of which
is in the United States and the other portion is in Canada,
and that an illicit trade and trafflic is carried on in the
building. There is not any authority or power in the
Customs Law of Canada to interfere with those buildings.
In the United States Customs Act provision is made with
regard to these buildings, and the clause in this Bill is a
modification of the law as it now stands on the Statuto-book
of the United States. Section 3, 107, of the United States
Act is ai followas:-

" If any store, warehouse, or other building shail be upon or near the
boundary line b tween the United States and any foreign country, and
there is reason to believe that duttiable merchandise as deposited or bas
been iaced thercin, or carried through or into the same without pay-
nient of the duty, and in violation of the law, and the collector, deputy
collector, naval officer or surveyor of custom, shall make oath beore
any mafristrtte competent to administer the sane, that ie has'reason to
believe and does believe, that such offence bas been therein committed,
such officer shall have the right to search such building and the premises
belonging thereto; and if any such merchandise ball be found therein,
the sane, together with such building shall be seized, forfeited and dis-
pose of according to law, and the building shall be forthwlth taken
down or removed."

Section 3,108, of the same Act provides that:
Any person who shall have received or deposited in such building

upon the boundary lino between the United States and any foreign
country, or carry through the same, any merchandise, or shall have aided
therein, in violation of law, shall be punishable by a fine of not more
than ten thousand dollars, or by imprisoument of not more than two
years, or both.

I might mention that the question has repeatedly been
brought to the notice of the Government by United States
Customs officers, and by others who are interested in the
maintenance of the Customs Laws of that country. And I
have inserted this clause for the approval or disapproval of
the Committec.

" If any building be upon or near the boundary line between Canada
and any foreign country, and there is reason to believe that datiable
goods are deposited or have been placed therein, or carried througb or
into the sane, without payment of duties and in violation of law, and if
the collector or proper officer of Oustomo make oath before any Justice
of the Peace that he has reason to believe as aforesaid, inch collector or
officer shall have the right to search uch buiding and the premises
belon ging thereto, so far as the ame may bewithin the limits of Canada.,
and if any such goods be found therein, the same shalt b. seized and
forfeited, and the building, or so much of the same as may b. sitnated
within the limita of Canada shaJl b. forthwith taken down or removed.

I cannot, of course, -say whether the Committee wiIl think
proper to adopt the clause; but I do know that, in admin-
istering this law, that where we bave a warehouse on the
United States side of the line, and a retail department of
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thoir business in Canada, we find that Canadians go in to
purchase at the retail store, and if they have not the goods
they want, they go round to the other door, and that by
this moans an illicit trade is being carried on continually
in those sections of the country. I have noticed in visiting
this part of the country where such buildings stand that
they are built across the lino being partially on one side
and partially on the other; and then business is carried on
in these buildings. It is almost impossible to prevent
that kind of illicit trade going on. I have somewhat
modified the American law, and have placed this clause in
the Bill for the consideration of the Committee.

Mr. COLBY. i think there en be no objection to the
clause so far as it applies to the right of search; but I would
state, for the information of the hon. Minister of Customs a
fact of which he may not be aware. At the time of the run-
ning of the boundary lino in connection withthe Ashburton
Treaty many changes were made on the former frontier.
Farms wore divided and portions of farms which formerly
were in Canada were thrown into the United States, and
portion of others from the United States into Canada. The
inconvenience caused in this way was rectified in many in-
stances by an interchange of land. There were buildings
on the frontier similiarly affected. In my own township I
recollect three buildings each of which had been used as a
retail store, and the running of this lino was found quite as
inconvenient to the proprietors of those buildings as to the
Department of Custons. One of them was abandoned
voluntarily by the proprietor; another, a wooden buildirg,
was removed entire!y into Canada as it was mostly on that
side; but the third, which is a permanent granite building,
is there now and cannot be removed. It cannot be used
properly for any other purpose, and I am sure the Govern-
mont, if under any pretext they desire to appropriate that
building, would feel called upon to indemnify the proprietor,
as it was through no fault of bis it was situated as the run.
ning of the boundary lino bas defined it.

Mr. BOWELL. What is it used for now ?
Mr. COLBY. It is used for a store.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Conducted on strictly

temperance principles, I suppose ?
Mr. COLBY. I believe so; but I have not been in the

cellar recently. There might be, in cases of that kind,
occasion for special vigilance on the part of the local
officers. There might be occasion for a visitation of that
storo, and the operation of the inquisitorial part of this
clause, to which I do not object; but I apprehend that the
hon. Minister would hardly go the length of con ascating
that property and rendering it valueless to the owner,
without compensation. i speak of buildings of which I
have a knowledge, but I have no doubt that along the
frontier there may be others of the same description. I
am sure that the hon. Minister is not more than half serious
in making the proposition, judging by his manner in
presenting it.

Mr. BUIRPEE (St. John). I think the wording of the
first lino should be altered. lIn the cases to which the hon.
member for Stanstead (Mr. Colby) bas referred, the build-
ings were on the boundary lino; but I think it would be
stretching the law too far to include the buildings "near"
the boundary lino.

Mr. BOWELL. We will strike out the words "or near."
Mr. SCRIVER. I am glad some effort is being made by

the hon. Minister of Customs to reach what is certainly a
very great evil on the frontier. I know of no such instance
in my own county as those to which the hon. gentleman bas
reforred; but I know that along the frontier for some fifty
or sixty miles there are stores which are supposed to be
across the line, or about onehalf in New York and one-half

Mr. BowLL.

in the Province of Quebec. In the majority of instances
they are places where intoxicating drinks are sold without
a license, and they are the cause of great demoralization as
well as of great injury to the revenue, by goods being taken
from one side to the other without a payment of duty.
It is, I acknowledge, a very difficult question. Some years
ago I myself called the attention of the thon Minister of
Justice to the subject, and suggested to him the propriety
of having some correspondence with the authorities at
Wasbington, with the view of reaching this evil, if possi-
ble. One manner of reaching it, that suggested itself to my
mind, was that an arrangement should be entered into
botween the two Governments-the Dominion Government
and the United States Government-participated in by the
State Government in the one case, and by the Provincial
Government in the other, under which a portion of territory
might be reserved, or so affected as to prevent these buil-
dings being erected upon it. Of course, the difficulty of the
United States Government and the Dominion Government
taking action, would be the danger of interfering with Pro-
vincial rights under the constitutions of the respective
countries. I am a little afraid, however, that the action
proposed by the hon. Minister of Customs will not reach
the difficulty. I would not myself object to granting the
inquisitorial power which is granted by this Act; I think
that may have some effect ; but I do not know how the law
could be practically carried out. I would ask the lon.
Minister of Customs, for instance, if it should be thought
desirable, under this Act, to cut a building in two, and take
the half in Canada away.

Mr. BOWELL. That is the provision of the clause.
Mr. SCRIVER. And if it becomes law, I would ask

whotber the hon. Minister thinks it practicable, or profitable,
to enforce such a law.

Mr. BOWELL. The American law provides for pulling
down the whole building.

Mr. SCRIVER. But I think that amounts to nothing, so
far as the part in Canada is concerned.

Mr. COLBY. You must not go away fron the boundary
lino the breadth of a hair.

lur. SCRIVER. But seriously, I an vory much pleased
to learn that the attention of the Department has been called
to this question, and that the Department is dispoeed to make
some effort to abate what is really a very great evil; and
I would commend the Department for attempting to lessen
the ovils existing under the present system.

Mr. COLBY. I have personal knowledge of a long
stretch of the frontier, and I know of only the single
instance to which I have referred of a louse being built on
the boundary lino. I happon to know, also, that the occupant
of that store is specially and particularly watched by the
officers on both sides of the lino; and his facilities for
smuggling are therofore actually less than those of any
other man in the neighborhood, if he were disposed to
do it.

Mr. BOWELL. The difficulty of carrying out the law
suggested itself when we were framing the clause. I admit
that the case put by the hon. member for Stanstead (Mr.
Colby) is a very forcible one, and that it is not the fault of
the owner of that building that the lino was so run, under the
Ashburton Treaty, as to eut his bouse in two. But if ho
imports improperly he should be punished.

Mr. COLBY. The proprietor of the building is not a
trader. It is a store, not for illicit purposes, but for proper
purposes.

Mr. BOWELL. I would suggest that the Committee
accept the modification of the clause proposed by the hon.
momber for St. John (Mr. Burpee), and strike ont the
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words "or near the boundary line," and strike out after
the word "forfeited," the words : "and the building, or so
much of the same as may be situated within the limits of
Canada, shall be forthwith taken down or removed," and
substitute these words : "and any merchant or person who
shall be guilty of a violation of the provision of this clause,
shall be punished by a fine of not less than $200, or more
than $1,000. We would thus be punishing the merchant
and not the owner of the property. In case this change is
made, the words "or near the boundary l:ne," might bo
left in.

Mr. BURPEE. If you really want to put a stop to this
evil, yon should not allow any person to do business in a
building on the boundary lino. It might be used for other
purposes, and the person who occupies it does so because it
is a matter of convenience. These buildings should be
torn down. t

Mr. COLBY. Surely my hon. friend would not suggos
that that should be doue without indemnity. That building
was built in good faith, and by the Ashburton Treaty the
lin runs through it. Surely that property could not bo
destroyed without adequate compensation being given. It
cannot be used lr any other purpose than it is used for
now; and if it is contrary to the interest of the Dominion, or
of the United States, that it should be used for the purpose
for which it was constructed, it should be expropriated and
the owner indemnified. Do not place him in the position
of losing his property when he is in no way responsible for
the condition of affairs under which it is objectect to. I am
wholly in accord with the hon. member for St. John in that
opinion, if we could practically carry it out. If we were to
declare by law that no business of that lind should be
carried on in a building such as that to which ho has
referred, the question of indemnity would at once come in.
Perhaps the better way would be if the Committee would
accept the suggestion I have made. We make these c!auses
only applicable to the more grave cases of smuggling
carried on in a building that crosses the lino.

On section 177,
Mr. BOWELL, This just changes the mode of obtaining

a writ of assistance by au officer of Customs. Under the
old law it had to be obtained from the Admiralty Court and
other courts only which applied to tho Province in which
granted. This gives the power to the Exchequer Court to
grant writs of assistance which shall have authority over
the Dominion.

On section 180,
Mr. BOWELL. This is to provido for the searcbing of

people who walk across the lino, and may have thoir pockets
iull of smuggled goods.

On section 182,
Mr. BOWELL. The changes are not material ; simply

the words "or property or vehicle," are added. These
words are fully explained in the interpretation clause.

On section 183,
Mr. BOWELL. The same wordsi are added.
On section 186,
Mr. BOWELL The word "vehicle'" is added.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

THIBD READINGS.

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

Bill (No. 74) to incorporate the Great North Western Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria,

Bill (No. 51) te incorporate the Chignecto Marine
Transport Railway Company (Limited)-(Kr. Cameron,
Vict wia)

TUE GRANGE TRUST (L1MITED).
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell), in moving that the House resolve

itself into Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 44) to
incorporate the Grange Trust, linited, said : I have
just heard, from two or three of my bon. friends, tbat
there is an impression that the Bill has something to
do with a secret society. I may say that the Graigers are
one body; they were ivcorporated bore two years ago; and
I did not know, until a debate occurred the other day in this
House, that they are a secret society, but I believe they
are. This is an entirely different thing. It is an ordinary
loan company which bas simply taken this name, and is
incorporated under the Joint Stock Companies' Act of the
Province of Ontario, and it desiros to extend its powers to
the re-t of the Dominion. It has passed through the
Banking and Commerce Committee with a great deal of care,
having been roferred to a Special Committee, and received
the approval in its prosent form of the hon. Finance Minis ter.

Mr. ROSS. I do not propose to oppose the Bill ; but I
wishî to draw the attention of the louse to the fact that in
many of its provisions it seems to be beyond our powers,
and comes more properly within the sphere of local legisla-
tion. I think it is high time that some system were devised
by which some control should b had over all Bills,
especially Private Bills, about which there may b
a doubt as to the competency of this Parliament
to deal with thom. I would suggest to all the
hon. members of this House, that if we devised
somo means of controlling these Bills it should be of great
service, not only to the community in general, but to the
parties who seek incorporation. We render them no service
in incorporating them illegally, and if the question wore
raised in a court of justice as to the constitutionality of
their powers they would run considerablo risk of ocing
their charter repealed.

Bill considered in C>innittee, reported, and reud hie
third time and passed.

CANADIAN ELECIR[C LIGIIT COMPANY.

Mr. BERGERON, in moving the second reading of Bill
(No. 105) for granting certain powers to the Canadian Elec-
trie Light Company, said: The company soeking the pas-
sage of this Bill do not want new powers; all tho powers
required have been alrcady granted them by the Local
Legislature of Quebec. The only reason that brings them
here is to have certain questions regarding navigable streams
settled by this Parliament. The riglit to dam navigable
rivers was granted them by the Local Legislature. It ap-
pears, however, that thore is a conflict between local and
federal jurisdiction respecting navigable rivers, and the
company have taken the same steps as did the Richelieu
IHlydraulie Company and Lachine Ilydraulie Company, which
came bore and asked Parliament to say which were non-
navigable and which were navigable rivers. There is a
provision in this Bill which says that if at any timo the
company want te dam a navigable river they must deposit
plans in the office of the hon. Minister of Public Works, and
do nothing until permission has been given them by thý
Governor in Council. This is the whole intention of the
Bill, of which I now move the second reading.

Mr. BLAKE. Is it a fact that this is one of the particular
powers asked for by the company last year, and which was
struck out of the Bill?

Mr. BERGERON. I do not think so. I think this is
the first time the Bill bas been introduced bore. The com-
pany was incorporated in the Province of Quebec last year.
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Mr. SCRIVER. The hon. gentleman is mistaken. The
company applied to this Parliament last year for legislation,
and some of the provisions in the -Bill were struck out when
it came before the Private Bills Committee; and this very
power which the company now seek to obtain was one of
the powors refused them last Session. I am not disposed,
however, to oppose the reference of the Bill to the Private
Bills Committee.

Mr. BERGERON. The company was incorporated by
the Quebec Legislature in 1881. I do not think they came
here last year. This Bill is, however, printed, and can be
sent to the Private Bills Committee, and when it comes up
'or the third reading the House eau pass it, or not.

Bill read the second time.

CUSTOMS ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.

Mr. BOWELL moved that the Iouse again resolve itself
into Committee on Bill (No. 34) to amend and consolidate
the Acts respecting the Customs.

Motion agreel te; and the bouse resolved itself into Com-
mitteo.

(In the Committee.)
On section 204,
Mr. BOWELLD. This merely relates to depozis. The

latter pcrtion is as follows :-
4 And any sum or sums of money so deposited shall be immediately

deposited in some bank appointed for that purpose by competent
authority, to credit of Receiver-General of Canada, there to remain
uitil forfeited in due course of law or released by order ot the Minister
of Customs ; and in case such seized arti3les are condemned, the money
deposited shall be forfeited."
It has been the practice of somo officerp, who have imposed
fines, to keep the money themselves in their own pockets,
and, in some cases, it bas been lost; and this clause provides
that it shall be deposited te the crodit of the Reciver-
General.

On section 242,
Mr. PATERSON (Biant). As this clause does not give

the hon. Minister power enough te make regulations such
as will enable many manutfacturers who are exporting to
foreign countries to get the bonefit of this drawbackr, I
would suggest that ho take power enough in this clause to
deal with the cases he bas found a difficulty to deal with.
That might bo done by adding after the word "drawback,"
in the last line but one, the words: "or a certain specific
sumr in lieu thereof."

Mr. BOWELL. There i; no objecti>n to that.
On section 87,
Mr. BURPEE. This clause reads towards the end "where

the goods are shipped or bofore a Notary Public, and at
any other place before a British or foreign consul." I
propose to change that by making it read: "before a British
consul, or, if there be no British consul, before a foreign
consuL" iMy object is te insist on the oath being taken
before the British consul when there is one.

Bill reported, and read the third time and passed.

CERTIFICATES TO MASTERS AND MATES.
Mr. McLELAN moved that the House resolve itself into

Conmittee of the Whole on Bill (No. 89') respecting certifi-
cates to masters and mates of inland and zoasting ships.

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

(In the Committee.)

Mr. WELDON. On a previons ocoasion I drew the atten-
tion of the hon. Minister to the effect this Bill would have
on the persons employed in the coasting trade. I may say
that since the Bill was introduced, I have received com.
munications from New Brunswick from a number of parties

Mr. BERGERoN.

that have fortified the position I then took. I think there
eau be no objection to the hon. Minister increasing his pro-
p osed limit to vessels of 150 tons instead of 100 tons.

essels employed in the coasting trade, as I pointed out on
a previous occasion, are usually navigated by persons who
are not strictly speaking seamen ; that is, they have not
gone through a course of training in navigation, but are
nevertheless quite capable of performing entire voyages
from the Bay of Fundy to the coast of the United States
down as far as Baltimore. Now, many of these persons
are owners or part owners of schooners; they are
men who were probably farmers or fishermen, but
by navigating these vessels they have obtained a practi-
cal knowledge of the coast, a practical knowledge of the
trade. Tbey are perfectly familiar with the coast and harbors,
and any person who will take the trouble to examine the
coast from St. Croix to New York will see that it is lined
with harbors, and those parties are conversant with all the
harbors, with tides, are familiar with the fogs, and,. in fact,
are more capable, from actuat experience, of navigating those
vessels than mon who have been trained in a nautical
school. It was contended that the wood boats, which are
peculiar to tho St. John river, and the schooners employed
in the coasting trade, were under 100 tons. I hoped, before
this Bill was brought up, to have had the exact number that
are over 100 tons. I believe a very large proportion of the
vessels now employed are above that tonnage, and the result
will be that a great many persons who are perfectly com-
petent, and who would be more trusted by the managing
owners of the vessels than men who bave passed an exami-
nation, will be thrown out of employment, and serious
injury will be done to the trade before competent mon can
be found to take thei r places. As I said before, they are per-
fectly familiar with the tides, current and fogs along the
coast, and as a genoral rule these coasters go along in per-
fect safety on account of the experience of the mon who
navigate them. Many of theso men come from the counties
of Westmoreland, Cumberland, and others bave for the
most part been engaged in farming or fishing, and they
have subscquently cngaged in navigating these schooners
in the carrying traIe between the United Sta&os and the
Maritime Provinces; and, from a long experience, they b-
corne even more competent than those who are reported to
be able to take ship across the Atlantic. These vessels are
sometines sent across the Atlantic and to the
West Indies, and thon a different master is placed in
them ; but for the coasting trade these mon are
employeJ, and have been found most efficient. Besides, they
carry on trade to the advantage of thernselves and their
co-owners. It is a very important trade, and it is well known
that the coasting trade between the Provinces and the
United States is very large indeed, and employs a largo
number of small vessels rangingfrom 60 to nearly 200 tons.
A largo number of them are above 100 tons, and really if
the principle which the hon. gentlemen lays down applies
to vessels of 100 tons, it is equally applicable to vessels
undor 100 tons. Now, the qualitications required in masters
and mates for the purpose of navigating vessels across the
Atlantic are totally different from those required in the
schooners which are trading between our coaste and the
United States. I do think that if this Bill is passed
in its present shape, it will work serious injury to that
trade-a trade on which a large number of people
of our Province are dependent, not only those
of the Bay of Fundy, but a large number engaged on the
River St. John. The wood boats are of a peculiar class,
and are used on the River St. John from their adaptability
to carry large cargoes of lumber, for which they are largely
used during the summer months. I find, from reports I
have received from men who are conversant with this trade
in the city of St. John, that if this Bill passes in its present
shape, it will be a serious injury to them, and will largely
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cripple the trade that is going on. It will throw a large
number of men out of employment who are perfectly
competent, and there will be great difficulty in getting mon
to replace them. If they are obliged to take a higher clas
of men who are employed in the foreign trade, they will
necessarily be obliged to pay higher wages. Therefore, I
ask the hon. Minister, so far as the coasting trade is con-
cerned, to increase the limit.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. member has stated that the
coasting trade is one of very great importance. So it is,
and, therefore, there is more necessity that the men who
command the vessels engagedi in that trade should possess
the qualifications necessary to discharge their duties. In
every other occupation of life, especially where the safety of
life and property is involved, we call upon men, who are to
occupy such positions, to show that they bave the qualifica-
tions required to discharge the duties devolving upon them.
It is not intended by this Bill that all the men shall have
qualifications to take a ship across the ocean. All we ask
in the Bill is, that it shall be ascertained that they possess
the necessary qualifications to discharge the special duties
devolving upon them. If they coast between St. John and
Boston, or St. John and New York, they shall possess
qualifications necessary to take charge of vessels upon such
voyages, that they shall have the skill necessary to protect
the lives of men and the property under their control. So
it is, if they are engaged in the river trade. Ail that would
be necessary in that case is that they shall have the know-
ledge of a pilot. In regard to the lakes, certain other qua-
lifications will be required, and certificates will specify the
competency of the men for the particular trade in which
they are engaged. As regards the coasting trade, the hon.
member for the city and county of St.. John (Mr. Wcldon)
bas stated that there are a great many excellent men
engaged in the coasting trade, and that the trado bas boori
very successful. But if we look at tho wreck register for
the last twelve years we will find there has beon an
alarming loss of life and pro>erty to schooners and the
smaller class of sailing craft. l'or a period of twelve years,
from 1870 to 1882, there were 2,122 schooners engaged in
the inland and coasting trade, wiecked or lost.

Mr. WELDON. IIow many in the coasting trade ?
Mr. McLELAN. 1,804 suffered wrcck or mishap. Tho

hon. gentleman will sec, with this large number of wrecks
occurring in this comparative short period, the noces-
Eity of having mon in command whi possess the necesary
qualifications. I think it is incumbent on the IIouse to take
such stops to guard against men commanding vessels and
risking hîfe and property without having the necessary
qualifications. The bon. gentleman bas said there are many
good men; and it is not proposed to deprive them of their
profession as masters and mates. Instructions were givon
to the draughtsman, that in preparing ihe Bill ho should
provide for certificates of proficiency and service as masters
and mates; and I have ascertained that this has not been
done, more especially in the English print of the Bill, but
that some alteration is made in the French; and, in order to
make the matter clear, I propose to insort tho following
clause as clause six:

" Certificates of service for ships trading on the inland waters of
Canada or on coasting voyages, differing in form from certificattes of
competency, may be gra.nted as follows:-

" 1. Every person who, before the first day of Jannary. A. D., 1832,
served as master on a ship trading on the inland waters of Canada, or
on coasting voyages, or a British mubject serving in foreigo veséels in
like trade, and who has produced satisfactory evidence at such examin-
ation of is sobriety, experience, ability, and general good conduct on
board ship, shall be entitled to . certificate of service as master for
ships trading on the inland waters of Canada, or on coasting voyages,
on payment of a fee of $4.

S2. Every person who, before the first day of Jannary, 1882, served
as mate in a ship trading on the inland waters of Canada, or a British
subject serving in foreign vessels of like trade, and who has prodneed
sausfactory evidence is manner aforeseid of his ubriety, experience,

ability, and general good conduct on board ship, shall be entitled to a
certificate of service as first or only mate for ships trading on the inland
waters of Canada, or upon coasting voyages, on payment of a fee of
$2."

That providos that all men, who, before the lst of January,
1882, were masters and mates of vessels, and are able to
show evidence of good conduct, shall receive certificates of
service; just as now, there are a large number of men navi-
gating ships abroad who have certificates of service, obtained
in a similar way, because previous to 1871 they were mas-
ters and mates, and were continued. I thiik this clause,
and the explanation I have given, will meet all the objec-
tions raised by the hon. member for the city and county of
St. John. The hon. member for West Darham (Mr. Blake)
spoke the other night of the qualifications necessary. It is
rather difficult for me to say what nautical men would lay
down as necessary qualifications; but I suppose the first
stop would be to limit the age so as to insure that the officer
possessed mature judgment. In examinations for compet.
ency the age would be fixed at about 22 or 23 years; ho will
be examined, among other subjects, in the various resources
for the protection of the vessel and passengers in case of
wreck; the shipping, managing and discharge of crew ;
the entries to b made in the official log book, and with the
soundings and leading lights on the route ho is going to use;
and with the harbors of refuge, and anchorage thereon ; and
in addition, ho shall have some knowledge of the machinery
of the vessel, and shall understand measurements, and bo
thoroughly conversant with the rules of the road.
This knowledge of the use and management of the hawser
and rocket in the case of the stranding of a vessel; bow
to manage a vossel in stormy weather, to make and tako
in and reef sails, &c., ho is only to posscss ic nocessary
qualifications and knowledgo fbr the special service on
which he is employed; and if he is off the coast, from St.
John to Boston or New York-to which the hon. member for
St. John referred - heshould possess more knowledge of sea-
manship than if e was only navigating the river St. John.

Mr. COCKBUiRN. I do not rise to object to the general
provisions of the Bill, I may say that some of the explana-
tions given by the hon. member, which are not contained
in the Bill, are satisfactory to my mind. I wish it to bo
clearly impressed on the hon. gentleman that as ho pro-
poses to extend the provisions of the act to inland waters,
and all vessels, tugs, etc.; that it is necessary to guard
against injustice to vested intorests, and parties who are
already entruwted with the command of vessols. I trust
that in the clause ho proposes to add ho will malce one pro-
vision for the different grades of examination; for instance,
we have mon well qualified to manage vessels, who have
not had a scientiflc training, and the advantagos of oduca-
tion, and who, perhaps, canuot now acquire knowledge of
the management of vessels on scientific principles. We
have a largo class of men in the inland waters who have
had the best sort of training for the routes on which they
are, from experience and good sonnd sonse. I trust, there.
fore, that in framing the regulations for the guidance of
examiners, full provision will be made for porsons of the
class to which I refer. I thirnk that the fec of $8 is pretty
large, and itL i more than engineers on steamers have to
pay; and I do not see why masters and mates should pay
a higher foc than engineers, who when their foe was raised
to $5 corplained very loudly. With still greater reason
will complaint be made if ibis fee is raised to $8; the
engineer's foc was formerly, for the renewal of certificates,
$2, and $5 for a raise or promotion. I have no objection to
the Bill if the provision I speak of is intended to secure the
rights of these mon who have risen from before the mast. I
have in my mind vast numbers of them, and it is the
interests chiefly of ibis class that I seek to impress on the
attention of the lion. Minister and of the liouse. Of course,
different qualifications are required on the larger lakes and
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on the Atlantic; but I speak particularly of the inland
routes, where these p2rties do not require such qualifica-
tions.

Mr. DE ST. GEORGES (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I am
not opposed to the principle of the Bill now before the
House, because I believe we sbould give te insurers and
forwarders a guarantee that the men who pilot their vessels
on the rivers and lakes should be duly qualified for this
business. But I deem it my duty to oppose this part of the
Bill which refers to the examinations required from cap-
tains and mates, and as to the tonnage of the vessels. I
hoped when the Bill was introduced that the hon. Minister
would modify it, and that he would exempt vessels under
200 tons from the effects of this law. I mean tben that the
h tw ishould only apply to vessels of over 200 tons. It is a
well-known fact to all engaged in navigation that the St.
Lawrence route from Quebec to Montreal bas been rendered
easy by the large number of buoys placed on the river in
dangerous parts and by the great number of lighthouses
located on each side of the river. With a little experience
under a captain or pilot, a pereon can easily, and without
danger steer a vesselunder 130 tons. It may be expected,
that if the route is easy, the examinations will be so like-
wise, and, consequently, that there can be no objection to
the law which exacts these examinations. To illustrate, it
seems to me, for instance, an inconvenience which should rot
exist, and yet whieh must exist under the present law,
viz.: when mon duly qualified in every respect will be sys.
tematically rejected by the board of examiners for the
slightest reason or most trivial pretext, to prevent competi.
tion and diminish the number of captains, as is the custom
at nearly every board of examiners, whether for pilotage or
for some other reason. Serious abuses will result from this
law, which will compel its repeal hereafter if the hon.
Minister does not withdraw it now. I observe also that the
hon. Minister obliges such candidates to pay $8 for captains'
certificates and $5 for mates'. This sum would be small for
pilots, whose salaries are high ; but it wiIl beoa heavy charge
if we only consider the small revenues derived from ordi-
nary navigation. For several years back one might sup-
pose that the special object of legislation was not
only to favor large ships, but aiso to make
disappear the market navigation on which so many
families in the Province of Quebec are dependent.
It is a fact that at the port of Montreal the duties impoed
on small vessels pays for the dredging of Lake St. Peter and
otker lakes which are of no use to them, and which are
even a burdon on them in reducing their revenues. By a
clause of chap. 43, 45 Vic., they are deprived of the free
passage of the St. Lawrence channel. But that is not all.
The louse, to-day, is asked to pass a law which will prove
a considerable burden to ordinary navigation, and which
will have a tendency to materially injure it. I see that the
hon. member from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) approves of
what I say. I am convinced ho has sufficient influence in
the House to assist me in the demand I am now proforiing.
I therefore, Mr. Speaker, deem it my duty to oppose the
purport of this Bill which bas relation to tonnage, and I ask
the hon. Minister of Marine to substitute the words 260
tons for the words 100 tons.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker:
I cannot allow the observations of the hon. member from
Portneuf to pass unanswered, inasmuch as my hon. col-
league the Minister of Marine understands English better
than French. I will, therefore, make a few remarks on the
observations which he as just made to the House and
which have reference to vessels of over 200 tons, in refe-
rence to which the hon. momber has just spoken. If I am
correctly informed, the difference or the exception which is
made by the Bill introdueed by the Minister of Marine is for
vessels of 100 tons, not for 200-ton vessels. But I am
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informed that those of 100 tons are equal in capacity te
those of 175 tons, and that consequently it suffices te exempt
the small vessels, which must necessarily be so by the law
introduced by the hon, Minister. I am convinced that the
hon. member from Portneuf, after having duly weighed
the observations which I am making, will sec that the
exemption of 100-ton vessels will be sufficient to safeguard
the craft navigation. IMoreover, he is in error if he sup-
poses that the suma of $8, which is required of captains, and
the sum of $5 fromin mates,is to be an annual payment; it is
a final one. When the captain or mate has obtained his
certificate, it will serve him for life. Consequently, the
objection raised by the hon. member has not much force;
as after al] this is but a small sum of money, and, moreover, it
will enable a captain or mate of a vessel te obtain a certifi-
cate which will last him for life without obliging him to
undergo any further examination. The other objection has
reference to the channels. The Bill which was introduced,
and which is now law, was modified in deference to the
Harbor Commission in Montreal. I believe that the lon.
member was not in the House at that epoch. By that law
it is declared that certain parts of the channel between
Montreal and Quebec w ould be exclusively reserved for
large sailing vessels and steamshipQ, and that in the five or
six dangerous points the smaller vessels, as well as the rafts,
would be obliged to take the side channel in order to leave
the principal channel for the larger vessels, as the channel
is narrow at these places. When a sea-going vessel or
large steamboat, or a large saihing vessel, passes in this
channel-and many pass every day-it would be dan-
gerous for navigation to permit on such occasions
rafts of timber or small vessels to place them-
selves in the same route with the large vessels.
But the Legislature had the foresight to say, that if, by the
force of the current or other circumstances independent of
the will of the captain or mate, or by reason of a tempest,
the small vessels or rafts were driven into the channel,
they would not be visited with any punishment and the
law would not affect them. These small vossels as well as
the rafts can pass by the principal channel, as well as the
large vessels, and 1 am convinced that in practice, when
no large steamships or sailing vessels are in sight that the
small vessels or those who are running rafts of timber wih1

always find that the current is strong enough to force them
to pass in the deep channel, so that in reality the hon. mem-
ber will sec that no inconveniences are to be apprehended.
No petition has been presented te Parliament or to the Gov-
ernment on this question. I hope, therefore that after the
explanations which I bave just made, that the hon. mem-
ber will net insist on the amendments which he suggests.

Mr. RINFRET (Translation). In view of the tact that
I represont a county in which there are a large number of
seamen, I made enquiries relative to the Bill now
before the House. After having obtained thei ncessary in-
formation I must say I entirely concur in the views of the
ion. member from Portneuf (Mir. Do St. Georges), and I
think that the Bill will meet with the approbation of marin-
ers and of the mombers of this House if the hon. Minister
of Marine will substitute the words 200 tons for the words
100 tons. The hon. Minister of Public Works said that
vessels reported at 100 tons really represented 175 tons.
Everyone knows that; but 175 tons is not sufficient, and
the law must necessarily be changed on this point. As for
the fce to be paid on passing the examinations, I think it
would be very desirable to reduce it if possible. The bon.
Minister of Publie Works bas misunderstood the hon. mem-
ber for Portneuf, when he supposed ho was speaking 'of an
annual foc of $8. The lon. member said it was a final pay-
ment, but that this fee was too high, especially if it applied
te vesses of less than 100 tons. I think, however, that-
this fee of $8 might bo retained if it is not to apply to cap-
tains et' vessels e 200 tons, and if, notwithstanding the law
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is adopted as it stands, it would be right to reduce the
amount which those who pass examinations for pilots or
mates have to pass. I have no further observations to
make in reference to the Bill.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). One of the objections
which I have to this Bill, relates to the fee of $5, which it
is proposed to place on the certificates, which these men
are to receive, if they have been captains before the
lst of January, 1883. I think that this fee should
be merely nominal, not more than $1, as I see no rea-
son why they should be taxed for their certificates.
Again, the hon. Minister may be aware, that as far as
the Province of Nova Scotia is concerned, an effort is
now being made to invest a large amount of capital in
the fishing industry ; and some vessels of a large size are
to be employed in it; an effort is also being made to
secure the services of Nova Scotians, who for years past
have been engaged, as the hon. gentleman knows, most
successfully on the Nova Scotian coast and on the banks of
Newfoundland, but as masters of American fishing vessels.
I wish, if possible, to have added a clause providing that
men who are Nova Scotians or Canadians and the masters
of American fishing vessels prior to this date, shall be
included in the exceptions. I think that this would be an
inducement to them perhaps to take command of our
vessels; and many of these men are well qualified, although
not able to pass the somewhat rigid examination which the
hon. gentleman proposes.

Mr. MITCHELL. When this Bill was introduced and
the explanations wera made by the hon. Minister, I pointed
out the difficulty which would arise if my hon. friend
did not add an amendment by which a class of persons
who had been in the service for some time, and were
not the masters and mates of vessels of the class to
which the Bill referred, and who could not undergo
examination owing, perhaps, to the want of scientific
information, should be excepted; and I am glad to say
that the hon. gentleman las adopted my suggestion
and provided for this class. To my mind, that was the only
ieal difficulty in connection with the Bill. The hon. gen-
tleman from St. John has spoken of another, the limitation
of size; but I think that if the hon. gentleman relaxes
it to 350 instead of 200 tons-which would not quite
come to what the hon. gentleman wishes-this would
fully cover what the hon. Minister aims a, by intro-
ducing this measure, which is a good one; there is no
question about that, and the moment that the hon. mem-
ber adopted the suggestions of myself and of other mem-
bers of the House, he added very much to the popu-
larity which the Bill will create, and to the justice which
it will impart to a class of men who otherwise would
not be benefitted by it. As regards the fees, I must say, I
think that the objection taken as to the extent of the fees
has some foundation. The class of people who would be
covered by these certificates appears to me one which, par-
ticularly, ought not to pay the amount of fees provided. I
would suggest whether it would not be well to consider
these two points, first the limitation of tonnage to the extent
of 150 instead of 100 tons, and the reducing of the fees to
such an extent as might relieve that class of people. They
are a class who suffer a great deal, work hard, generally
have large families and are not specially protected by the
National Policy; and I think, that taking all these circum-
stances into consideration, and looking at the way in which
this Bill has been received by the House, and the general
feeling of satisfaction shown on account of the remedy
which is proposed by it to protect this country, and the
greater security which it is going to extend to that class of
people, the hon. gentleman would do well to accept the
suggestions made with the view of trying to give this Bill
greater popularity even than it will possess, if it be
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passed, as it is. 1 have nothing further to say, save that I
hope that the hon. Minister will accept the suggestions
made by hon, gentlemen on this side of the House, and I
will be pleased to see the measure pass, as I trust it will,
with those amendments.

Mr. DAWSON. I agree with the remarks of preceding
speakers with regard to this Bill, and more espocially with
those ofthe hon. gentleman who has just spoken on tho
other side of the House, that it is a step in the right direc-
tion, and I shall have great pleasture in supporting it. There
is no part of the country where such a Bill as this is more
needed than in the very extensive district which I repre.
sent, where there is sncb a large extent of inland naviga-
tion. My purpose in rising was to ask the Ministor whether
it is his intention to bring down a supplementary measure
to this with reference to the navigation of our inland waters ?

Mr. GILLMOR. From my experience of the coasting
trade I am inclined to bolieve that many of the vessels
which suffer from these casualities are less than 100 tons.
I am well acquainted with the masters, mates and crews
of such vessels, and I have never heard any expression of
opinion from them that such a Bill was necessary; but, of
course, if it is going to have the effect of protecting life and
property it would be for the publie benofit, and I should be
sorry to oppose its passage. It will, however, be attended
with a good deal of expense, because, although the fee is
fixed at $5, the real expense will ho in many cases $20 and
more. This board of examiners, I presueno, will sit in St.
John, and those who apply for certificates will have to lose
their time, and pay travelling and other expenses. I am
somewhat surprised at the number of casualties which the
hon. Minister of Marine reported; but I am sure ho bas looked
into the matter, and ho feels it to be in the public interest
that the Bill should be passed. 1 had thought that the
owners of vessels and the commanders and crews wero
pretty good judges of these things, and I cannot soc that this
Bill is going to be much of an improvement. Tho board of
examiners will require, of course, to ho as well acquainted
with the qualifications necessary as those who are to be
examined, and I am not quito satisfiod that the public inter-
ests will be very much served in this matter or that the
Bill will be received with very much favor. The owners
of vessels are usually well acquainted with the qualifica-
tions of the master and the mon, while the nier are equally
familiar with the qualifications of the master and the mate,
and as passengers rarely go by these boats this would seem
to be a sufficient guarantee of safety, because the crews will
not venture their lives unless they are satisfied with the
qualifications of the officers. However, it is possible that
the examinations will result in making the mon more parti-
cular in the discharge of their duties. I wauld, however,
call the hon. Minister's attention to the size of the vossel,
bocanse I do not believe that there are 10 per cent. of the
coasting vessels which are as large as 125 tons. I hope that
he will also make the fee as moderato as possi ble, as it seoms
to be a pretty large one.

Mr. LISTER. Representing as I do a county in whieh
there are a great many seafaring mon, I take the liberty of
expressing my views on the Bill. My hon. friend from
Shelburne (Mr. Robertson) must remember that there are
other places in which silors live, besides the coast of New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia; and my own opinion is that
the Bill, with the amendment which hasjust been proposod,
will meet with a very hearty approval by late captains and
sailors. I would, however, repeat what has already been
stafed by others, that I think that the fee exacted for these
certificates is far too large. The men who will be affected by
this Bill are not, as a rule, too well paid. They are subject to
a great many exposures ; they usually have large families to
keep,and they are only employed during portions of the year.
I think the feo that this Bill proposed to exact from those
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men is rather high, and I do hope that the hon. Minister, in
the interest of sailors on the inland waters of this country,
will find himself able to reduce the fee to a nominal sum.
I would also call his attention to another thing.. I believe
the tonnage of vestels is limited to 100 tons; vessels under
that tonnage are not required to have a master holding a
eertifieate. That regulation may answer on. the sea coast,
but on the inland waters, the captain of a vessel of 50 tons
and upwards should be obliged to hold a certificate. Vessels
of 100 tons and upwards are used largely on our inland
waters for carrying passengers; and for the protection of
the lives of the people who may travel on these vessels, I
think the hon. Minister might , see his way to adopt this
suggestion. I believe the Bill, even in its present shape,
will meet with general approval among the captains and
sailors on the inland waters of the country. It is a measure
they have long been asking for, and during the short time I
have had the honor of a seat in this House, I have received
repeated communications from people interested in shipping
asking me to urge upon the Government the passage of such
a Bill.

Mr. BAKER. I have listened with mach interest to the
varions observations that have been made on this subject.
This being a subject of which I know something, having
been nineteen years at sea myself, and having passed aIl
the examinatiors required at Trinity House for a master
mariner, it may be that I know what master mariners and
ship owners require, and I must say that I am exceedingly
pleased that this Bill has been introduced by the hon. Min-
ister of Marine. I do think the time has arrived when not
only passenger traffe should ho looked after, but also when
provision should be made for the protection of those masters
who have taken the trouble to pass examinations and to1
otherwise fit themselves in their younger days for their
positions. Objection has been taken to the amount of the
examination fee. i do not think it is any too high. If any
man is anxious to pass an examination and obtain a cer-
tificate, he knows it is attended with a certain amount
of expense, and if he is really serious in passing the
examination to fit himself for a better sphere in life,
he will be very willing not only to take the trouble noces-
sary to pass the examination, but to pay the fee attached
thereto. Objection has also been taken to the tonnage, that
the limit of 100 tons is too high. Now, I know that as
much care and caution are required to navigate a vessel
of small tonnage as one of large tonnage; in fact, the
facilities for navigation on board a large vessel are
greater than those on board a small one. But after
the assurances of the hon. Minister of Marine that
the rights of both masters and mates will be protected
I have no objection to offer to any clause in the
Bill. I would suggest, however, that when the code of
rules and regulations for the guidance of the examiners shall
be framed, provision should be made that only British
subjects shall be allowed to hold these certificates, the same
as is now in force with reforence to pilots for the Dominion;
and also that great care should be exercised in the selection
of the Board of Examiners. With these few remarks, I have
very great pleasure in assisting the passage of this Bill.

Mr. PLATT. The Bill under the consideration of the
House bas very mach in it to commend itself to the public.
It has been very truly said that the effect of the explana-
tions and the additional clause has been to remove the
objections that some Membors made to the Bill when it was
introduccd. I am not sure, however, that the mariners of
the lakes will be entirely satisfied with the Bill,
unless it more definitely lays down the character of the
examinations, and pays some regard to the character of ex.
aminers thermselves. I suppose this is a matter that mast
be left in the bands of the Departmont; but the greatest
fear that I have heard expressed by the masters and

Mr. LIsTzEa.

sailors of vessels on our inland waters is, that the examiners
may be taken from the Maritime Provinces, and may not be
fully acquainted with the navigation of vessels on the inland
waters. I trust that the regulations to be made by the hon.
Minister of Marine, with reference to the examinations, will
have a tendency to relieve their anxiety in this respect.
There is also some anxiety as to whether the certificate will
be granted for particular lakes or particular routes. As I
understand the hon. Minister, sueh is his intention. We
know that the greatest number of disasters which have
occurred to vessels in inland waters have not occurred to
those that sail upon a single lake. The smaller class of
vessels that sail on Lake Ontario are not very often visited
with disasters. The records of Lake Ontario, at any rate,
will show that by far the largest number of disasters occur
to vessels which come from the upper lakes-vossels that
come from Chicago, and are commanded by masters who
know nothing of Lake Ontario; and the mariners
on that lake, think that no vessel, clearing from
the port of Chicago or some other port on the upper
lakes should be allowed to pass through Lake Ontario with.
out taking on board a pilot or master who knows that

articular lake. ,'Then there is a large class of sailors who
now Lake Ontario very well, and who are sometimes

called to take a vessel through to Chicago. With regard
to the limit of tonnage which the hon. Minister has fixed,
there seems to be a difference of opinion. Either myself
or the hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) fails
to comprehend the import of this Bill. I think it would be
much more satisfactory to the sailors of the inland waters
to have the limit increased to 125 or 150 tons, rather
than decreased. With regard to passengers, I am not
aware that sailing vessels of any description on the
inland waters are in the habit of carrying passengers,
and there is no objection taken to the Bill in s
far as it affects the carrying of passengers by steamers.
So far as this inland trade is concerned vessels below 100
tons, and a great many below 150 tons, confine their voyages
to a single lake and have captains who thorougly under-
stand the navigation of those particular lakes. I am satis-
fied that, inasmuch as hives of passengers are not endangered
by those small sailing crafts engaged on particular lakes,
there is not the same nocessity that these captains should
have registered masters' certificates as there is with reference
to the larger crafts. I entirely agree with the recom-
mendation from lon. members on both sides that the hon.
Minister should see his way to reduce, if not to abolish the
fees of $5 and $8 imposed on masters and mates who come
up for examination. I do not sec why these men, who wish
to carry on a particular branch, should be charged a fee for
procuring a certificate. Another oljection is that the ex-
amination will be a written one. There are mon on those
lakes who know perfectly well every shoal and rock, who
have for years navigated these lakes successfully and on an
oral examination would be able to give most satisfactory
proof of their competency, but who would be incompetent
to stand a lengthy written examination. I hope the hon.
Minister will see that the written examination will be very
elementary lu character, and I trust ho will see his way
clear to make the amendment suggested.

Mr. LAN DRY (Translation). Mr. Speaker: I have only
a few remarks to make on the subject now under discussion
in the House. I have no intention of extolling the merits
of the Bill now under consideration. The general approval
expressed in reference to the law, renders it unnecessary for
me to make anything like a careful study of the measure. But
as my name was in troduced a few moments ago into the dis-
cussion, I think it my duty under the circumstances to raise
my voice and ask for a class of individuals whom this pro.
jected law concerns, a protection which I do not find in the
law as now presented. It is proposed to-day to subject toex-
amination an entire class who have certain acquired rights,
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or at least if they are not to be subjected to examination, i
is indispensable that these captains of vessels apply to the
lon. Minister of Marine and obtain from bis Departmenta
certificate for which they will have to pay the sum of $5 or
$8 as the case may be. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, tha
the Government should go so far. I can understand tha
the Government may desire to improve the qualifications o
captains, that is all right; but I do not think, undor the pre
sent circumstances, that he ought to ask these old mariners
who have passed their lives on the St. Lawrence, who under
stand all the dangers and risks of navigation-lhe should noi
require them to pay a fee of $5 or $8 as a guarantee thai
they shall remember these things for the future. The skil]
of these mariners is well known. They have sailed on the
river a long time; they know to perfection every shoal, and
on this account they should not be obliged to pay anything for
a certificate. Lot the law apply to those who in the future
may wish to embrace this avocation. I am .roady to admit
this, but let us not exact from the captains a certificate
which will have the effect of extorting from them $8 or $5.
What will be the result if this law is adopted ? Many of
these captains might be unwilling to pass these examina.
tions, and if they continue to navigate they may, later on,
be exposed to pay heavy fines. I know that this is not a
very strong reason to offer to the present law, but I point it
ont as one of the inconveniences which may result from it.
I believe that the best suggestion which eau be made, or if
the expression may be more agreeable, that the best justice
which we can ask from the Government, is not to declare
by this law that those who have for a long time been
engaged in navigation, should not be subjected to what I
may call such Draconian restrictions. I therefore think that
the Government migbt issue certificates to all captains who
have served two or three years without compelling them to
pay a fee. The Government might limit a time, and when
that time has expired, captains of vessels who would not
wish to avail themselves of the previous disposiion of the
Government, that thon the Government might impose a fine
for the granting of captains' certificates.

Mr. PAINT. I am glad the hon. Minister of Marine has
introduced this Bill. As regards the fees of masters and
mates, I consider they milght be placed at $3 and $6. If it
be considered necessary that the age of the master
commencing should be recognized to bo not less than
twenty-two years, it is, I think, more requisite it
should be limited to say sixty or sixty-five years, as many
vessels are lost through the incapacity of an aged
master; and many of these men go to so when they
are far advanced in years. I was ploased to hear the lon.
member for Shelburne say there was a prospect of a large in-
crease in the shipping in that direction. The other day when
I asked the hon.gentleman in regard to this matter, bis mem-
ory failed him. Ie replied to me that there were possibly
two vessels being built along the coast in the county of
Shelburne, and I think he ncluded Yarmouth. After a
while he said there might be three, and after a little
while more, he said there might be four or five. I
telegraphed and made other special enquiries, and found
there were ton being built at Yarmouth, fifteen at Shelburne,
and thirty in Lunenburg. The bon. member was afraid
the bounty might exert some good in that direction. I
assure you the bounty has beiiefited that industry very
much. I trust that the recommendation of the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria will be adopted, that is, that the certificates
be granted only to British subjects.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). The hon. gentleman
certainly misunderstool me. I have no recollection of his
having put any such enquiries to me, and am prepared to
give him the fullest information in my possession in connec-
tion with that matter. I will say there are at least sixty
vessels being built between Westport and Lunenburg,
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t but I take a different view from the hon. gentleman as to
e the cause of this activity, and attribute it to the very pros.
a perous fishing season of last year. The bountyhahad no
r effect at all. Thore is only one county in which it has yet
t been paid.

Mr. PAINT. More than one.
Mr. ROBERTSON. Only within a day or two,then. There

s is hardly a member from Nova Scotia who does not receive
. letters from fishermen asking when the bounty will be paid
t The bounty is only a small matter and bas no effect at ail
t on the trade.

Mr. PAINT. It is the $2 per ton I contend that bas
stimulated this industry.

Mr. FORTIN. If I understand this Act thoroughly fiish.
ing vessels are included in it. I do not object to that, but
it seems pretty bard that the captain of a fishing vessel,
who bas been coasting and carrying on his trade for thirty
or forty years and is perfect in his calling, should have to
corne for examnation before persons who may not be as
well up in the business as he. I object to that, but I believe
that young sailors should paso an examination to obtain
certificates as mates and after several years service pass an
examination to obtain masters' certificates, and should pay
fees, but I tbink those which the Government exact are
too high on account of the small salaries those men earn.
It would ba bard to exact, from old captains and skippers,
who have been twenty or thirty years at sea and know
every part of our coast, a certificate as to capacity; a cer-
tificate as to character would be ail right, but they should
not be made to pay fees. I am in favor of the Bil as regards
young mon, because it will have the effect of training up a
clase of men who would be useful in any countr and would
be ospecially useful in this. Of course the cass of men
that are going to be subjected to this examination are not
scientifle men, and they do not need taobe, because the men
who navigate our gulfs and lakes are simply pilota. When
a pilot,who navigates from land to landapproaches the land
ho must trust bis eye more than his compasa and more than
his calculations. I have only to say that I approve the
Bill except that I find that the fees are too high.

Mr. McLELAN. I am pleased to find thattho Bill meets
with such general approval by the louse. It ia evident
that the country demanded some such Bill as I am now
attempting to have passed. If the Billihas any fault, it is
that t he class of schooners of 100 tons is too large. The lon.
gentleman from Queens, New Brunswick,bas said that there
are a very large roportion of schooners employed in the
coasting trade, an as I have shown that the casualties are
largely in excess in the coasting trade, and that a large pro.
portion of schooners are less than 100 tons. But, looking
at the Dominion, and the trade and variety of interests con-
cerned, we thought 100 tons was as low as it was advisable
to go at firat. If the louse would fix that limit, when wo
get this in operation, and get that class of vessels supplied
with masters and mates. then perhaps the public would cal
upon us to go stili lower and provide les tonnage. I men-
tioned to the House, I think, that for twelve yeams there
have been 2,122 casualties to schooners alone, and there
have been 735 lives lost from schooners, without taking
steamers or the larger class ofcoasting vessels; and I think,
that when we'look at these results, we are called upon to se
if we cannot render life and property a little more seCure
by baving competent men to man these vessels. In using
the word navigation, I do not mean scientifie navigation,
but only that the men shal be fit for seamanship, and for
the particular service in which they are engaged. Now,
as to the fees I nay first state this : for some eigbt
or ten years the fees exacted for sea-going certifioatoe were
$10 and $5. The expense connected with the bomrd of
examination and the granting of these certificatesexeeded
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the fees collected by $2,000 a year. It is not a very serions
loss for the service rendered, bat still it is thought that the
fees should bear some proportion to the expense. The hon.
member for Gaspé says that we ought to elevate the
standard of the men commanding these vessels; but I think,
if you granted them a certificate either of service or of
competency, without any charge at all, they would look
upon it as something of no great value. I have named here
for a certificate of competency, $8 and $4. For a certificate
of service I said 85 and $2, but some hon.gentleman seemed
to think it too high, and we might make it $4 for masters
and $2 for mates. The same hon. gentleman has referred
to the engineers and the complaints they make. The
engineers pay very frequently, but a master gets his
certificate once and it is for life; it is his certificate of com-
petency as long as bis age does not excecd the limit fixed.
I do not think a fee is very important to the Bill, but I
think it is unwise to make the fes too small, as the master
would then consider bis certificate of competency ofno great
value; at the same time, the fee should be moderato and
should bear some proportion to the expense.

Bill read the second time; and the Ilouse resolved itself
into Committee.

(In the Committee.)
On section 2,
Mr. McISAAC. Do I undoratand the cortificate of service

is obtained in the same way as in the Act of 1870?
Mr. McLELAN. Yes; there will bo no more difficulty in

obtaining it than beforo.
Mr. KEEFLER. I should like it to be provided that

parties would be examined in the counties or districts where
they reside and should not be obliged to go to Halifax or
St. John.

Mr. McLELAN. That is a matter of dotail which it is
impossible to place in the Bill. At presont candidates for
examination generally attend at Halifax, St. John or Yar-
mouth, at all of which places thore are schools where they
attend previous to the examination. But as this is not a
scientific examination the regulations will be made to meet
as far as possible the convenience of the masters and mates
who are candidates.

Mr. KEEFLER. They are poor mon and cannot afford to
go to Halifax for five or six weeks.

Mr. WELDON. low are the examiners to be appointed ?
Will there be one board for the Maritime Provinces, or will
thero be local boards?

Mr. McLELAN. That matter bas not been very seriously
considered, but a number of men will be required to meet
the requirements.

Mr. ]ROBERTSON (Shelburne). As the hon. Minister is
aware, a large number of Nova Scotians now command
American vessels sailing from Gloucester. They are absent
for three or four months and spend the balance of the year
in Nova Scotia. If any of those men, who have served as
masters on board of American vessels, desire to return and
be employed on Canadian vessels, will they be placed on
the same footing?

Mr. MoLELAN. I tbink if Nova Scotians have served
on foreign vessels and have certificates showing their posi-
tions, they would be entitled to the same privileges here.

Mr. VAIL, But the Bill says they must be domiciled in
Nova Scotia.

Mr. McLEL&AN. Service on board of a ship is included
in the word "domiciled."

Mr. PAINT. Many of these men have obtained Ameri-
can citizenship, and they now come back to Nova Scotia in
consequence ofthe goodi times created by the Tariff.

Mr.McLELAN.

Mr. BLAKE. If the very reasonable suggestion made by
my hon. friend is not carried into effect there will be a
barrier placed in the way of Nova Scotians and New Bruns-
wickers, who have served on American vessels, coming
back and serving on Canadian registered vessels. I think
the clause is too restricted, and that some provision should
be inserted to meet this case.

Mr. McISAAC. I desire to enquire whether it will te
necessary that the experience shall have been obtained on a
vessel of the same tonnage as the class to which this Bill
applies.

Mr. McLELAN. I think not.
Mr. FORTIN. Yes; you want to examine captains and

mates of coasting and fishing vessels. You know very well
that a sailor who is trained on sea-going vessels and at sea
on foreign voyages, is not fit to be a coaster, nor the skipper
of a fishing vessel. This is a trade by itself, which is learned
near the shore, amid the most difficult navigation in the
world. He must know perfectly the coast, and the currente,
and the capes, and the tides, and everything of that na-
ture; and, consequently, the examination of the captain of a
coasting and fishig vessel should be totally different from
that of a sea-going captain, who is not fit to be the captain
of a fishing vessel or coaster. The examination of the for-
mer should be peculiar, and not scientifie at all. He should
know the chart, how to calculate distances, and the com-
pass, and the currents of the seasons in which ho sails, and
the capes and the tides; and when these men know that,
they are able to command a fishing vessel or coaster.

Mr. WELDON. I would suggest this change: "IBiitish
subjects, whether they have served in ships, British or
foreign, in like trades.

Mr. BAKER. I do not presume to debate the legal
aspect of the clause, but I wish to see provision made where-
by Americans cannot come in and get command of our
vessels.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The proposal is not that
Americans should come in and get command of our vessels,
but to allow a large number of our people, who have gone
to the United States and become masters of vessels there,
and are extremely competent to discharge the duties which
it is proposed to render more perfect by the administration
of this Act, to return to this, their own country, and con.
maind our vessels instead of devoting their lives and services
to the service of another country. The object is not to
shut them out from returning, but to offer every possible
inducement to prevail on them to come back to this country,
ant Vhink that this object is worthy of every possible con-
sit•eration.

Mr. WELDON. I suggest that the following words be
inserted:-" persons serving in ships so registered, and
British subjects serving in foreign ships in like tradis."

Mr. BLAKE. I would like to get some idea from the
hon. gentleman, as to the number of persons to be appointed
under this clause, and as to the probable charge, upon the
public, which ho anticipates will be occasioned by it. Of
course, I am aware, that this will be to somo extent conjec-
tural, but he has not brought down this Bill, I imagine,
without having some idea as to the extent what this charge
will be.

Mr. McLELAN. It wilI be impossible now to define how
many pensons are to be employed, aind how many examina-
tions will be held, nutil it is thoroughly understood where
may be the most convenient places and times to have these
examinations, and where the homes of the captains in the
winter season may be-which has not yet been aser-
tained ; -so it is impossible to fix any number of places, at
which the examinations may be held ;-but it is proposed to
do this with the least incouvenience and expense to the
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captains. If it will be nocessary to provide two or three or
halfa dozen new places for these examinations, why, we shall
do it, rather than subject captains to the inconvenience and
expense of travelling long distances. Owing to the extent
of the Dominion, it is impossible to make a conjecture at
present how many will bo nocessary to accomplish this
work.

Mr. WELDON. The different classes of men will require
different examiners ?

Mr. McLELAN. I think I stated the other night, that
the general outline of the plan would be to appoint a cer-
tain number of men with general qualifications and general
knowledge, who will go into the district and select a man
familiar with that particular trade and with its require-
ments, and to sit on the board of examination; and also
with some knowledge of the mcn who are to be ex-
amined. I think that this is the most convenient mode that
can be adopted.

Mr. BLAKE. Of course, if the Bill was in accordance
with the hon. gentleman's resolution, it would rathor oc-
casion a crush of work at first for the examinors, inasmuch
as all at present engaged in the trade would be subject to
examination; but this will not now be the case. The hon.
grntleman proposes, as I understand it, to insert an addition
to the sixth clause, which provides in more detail for obtain-
ing certificates of service without any examination at all
on the production of certain certificates ; that is wbat I
understand, and if that be correct, it seems to me a little
out of place to provide, as ho does in this clause, for
the obtaining of these certificates from these examiners, at
an examination to be held ut those times and places.
These certificates of service are to be obtain ed upon certain
proofs no doubt, but these proofs are to be in writing, and
inasmuch as we are subjecting for the publie good those
engaged in carrying on this trado without any certificates,
to a certain amount of inconvenience, the hon. gentleman will
agree that the fair mode to adopt in order to apply whatever
test may be prescribed, would be to adopt the one involving
the least amount of inconvenience. I should say that if the
full regulations giving the form of certificate were widely
disseminated by being sent, say, to the officers of the Depart.
ment in the various Provinces, it would be more convenient
than that some specific time should be named of compara-
tively short duration within which the examination should
take place on the spot. Ample time would thus be given
so that there would be no difficulty about their being able
to obtain their certificates.

Mr. McLELAN. I may say that after having amended
this Bill in a particular way, I came to the conclusion, after
hearing the opinions of hon. gentlemen, that I had better
frame a clause specially providing for these cases, so that
there might be no misunderstanding.

On section 4,
Mr. McLELAN. I propose to make the feo for a certifi-

cate as mate $4, instead of $5.
Mr. WELDON. Considering the low wages which these

men are paid as compared with masters, I should think that
82 would be sufficient. T

Mr. KEEFLER. I would suggest that the certificates of
competency of masters and mates sbould be $4 and $2 re-
spectively.

Bill reported.

said: I would ask that this Bill bo now read a second time
and sent te the Railway Committee,so that ample time may
be given to the city of Toronto and those interested in the
BI to come before the Committee, and discuss it thore. It
bas been represented to the Government that this ii a
matter of great importance to the city and harbor of To-
ronto, as well as to those who advocate the Bill,

Mr. BLAKE. If we accede to the hon. gentleman's
motion it is with the view and on the understanding that
adequate notice, a special notice, be given te the private
individuals and the great corporations who are affected, and
I think those who are promoting this Bill ought te see that
a direct notice is given to the railway companies.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The intention is to give
full notice to the parties interested, especially the railway
companies and the city of Toronto. I think if this Bill
was taken up on Tuesday next it would give ample timo for
the parties interested t come before the Committco and
present their views.

Bill read the second time.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournent of

the louse.
Motion ngreed to; andl (ut 11:50 o'clock p.m.) the lIouse

adjourned.

1IOUSE OF COMMONS,
TIUaISDAY, 19th April, 1883.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.
PRATYER S.

TIMBER AND LUMBER TRANSMISSION.
Mr. COSTIGAN moved that the lIouse, to lmorrow, resol vo

itself into Committeo of the Whole to considor the follow-
ing resolution :-

That it is expedient to make more ample provision respecting tie
regulation and collection of tolls and dues for the use of Governwent
works constructed to facilitate the transmission of tituber and lumber
down rivers and streams; to authorize the Governor in Council tomuake
regulations in that behalf, to require the verification of statements res-
pecting such mattera by oath, and to impose penalties for infractions of
such regulations ; and to provide that timber and lumber and the pro-
ducts thereofshall be liable for such tolla and dues, and mny te followed
until the sane are paid."

Motion agreed te.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. BERGIN. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
desire to cali the attention of the House to ithe following
paragraph, which appeared in the Toronto Globe of yester-
day :

" Mr. Bergin, of Cornwall, was exceedingly anxious to avoid voting,
and, at the lat moment, wanted to pair wiîth a gentleman who in tended
o vote, and did vote, for a six montha' hoist."

The facts are the reverse entirely. The hon. gentleman for
South Victoria met me in the lobby, and said he was desir-
us of going away on the ten o'clock train, and that if a vote

was not arrived at before that hour he would like to pair
with me, and I declined. Shortly afterwards I saw the hon.
member for Durham, the whirof aur nartv and 1 aiked

him if our hou. friend for Sout~h Victoriahaci succeedcd inHARBOR ACCOMMODATION FOR TIIE CITY 0P obtaining a pair, and esoidlie had net. He eaid:IlI have
TORONTO. another gentleman who wants to pair, the hou. member for

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the second reading of Selkirk," and be asked me te pair with hlm That I aio
Bill (No. 106) to increase the harbor accommodation of the refused. Before th. vote came on I was asked if a pair
city of Toronto, to extend the Esplanade, and to provide eould ho gel for th. hon. member for West Hastings, who
for the control of the -use Ihereof by railway cempanies.lHe, ie known t be in bad iealrl, and notab. te ait on a long
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debate. I said I thought there was a gentleman who would
pair with him, and I sent a messenger to that gentleman,
but the messenger could not find him. When the hon.
gentleman came in I tricd to catch his eye, but failed. I
afterwards sent for him, and ho said he was going to vote
against the Bill. There could be no intention consequently
of my wanting to pair with a man who was going to vote on
the same side as myself, the more particularly as this was a
vote which I would not on any account avoid.

Mr. SUTHIERLAND. I expressed no wish to pair with
anybody.

Mr. BERGIN. Wc1l, it was the hon. member for Ligar;
I made a mistake.

BOUNTY ON PIG IRON.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY moved that the flouse re-olve
itself into Committee of the Whole on a certain proposed
resolution (April 18th) respecting the bounty on pig iron.

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

(In the Committec.)

Sir LEONARD TILLEY, in moving that the resolution
be adopted, said : I may cati the attention of the House to
the fact wc'l known to hon. members on both sides, that, for
the last two Sessiors, there has been strong pressure
brought to bear on the Government to consider the advisa-
bility of providing some additional protection or encourage-
ment to develop the iron industries ofCanada. It is
well known that in all parts of the Dominion we
have ore of the richest quality. We quite recognise
the importance of developing that important industry,
important p]rhap8 beyond many others, because the
product, whon finished and ready for market, repre-
sents, in almost its whole value, labor. The Government
promised the gentlemen who waited on them the Session
before the last Session, that they would give this matter
the most careful consideration, and see whether we could
not meet them in such a way as te give sufficient encourage-
ment for the development of this industry. One of the
difficulties we had to meet in dealing with this question, is
that if we increased materially the duty on pig-iron, it
being a raw material that formed the basis of a great many
manufactures in Canada, the result would be, as we are not
at present producing all we require, that to some extent the
increase in price would require a change in the duties on
the articles manufactured from pig or bar iron. Under
these circumstances it was thought desirable we should ask
the House to give, for a period of six years, the bounty now
proposed, of $1.50 per ton for the first three years, and
$1 per ton for the following three years. As far as I can
gather, we have, at present, three iron manufactories in the
Daminion-I do not speak of rolling mills, but of those who
manufacture pig iron. The most important one is that of
Londonderry, Nova Scotia; there is also one at Three
Rivers, and one at Woodstock, New Brunswick. I do not
know the exact production of these three, but probably it
would be under 20,000 tons during the lust year.

Mr. MACKENZIE. How much do we import ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. During the last year we im-

ported altogether 63,431 tons; of charcoal iron, 6,837 tons,
and of ail other descriptions, 56,594 tons. It is expected that
during the next year, from July, 1883, to July, 1884, there
will probably be 40,000 tons manufactured. An additional
furnace will be at work at the Londonderry works, and an
additional impetus will be given to the existing industries
of Three Rivera and Woodstock. It can scarcely be ex-
peeted that, in the next twelve months the outpat will have
reached the full extent anticipated from the extension of
the works, as it will take twelve montha before the new

Mr. BEROIN.

furnace can be thoroughly finished and in operation. New
industries will, no doubt, be started during the next year,
but during the next year the manufacture will probably be
confined to the then existing establishment, and will amount
to about 35,000 or 40,000 tons.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Does the hon. gentleman intend
to pay the bounties on the furnaces already existing ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Certainly. It would not be
fair to give the bounty only to the new industries that may
be established, and not to those which are already estab-
lished, and on which a large amount of capital has been ex-
pended with very little returu. Therefore, it is proposed
that $1.50 shall be paid, amounting, probably, to $30,000
during the next fiscal year.

Mr. BLAKE. Can the hon. gentleman state the produc-
tion at Three Rivers and at Woodstock ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not know, but they are
in a position to manufacture a very considerable quantity.
Of course, it pays them to do so.

Mr. BLAKE. When the hon. gentleman makes an esti.
mate of 40,000 tons for next year, what proportion'does he
expect to be made at Londonderry and other places ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. With additional furnacesthey
will make a double quantity, about 30,000 tons. London-
derry may proluce 20,000 tons, and the other places 10,000,
or 15,000 tons. This is an estimate. We know that a
limited quantity has been produced there so far. They may
multiply it even beyond our estimates, still it is a fair esti-
mate to make that they will produce that quantity.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says he knows it is a
limited quantity, but be does not know what the limit is. It
is absolutely a guess that he makes.

Mr. MITCHELL. At Three Rivers they employ thirty
or forty men, and have taken a contract to manufacture
10,000 cart wheels; it must, therefore, be a considerable in-
dustry.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. Minister stated last Session, or
the Session befure, that applications were made, and a pro-
mise was given by the Government to take these interests
into consideration. I observe lately that an application has
been made from some other source-I think a person named
Scales-for additional assistance. Would the hon. gentleman
say whereabouts it was that the applicants to whom he
made the promise that he has mentioned this afternoon,
propose to establish further industries-what part of the
country?

Sir LEONA RD TILLEY. In the neighborhood of Ottawa
was one proposition made to us some time *since, and the
other in the rear of Belleville. Mr. Scales has been here
within a day or two, but he is merely representing a pro-
position made three months ago by men who are manufac-
turing iron opposite Cincinnatti. An answer was sent to
them sometirme ago. Mr. Scales was in town the other day,
and called upon me, and I said it was utterly out of the
question to meet their views, as the Government had su-
miitted to Parliament what they thought was quite sufficient
to encourage the development of the industry. I have.been
told-I do not know how true it is-by a person who is in-
tcrested in the deposits in the neighborhood ofOttawa, that
Mr. Haycock, who is now in England, has made some ar-
rangements lately for the purpose of putting up works here,
since notice was given of this resolution, and he is raising
capital for the purpose.

Mr. BLAKE. Then Londonderry will be able to produce
30,000 tons, with the new protection ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I should think so.
Mr. BLIAKE. The hon. gentleman said he calculated the

prodnct last year at 20,000 tons, and the import at 63,020.
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Which would make C3,000 tons for con.

sumption; and that would include charcoal and the other
pig ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. With that there were 7,000 tons of charcoal

imported, and he calculated, I presume, about 5,000 tons of
charcoal made.

SirLEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. I understand from bis calculations that

about 12,000 tons of charcoal were consumed in the country,
and about 71,000 tons of the other pig iron. Then ho calculates
that Londonderry will make 30,000 tons,which, with the other
pig iron, will ho very nearly half the who!e consumption in
the county of that description of pig iron. How many new
industries, under these circumstances, does ho expect will
be lobtained ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. When you get pig iron, you
don't use it all as pij, for the purpose of stoves, &c., but
they convert it into plates, bars, &c. Therefore, it is not
confined simply to the 81,000 tons used in the shape of pig-
iron; but when it is once manufactured, and in pig, then no
doubt, it will be manufactured into bars, round and square,
into sheets and various other things for mercantile purposes;
and, under these circumstances, it will not be confined to the
81,000 tons of pig iron. It is intended to extend this to
bar iron and ail that kind of thiig, but the bounty will be
paid on pig iron which is produced, and tlhen lhey convert
it into other things.

Mr. BLAKE. I asked the hon. gentilman how many
new industries for the production of pig ho expe ted would
be established?

Sir LEONAIRD TILLEY. We do not know t hat. The
consumption is increasing largely, and I think I may safely
say that 150,000 tons may be very shortly required, provid,
ing they convert it as they will into barc, nail-plates, and
other purposes-perhaps 200,000 tons. Tbat is my calcula-
tion. But it is impossible for any person to estimale what
the results of industries of this kind wil bc when they are
thoroughly developed.

Mr. BLAKE. No ;but when it is proposed, out of the
taxes of this country, that there shall be paid $1.50 a ton
for the product, it is of some degree of interest to know
what the charge on the public revenue is likely to be. No
Finance Minister who knows his business as the hon.
gentleman does, would have brought down a proposition of
this kind without having made a calculation with the same
degree of precision and information which ho had with
reference to the product at Three Rivers, as to what
the probable charge upon the revenue would be.
The hon. gentleman has just stated that 150,000 tons will
be shortly made, or that the quantity might run up to
225,000 tons. I ventured to ask the hon. gentleman what
bis expectations were, and he as told the louse, in reply,
that it is impossible to calculate what the whole extent of
the output will be. The bon. gentleman rightly observed
that the product would probably not be limited by the esti-
mated amount of pig iron produced in the country, because
there is a large quantity of pig iron produced by the Lon-
donderry Company, and [ understand a very laige portion
is converted by themselves into bar. Is that so ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They convert a portion of
their product into bar, and sell it in that condition. The
quantity of bar iron imported last year was 44,472 tons !
and, therefore, taking the whole quantity imported and
mangfactured during the last year, it would amount to
125,000 tons of pig, bar, square and round.

Mr. -BLAKE. That is on the supposition that we manu-
facture here all the pig, and make ail the bar iron we use ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is taking the pig and
square and round bar, bocause that is likely what they
would firet manufacture. No doubt we may make nail-
plates and other plates, but the leading articles will be pig
and squareand round bar. I have looked into that matter
to see exactly what will likely be required, and I find that
125,000 tons waa required lat year.

Mr. BL AKE. Then the hon. gentleman stated that ho
would not expect for some years the production to overtake
the demand, and, therefore, the price will be increased; and
that is given as a reason why he proposes to give an addi-
tional bounty, instead of a duty, in order not further to
burden the various manufacturers dependent on the supply
of pig and bar as the raw material. For the purposes of
this discussion, it is conceded that at this time the dtuty on
pig operates to increase the price of the imported article.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. As regards pig we have nover
said anything else.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman says that now. The
hon. member for East York (1r. Mackenzie) called the
hon. Minister's attention recently to a circular sent out by
manufacturers of merchant bar iron. I suppose the hon.
gentleman has seen it.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No.
Mr. BLAKE. 1 will read the circular which has been

distributed in print. It is signed "Ontario Rolling Mills
Company, Hamilton, Ontario; Scovil and Purdy, St. John,
N.B., manufacturers of merchant bar iron," and it is as fol.
lows:

Il Wccili your attention to the prop îse-d re-adjustnicnt of the Tariff,
and beg tsubnit fr our information that, befure Confederation, the
Tarif on bar iron in Ontario was 30 per cent., with no duty on the raw
material, and that the Tariff on bar iron under the National Policy is 17J
per cent., less one to two dollars duty on crap, &c , leaving a protec-
tion of about 121 per cent. only until the present re-adjustment, an
inadequate amount to eompete with foreign iron of general merchant
sizes as used b y the public. Under this policy, only three canadian
mills attempted to compete with England, &c., in general merchant
iron ; two of these milis use scrap iron exclusively, and the other one
uses pig iron, which they make from the ore. It I now proposed Io
give the pig iron makers a bonus of $1.50 per ton on ail the iron made
for a certain time. This bonus is e qual to nearly $1.87 per ton on bar
iron, as it will take nearlyJ i tons of pig iron to make a ton of merchant
bar iron, and it is intended to give us this third concern the benefit of
this, to the exclusion of the other two, who have been as well endeavor-
ing to meet the same unremunerative markets with the expectation and
promises of Tarif assistance as soon as the National Policy was, after
consideration accepted by the Canadian people in the last General
Elections. We ask you as legislators to see to it that this injustice is
not done us, and to see that the other establishments who have
been endeavoring to compété with the imported merchant bar, rc-
ceive an equivalent to the bonus, as well as the makers of mer-
chant bar iron made frein thé pi g métal, thus putting us aIl
on the sais rfooting. We would furthetacåal hour attention te
the fact that it is just as important to encourage and build up
the manufacture of bariron for general purposes as it is to encourage
the manufacture of pig iron alone, as a very large part of the market
for pig iron should be from these bar iron makers, and is everywhere
else, and will be in Canada if you will see this mattor righted and jus-
tice doue We wouli'also refer you to the Tariffa of other countries to
show that the more advanced au article is in manufacture (that is, that
the more labor spent on it) the more should be the Tariff, to be in pro-
portion to the cost of the raw material. This will not be the case as it
is now proposed with iron In Canada, as pig iron is to have a bonus of
$1.50 per ton, with the present duty uf $2, equal to $3 50 per ton in ail,
-on say a valuation of $15-would hé equal to nearly 22 per cent.,
while bar iron, costing more than twice as muih for actual labor spent,
bas only 17J per cent. Ail bar makera outaide of the furnace owners,
under the propoed Tariff, must go out of the business if you don't see
thîs matter righted. We trust you will see the injastice of the proposed
adjustment, and amend the Tarifr clause to include a bonus or equivai-
eut on'general merchant bar sizes of iron made from other raw material
than pig iron in Canada, and competing in the same markets.''

[ think the duty on scrap is proposed to be taken off, so the
observation on that point does not.apply to the present pro-
posai.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. I had neither real that circu-
lar, nor heard it read before. What is their proposition ?
It is this: That by giving $1.50 as bounty to the proineero
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of pig iron, it enables them to compote more successfully
with the men who manufacture bar iron out of scrap. If
there is anything in it, it is that the result of giving this
bounty wili be to enable parties who manufacture iron in

ig and thon in roll, to sell it $1.50 cheaper than the manu-
fcturers of bar. That is the only point in that circular. The
bon. gentleman secs it, and knows it. It places the men
who have rolling mille in a less favorable position than
before. Why? Because these mon having the bounty eau
undersell them. If the hon. gentleman is in a position to give
a bounty of 81.50 on iron manufactured from scrap, ho will be
very much more liberal to this industry than the Government.
What difference does this proposition make? It is simply
that the producer of iron from the ore, who smelts it and
couverts it into pig iron, receiving a bounty of $1.50 per
ton for the pig, can sell his bar iron cheaper than ho could
do if ho d:d not receive such bounty. Many of the rolling
mills do not complain. I know that one of the firms sign-
ing this circular asked that we should impose an export
duty upon scrap iron because it is bought by our American
neighbors and taken out of the country. The other party
whose name is attached to the circular urged that the Gov-
ernment should place a very considerable duty, nearly
double what at present prevails, on iron made from scrap
and rolled into bar and sheet iron.

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman knows how this thing
has worked under the duty of $3 with respect to the
Londonderry Company as compared with the bar iron
makers; the hon. gentleman's proposal will aggravate
the presont state of thinge. An advantage as against
the other manufacturers of bar iron in the country,
made not for sale, but principally in their own works
made from raw material with a duty of $2 a ton to be
oth converted into bar iron. Now, in addition to the
duty of 82, a bonus of $1.50 a ton is given; so if, taking the
Londonderry Company, they make 30,000 tons, and use the
bulk of it in making bar iron, they will have an advantage
of $3.50 a ton over those who are obliged to import, whether
of scrap or other iron, &c., and they will have a certain
protection over the importers of scrap. Scrap iron is free,
and they will have a benefit of $1.50 a ton over the impor-
ters of scrap, and of pig iron 82, making an advantage of
$3.50 over those who import pig iron for the purpose
of mauufacturing bar iron; that will bo with relation
to Îthose engaged in the production of the raw material
for bar iron as opposed to those engaged in the con-
version of the raw material, pig iron or other iron, into
bar iron. It has so worked, to the extent of the
duty, in past times. It bas been differont from the case,
if simply the Londonderry Company, or some other com-
pany, manufacturing pig iron, sold it in the general
market. I know that they sell a considerable quantity of
pig iron in the genoral market, or if not in the general mar-
ket to particular industries, and I believe that the bulk,
or a very large portion of thoir trade, has been in finished
articles; and I suppose that it will be now still made in the
finished article, in which, too, they obviously gain an
advantage. If the same course is to be pursued with other
companies as the hon. gentleman suggests-and obviously
that is his expectation, because the country is not limited
to the supposed production of pig iron, to the importation
and present production of pig iron, bocause there was bar,
and that would be producod by companies who also cou-
vert it-it is quite clear that the extent of the bonus and
duty given, will involve a very considerable enhance-
ment of the cost of bar iron, paid partly by the consumers
of her iron, so far as this duty je concerned, and partly by
the whole public, in so'far as the bounty is concerned ; as
far as I eau understand it, that will be the result. Thon I
was anxious to ascertain from the hon. gentleman what was
the number of companies that produce pig iron, which he
expected would be inaugurated by this systom ; and ho bas

Sir LEONARD TILLEY.

not, of course, been able to give us a good statement of that
at all ; but suggested two, as I understood him, at Ottawa,
and one at Believille. May I ask him whether either of these
companies, or have any persons, who have applied to him
on this subject, ever made suggestions as to the difficulty
created by the coal duty in the prosecutionof this industry.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; they have. They stated
that as one of the difficulties they bad to contend with-I
now refer to Ontario.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The western part of it. Now,

lot me follow up the statemmts made by the hon. member.
Ile says that the duty of $i per ton on pig iron produced in
this country operated to tke disadvantage of the rolling
mills. If this statement be correct-and I know that this is
the allegation' made by some parties now under this pro-
position-thon I would have to take back very largely the
statement I made, that up to the present time the imposition
of $2 on pig iron was an increase of expense, because if it
has the effect that the hon. gentlemen alleges, and decreases
the profit of the rolling mills, thon they must have sold the
iron produced from pig, when manufactured, ut a less price,
than they otherwise would have donc, in order to so affect
the rolling mills-there is no question about that. If as
the hon. gentleman says this has a very damaging effect
on the rolling mills, the only effect wi.ll be the redue-
tion of price by the party manufacturing, who made
pig and put it into bar iron. If that was not the case, and
ho simply bad a profit of $2, thon the man who made
iron out of scrap was not injured, bocause ho gets the benefit
of the increased price. Lot me say this with reference to
the position of the man, or company, that manufactures
from scrap, at present, as compared with what it was in
1878. Thon scrap was free as it is to-day, and bar paid 5 per
cent.; and the rolling mills had only 5 per cent. protection.
Now, scrap is free, and the products of the rolling mills have
17J per cent. protection; that js the difference between the
two; and I do not hesitate to say that the other rolling
mills in the country are perfectly satisfied with this state
of the case. I have heard nothing against -on the contrary, as
far as the Montreal rolling mills are concerned, they approve;
and the only diffiulty at Hamilton, is, they say, because in
the city of Montreal scrap iron is not subject to the same
competition as there, where they are near Buffalo, which has
large iron works that buy scrap, and consequently they
found a difficulty in getting raw material, which is scrap
iron ; but my hon. friend will see that if there is anything
in this argument ut al], and in the statements made bore,
it is clear that this duty of $2 imposed on pig, and the
bounty to ho paid, will reduce tho prico cf the article pro-
duced in these industries.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Otherwise it could not touch

the manufacturing industries.
Mr. BLAKE. Hear, bear.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That is the fact. The lion.

gontl-man may say " hear, hear," but he knows, and feels
that, if his position is correct, this must be the result.

Mr. MACKENZIE. If the hon. gentleman thinks se,
why doos he not impose a larger duty?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I do not think so, and I have
not said so; but that is the argument put forward by hon.
gentlemen who come down ere, and by the hon. gentleman
who has espoused their cause. They really state that the
offect will be to cheapen the article. I need not enlarge on
this subject. Our object was to establish sufficiently the
industries of the country, since we have plenty of ore to
produce ail the iron we want. No industry named, or
scarcely none, in fitting an article for market, employs so
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much labor from the time of the excavation and
removal of the ore to the place where it is burned,
to the time of finishing the product. Take the
coal necessary out of the mine, this is converted
into coke, in order that you may put the ore in a condition
for smelting; and the whole of the operations of smelting,
rolling, and everything connected with it is work from the
beginning to the end; and, therefore, if there is an industry
in this country which really I think-and I am sure that
this is the feeling of the House-cau be developed by us to
produce here this article without materially increasing
the price, this is one; and even if for six years it did in-
crease the price for the purpose of developing and placing
this industry in a firm position, this would be advisable.
And as competition is so great, and prices so very low, I
feel that the true policy-and the Goverament so recognizes
it, and I am expressing their opinions on this subject bore
to-day-even if it -costs us something more for the iron for a
short time than otherwiee would be the case-is to aid this
industry in the manner we propose.

Mr. McLEL AN. The hon. gentleman bas referred to the
Londonderry Works, and to the benefits which they are to
receive from this bounty of $50 a ton. We will suppose
that it does amount to a considerable sum; but the hon.
gentleman should know that the Government is receiving
from that company's operations, through the Intercolonial
Railway, about three times as much in freight traffie as the
whole of this bounty can amount to per year. There is
another point: The operations of this company have been
going on for some years in the smelting and manufacture of
pig iron, and a portion of it bas been converted into bar ;
but it does not compote with the other rolling mills in this
country, because they manufacture a different quality of
iron, which does not compete at all; but the Londonderry
Mills roll from scrap as well as from pig, and that quality,
perhaps, does come into competition with other rolling mills.
And what they manufacture there from their own pig iron is
of such a superior quality that it does not interfère at all
with the other rolling mills which roll from imported scrap
iron, or scrap iron obtained in the country. The bon. gen-
tleman said they are in a position to roll cheaper, but they
would gain just as much if they sold every ton of pig iron
they could make and receive the bounty, as if they were to
manufacture it into bar iron. But there cannot be any com-
petition with the quality of iron manufactured with their
pig iron.

Mr. BLAKE. What are the freights of this London-
derry company over the Intercolonial ?

Mr. McLELAN. My information is they exceedd
$100,000 during last year, and as they are running two fur-
naces instead of one, there will be an increase in the quan-
tity of fuel required for the increased output. It will prob-
ably bring it up to about $150,000 for the ensuing ycar.
For fuel alone they will require 130,000 tons.

Mr. BLAKE. In the flrst place, I do not think that the
assertion of the hon. gentleman, that the freights of this
company are such a great advantage to the Intercolonial, is
quite correct. So far as I can judge, the freight rates are
extremely low. I notice that the Intercolonial iRailway
does fnot pay its way, and I have no doubt that the coal
freights for the Londonderry company las something to do
with that fact. In the second place, if you take the $2 duty
and the $1.50 bounty, on 30,000 tons, we have $105,000.

Mr. McLELAN. We are speaking of the bounty alone.
Mr. BLAKE. But I am speaking of both, because the

hon. gentleman has piled Pelion on Ossa by giving them
the advantage of both bounty and duty. It would not do
to put the duty at $3.50, because that would not reduce the
price of the raw material to other consumers, so instead of4
giving them the advantage in that way, the public areJi

90.

to pay about $1.50, and the consumors-who are the public-
are to pay the other $2. That will make an advantage of
$105,000 to this company against an estimtate of $150,000
for freights in the coming year, which is not quite in the
ratio of three to one, though I admit that the hon. gentle-
man's calculation is different froin mine, inasmuch as be
takes the bounty only; but I say that the advantage to the
Intercolonial is, perhaps, more than questionable, having
regard to the rates. But we have departed a little from the
point to which I directed the hon. gentleman's attention.

ie said lie acknowledged that some of the persons with
whom he had been in communication before the Session,
with regard to the expense of coal, made a difficulty.
Those persons were short-sighted enough to believe that the
duty on coal had enhanced the price.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Thoy allogel that.
Mr. BLAKE. And they are the persons upon whose

representations the hon. gentleman is acting.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We do not accept all their

representations.
Mr. BLAKE. No; some of them are heretical, and somo

are orthodox. They are heretics when they say that the
coal duty does increase the price, though they are orthodox
in other respects. But they propose, as a means of encourag.
ing the industry that the duty should be roduecd or abolished.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; that proposition bas been
mado by several manufacturing industries.

Mr. BLAKE. And by these ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. By two of the parties w1ho are

applying.
Mr. BLAKE. And they argue that the duty on coal was

about equivalent, or more than equivalent to the proposod
bounty ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; bccauso they did not know
what the bounty was.

Mr. BLAKE. They wanted a largor bounty ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Some of thern did.
Mr. BLAKE. Iow much ?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Some mentioied $5 to $7 a

ton, and some who had worked under the American Tariff
wanted $20 a ton.

Mr. BLAKE. Persons who had been accustoined to the
high Tariff of the United States and understood all about
the duties of the hon. gentleman's system wanted $20 a
ton, but the people from England made a more moderato
demand. Is that what we are to understand ?

Sir LEONARD TILL EY. They were notfrom England,
they were Americans and Canadians togethor who named
from $5 to $7. They would have been satisfied with $5.

Mr. BLAKE. Was that with the coal duty on?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Was it inclusive of the ex;sting duty?
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; it wae a specifie duty.
Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman did not sce his way

clear to go that far.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Not quite.
Mr. BLAKE. And so he goes about half ; there were ne

English capitalists.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. There are English capitalists

connected with the Ottawa operations, but the others at
Belleville and Port Dover were Americans and Canadians.

Mr. BLAKE, Are these the persons to whom the hon.
gentleman referred last Session, when he said he had been in
communication with some capitalists who were prepared to
invest millions in the country ?
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Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; some of the Americans

connected with these operations.
Mr. ELAKE. Then, the statement at that time was net]

that they would manufacture in case the Tariff, as it stood,
was maintained, but in case further encouragement was
given to the extent of $5 to $7 per ton.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. They were to get further
encouragement.

Mr. BLAKE. Thon I say that the hon. gentleman was
very unfortunate in the mode in which ho communicated
the proposais of these manufacturers on that occasion, and
there are other hon. gentlemen of the Administration who
also wore unfortunate in that respect. What was stated to
this House and to this country before the last Election was,
that there were millions of capital awaiting investment in
the country if the permanence of the Tariff as it stood was
secured; what was true was, that there were persons who
said they would invest millions provided the Tarif 'was
altered further to thoir advantage; and tbey demanded, as a
condition to that investment, a specific sum <>f from 85 to
$7, while the hon. gentleman proposes only an aggregate
advantage of $3.50. So the condition upon which they
were to come here was a condition which the lbon. gentle.
man had not decided to give; which ho never decided to
give; which these people never thought they would get at
al, and it was not a condition of the maintenance of the
existing Tariff.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The position was this: These
gentlemen came hero and asked us what the opinion of the
Government was with reference to the permanence of this
policy. They said they knew the policy was one to pro-
tout the industries of the country as they were beng devel-
oped. The answor the Government gave was, that thore
was no question about the permanence of this policy. The
reply we met with was: "We are led to think differently."
The Globe, the paper most read in the United States, says
that whenever the people shall have an opportunity of
expressing their opinion of the policy, it will be repealed;
if we are satisfied that the policy of the Government is a
permanent policy, thon we are satisfied to come in and
invest our capital.

Mr. BLAKE. Provided-
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; those parties put the

proposai in goneral terms. In discussing the subject, these
men said: "We understand that your policy is that whon
capitalists are ready to come in and develop the industries
of the country, you will give them protection." We said:
" Yes; wojudge, by thirty-five bye-elections which have gone
in favor ot' the Government, that the policy will be sus-
tained; and we say to you that if that policy is sustained,
such a duty wili be imposed on iron as will be justifiable,
and as will be sufficient to encourage the development of
our iron resources." We promised that the matter would
receive our consideration and our encouragement, and that
promise we are fulfilling by asking Parliament to grant this
encouragement, and I have no doubt wbat the result will
be.

Mr. BLAKE. Yes; Lut what the hon. gentleman told
Parliamnot and the country was that there were millions
of capital waiting to come in, only if the capitalists were
asured that the Tariff would be permanent.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. No; it was not. Let the hon.
gentleman look at ansard, and ho will find no such state-
ment-

Mr. BLAKE. One of us at a time. If the hon. gentle-
man had told -us that the conditions wore the imposition of
further duties, and the granting of further bounties, thon ho
would have told us what the exact state of the case was*;1
and if he had gone further, and said: "We offer you the

Mr. Br&E1.

investment of millions of capital on these conditions, and
we propose an Act of Parliament for the imposition of
these duties, and the granting of these bounties; and we
will take the sense of the people on this proposition," thon
he would have stated the facts as ho intended them to b.
But he did not tell Parliament, or the country, that the con-
dition on which these persons was te come in was the adop-
tion of large bounties for the manufacture of pig iron. If
ho did, let him point to the paragraph, or the phrase in
which ho announced that condition. Ho did not say that it
was only on condition of large additional duties-aye, very
much larger than what ho row proposes, viz. : a specific
duty of from $5 to 87 a ton-that ho would attract theso
millions, which ho told us could be attracted if the Tariff
was maintained. What ho now says is, that they could
have been obtained if the Tariff was advanced.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Do I understand the hon.
gentleman to say that the hon. Financè Minister, in the
statement ho made las4 Session, stated that those millions
that were about to be brought into the country, were to be
brought in alone in connection with the iron industry ?

Mr. BLAKE. No; I do not.
Sir. CHARLES TUPPER. Well, ther:, I fail to sec to

object of the hon. gentleman's speech.
Mr. BLAKE. Perhaps the hon. gentleman did not hear

the beginning of this discussion.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, perhaps I was unfor-

tunate; but I gather that the bon. gentleman is charging
the hon. Finance Minister with want of candor to the flouse
in his statement previous to the Election.

Mr. BLAKE. I am.
Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. Because ho said that the

confirmation of the National Policy by the country, would,
ho believed, result in bringing millions of capital irto the
country for the development of Canadian industries. The
hon. gentleman finds a foundation for want of candor on
the part of my hon. friend, by saying that if additional pro-
tection were given to the iron industry, capitalists would be
prepared to engage in that industry. The two statements
are quite correct, and they do not conflict one with the
ofher. My hon. friend stated his belief that the confirm.
ation of the National Policy by the people would remove
the doubt that hon. gentlemen opposite had for four
years been thrown upon its permanency. From day to
day they confidently stated, that the moment the
people got the opportunity, they would swop away the
policy, and the Administration with it. That was the cry
from the first moment the National Policy was placed
before this House and befor e the country. That cry was
taken up outside by the Opposition press, and was echoed
and re-echoed, not only in this country, but all over the
world; and people who did not understand the hollowness
of the statements of hcn. gentlemen opposite, as we under-
stood them, attached too much importance to them, and
believed them. The right hon. gentleman who leads the
Governmont, felt, under the circumstances, that the best
service ho could perform to the country was to set that
question at rest, and ho took the only way in which ho
believed ho could silence these hon. gentlemen. But it
appears that even in that ho was mistaken; for, although
we went to the country, and the overwhelming voice of the
people re-affirmed their confidence in this policy, and their
desire that it should be maintained, yet we are told that it
only rests on a foundation of sand. The statements of the
hon. Finance Minister were well founded. He merely ex-
pressed his belief-his confidence-that the confirmation of
the National Policy by the people of Canada after four
years experience, would lead to the bringing of millions of
additional capital into this country to develop its
resources. Were his statements well founded or not? Sir,
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there is not an hon. gentleman in this House to-day
who does not know that the decision of the people of this
country to maintain this policy lu all its integrity would b
to bring mu additional millions; and those additional millions
are coming in Vo-day, as the hon. gentleman knows. Industry
atter industry is being established, capitalist after capitalis
is coming in. I can myself name one concern which i
bringing in a million of British capital to establish an in
dustry, not a dollar of which would have been seen in this
country if my bon. friend's confident predictions Lad not
proven to bo well-founded, and the people had not at th
polis confirmed the policy of the Administration. I had noi
the good fortune to hear the opening remarks of the hon
gentleman opposite, but I judge that ho wants to narrow
the question down to statements made with reference to the
iron industry. Why, Sir, there was no want of can
dor. My hon. friend stated that the iron industry
was one that the Government judged to be of great impor-
tance, for the reason that the wealth created by the develop-
ment of this kind of industry, is almost wholly devoted to
payment for labor. Thus it bocame an industry almost
above ail others that deserved the fostering care of the
Government, if, by public aid,parties could be induced to bring
in their capital and develop the enormous resources which
Providence bas given us in the vastdeposits of iron ore that
exist in the different parts of the Dominion. My hon. friend
stated that the Government were considering that question.
But ho stated with great candor to this House that it was
bolieved, if sufficient protection were given to that industry,
a groat amount of capital would be brought in and applied
specially to its development. Having carefully considored
the question, my hon. friend came to the conclusion, and
the Government adopted his conclusion, that we would be
justified in giving, in the best and least objectionable way,
that protection to the iron industry wbich is found to be
necessary in order to be able to give it full und ample
development. A great amount of capital bas been brought
into this country in the development of the iion in-dustry
as it is, and a great struggle Las been carried on to maintain
it, and the amount of protection offered of $2 per ton
has not been sufficient to encourage additional capital boing
brought into the country, or even scarcely to maintain the
industries already started. Under these circumstances, the
policy propounded by my hon. friend, with the same confi.
dence as that with which ho propounded tho National
Policy will be attended, I believe, with equally good
results. I know of no measure, after the most care-
ful investigation of this question, that can be adopted-no
single point to which my hon. friend can turn his attention
as inviting and developing industry, which will give a
greater amount of employment, in proportion to the indus-
try itself, Vo the people of this country, than the protection
proposed to be given to the development of our iron indus-
try. I have no doubt my hon. friend will receive the same
support from this House in this measure that ho has re-
ceived in the great change in our fiscal policy which, four
years ago, he submitted to this House. i have no doubt
the result will be equally satisfactory, and that the voice of
the sovereign peuple of this country will, when the oppor-
tunity comes, endorse this policy just as emphatically as,
on a recent occasion, they endorsed the National Policy.

Mr. BLAKE. I am sure we are all glad to hear the old
voice singing the old tune, delivered with some of that old
time vigor, not to say vehemence and breadth of expres-1
sion, with which those who have sat here some time arej
familiar. I told the hon. gentleman, when ho began, ho
could not have been here at the beginning of the debate, org
he would have omitted some things that ho said, because it
will be remembered by those who were present then, that I
enquired of the hon. gentleman at the commencementj
whether his statement as to his having been in communi-
cation with parties who were proposing to invest millions1
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in the country if the policy were maintained, #pplied to the

s proposai on the subject of the iron question, ani ho
e answered: "Yes, it did." I did not hoar him» say oxolu-
s sively, but that it did apply to that.

An hon. MEMBER. That is the wholo case.
Mr. BLAKE. It is not the whole case. No doubt the

hon. member f>r Colchester, (Mr. MoLelan) who re-
presonts the iron works, conceoived it was the whole

t case; but the hon. member for Halifax ougbt to have
e taken a broader view, evon though Colchester does lie
tin the limits of Nova Scotia. The whole ose is, that,

having in bis eye, thought and mind the persona
who were proposing to invest millions in the iron in.
dustry, the hon. gentleman said maintenance is the condi-

- tion ; but now we find it is not maintenance, but the aggra-
vation and the oxtension of the policy in a manner that ho

- does not venture to propose to the House to-day that that was
the reason of the transaction. There is another point. We
have been more than once reminded, and reminded with pro-
priety-although those who reminded us ought to have had
their mouths closed by the observations they have made-
that persons who have engaged in commercial or manufactur-
ing enterprises must be competent for the task, and thtat no
Government, no Parliament, no Tariff even, eau protect from
disaster those who do not bring to the accomplishment of
their proposed ventures, those qualities of mind, and that
vigor, exporience, dotermination and good judgment,
which are essential to the execution of them. The Govern-
ment has said: "Wedo not pretend to be able tokeep every
man from failing, to give every man success; all that we
give is a fair ch nce, and the rest deponds ontirely upon
enorgy, diseernment and good judgment." Now, what will
the hon. Minister of Railways think when I tell him that
amongst ihose things that were developed in the discussion
before he came bere, the men whom it is proposel to intro.
duce into this country to develop this general enterprise,
which ho says has required and will reluire so mauch on the
part of thoso who develop it to succeed-that the mon
whose applicalion has received the favorable consideration
of the hon. Minister, areso short sighted, so dull, understand
so littlo the true beai ings and conditions of this country,
that they actually believe, in what they call their minds, that
the duty on coul increases the cost.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I will narrow the question
down to the iron question, and stand upon that alone.
Whon we are dealing with the hon. gentleman who has just
taken his seat, we are dealing with a man of no ordinary
ability, and whose professional position places him whero
ho can cross-question a witness, and if possible get that
witness to state what is not the truth. Members of the legal
profession understand that perfectly well, and that hon.
gentleman put into my mouth what 1 never said, and asked
this House to condemn me. lie said I came down here and
said te the House that these men who were anxious to bring
in their capital, said : "If you continue the present duty on
iron we will egme in with our millions."

Mr. BLAKE. To maintain the policy.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I ask the hon. gentleman to

point to any statement of mine to that effect; it would be
utterly inconsistent with the facts of the case. The hon.
gentleman knows well that an application had been sent to
the Government signed by forty members of theZ ouse to
increase theduty on iron. What answer did I make? Did
I say, as I would have said were the statement
of the hop. gentleman true : " You canunt have acent more."
No; but I said that the Goverument, as a»Ixious as we
were to develop this industry, would give it betwom this
and the next meeting of Parliament, the most sareful
consideration. That was the answer. If ho ad said
these capitaliste were prepared to come in hIome nuder the
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present duty, it would have been inconsistent for me, in the
same breath, to say that the Government would give the
most serious consideration to this question. The hon. gen-
tleman wishes to put me in the position of having made a
false statement. The policy of this Government is a Pro-
tective policy. We have sai we are determined to make
it a success. We must, in order to meet the prejudices, to a
certain extent, at any rate, of pre-formed opinions, intro-
duce it with the small edge of the wedge first; and as we
are able to show the people that by the imposition of addi-
tional duties, by the competition that will grow, as
the result of that, they obtain the articles they con-
sume as eheap as before, the people then will
say: "Go on extending and widening that policy."
W e might have said to the people of the country : "We have
carried the policy in the Tariff as it stands; " but we do not
say that, we say that the country bas endorsed this policy;
we do not say they have endorsed the policy just as it is-
though we might have said so-but that the country bas
declared it is right, and in the general interest, to give Pro-
tection to the industries of the country. And if our present
Protection is not found sufficient, we have said, and I say it
bore, it will be the policy of the Government, whore it does
not lead to sufficient competition, to give the people an
article at a low price, to give more Protection, because we
will have this market for our people if we can. In this case
it is likely. $2 a ton costs the country something, but they
all contribute to it, it will be taken out of the general
Treasury. But if we can put thousands of men to work in
mining our ores, in the development of our coal, and in con-
verting it into coke and the smelting of this iron, we create
a large industry in the country, we give employment to
the people, who will eventually get their steak as cheaply
as before. That is the policy of the Government, and this
is the outcome of Iliat proposition. I have pointed out
clearly to the House that it would have been inconsistent-
and I never could have said what I have been charged with-
I assured the forty members of this louse, who put the ques-
tion to us, that we would give the subject our most careful
consideration, and see what additional Protection we would
give.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The hon. gentleman complains of
having words put in bis mouth. Now, I observed carefully
ihe words used by the hon. member for West Durham, and
they were "to maintain the policy," I am positive these
were the words.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The last term he used was
"to maintain the position." But the hon. membor went
f urther; he drove it home, and he said I had stated that we
would extend it.

Mr. MACKENZIE. In no Ministerial manifesto that I
saw, nor in the words put into the mouth of the Governor
General, nor in the Ministerial address to the electors, have
I seen it announced that it was the intention of the Govern-
ment to increase this rate of taxation. No indication has
been given that the present rate would not be sufficient, and
the hon. gentleman and his colleagues in that respect car-
ried the country by false pretences.

Mr. BLAKE. When the hon. gentleman spoke about
millions which were about to be invested, as ho had re-
ceived assurances on certain conditions, he did not say what
industry those millions were to be invested in. He said ho
had application from capitalists involving the investment
of millions if the Government was consistent in this policy
-I cannot give the exact words-but it was a policy of
maintenance. That is plain, because the first question I
asked the hon. gentleman was this: when the hon. gentle-
man made a statement about millions was he referring
amongst other things to iron ? I did not know that he was
referring to iron ; ho did not tell the House to what ho was
referring on that occasion, and I had to ask him.

Sir LEoNARD TILLEY.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I made a special statement
about iron.

Mr. BLAKE. In answer to the late hon. member forKing's,
when he road the memorial of the forty members, he made
a statement that was indefinite. That is the habit of the
Government. If we ask whether a bridge is to be built at
Oromocto? it is under consideration whether; a law is to be
produced ? that question is not yet decided. The hon.
gentleman made an answer of that kind on that occasion.
He declaimed about millions, but ho did not refer to iron in
terms, or to any othor particular industry; ho, therefore,
did not connect that investment in bis statement to the House
and public with iron. I was obliged to ask him, was he
referring to iron ? He says, to-day, that he was
referring to iron, at any rate, amongst others. And his
reply to me was, that if I was referring to iron alone, ho
did not say so; but what he did say was, that promises or
representations were made as to an investment of millions,
dependent-I will not be tied down to a word, for I do not
remember the exact words-but dependent, not upon an
increased Tariff, but the maintenance of the policy of the
Government as it was then in operation, and upon which
they went to the people. But now we understand the
whole thing. The hon. gentleman, in denying the accusa-
tion of want of candor, bas himself condemned himself in
that regard. What does ho say? He says: "We have to go
on by degrees, we have to introduce the thin end of the
wedge." They get the thin end of the wedge in-the hon.
Minister of Railways knows all about the thin end of the
wedge-they have got the thin end of the wedge in, and
ho says now we will drive it home.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. I would call the attention of
the hon. member to the fact that while we have been driving
it home in one direction, we have been withdrawing
it in another. We have been taking it off tea, coffee,
tobacco, tin, and a variety of other articles; we took off the
stamp tax ; and ve have been able to do it because we have
been driving it home in other directions. I thought I was
going to make the case the strongest possible by confining
it to iron, and hon. members who were in the House last
Session will recollect that I made that statement. i made
it last year, when this capitalist came to me and represented
to me that ho was concerned about the permanency of this
Tariff; ho was afraid it would not be permanent. Hle mon-
tioned the hostility of the Globe, which was the paper most
read in the United States, and its prediction that if a new
Government came into power the Tariff would be changed.
I repeated this conversation in the House, and I am confid-
ent the substance will be found recorded in the ansard.
Therefore, I say that our present proposition is perfectly
consistent, for we have never declared or intimated that we
would not go a stop beyond the present rates whenever the
public interest seemed to require it. Those forty members
know that the Government gave them encouragement to
expect it, and that was not a hole-and-corner matter. The
bon. member knew that statement was made bore, and
when ho asked me if it was not the case, I said that the
most careful consideration would be given to the subject.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria). The bon. member for
West Durham bas endeavored in several speeches he
has made to this Committee with a great many words,
and I must say with words that seem to me to contain
a great deal of sophistry, to convict the hon. Finance
Minister of want of candor, of inconsistency, in sorne
statement ho bas made in the House upon the questi>u
of the introduction of foreign capital into Canada. I
have listened attentively to what the hon. gentleman
opposite bas said, but 1 have failed even to follow his line
of argument, no doubt owing to my own obtuseness,
or perhaps to the very great number of words in which ho
wrapped up bis argument, and at all events I have failed
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to see the point of the argument which ho has adduced. Ho
accused the hon. Finance Minister of want of consistency,
because ho asserted on some former occasion that the Tariff
was to be permanent in all its details, and that it would be
the means of introducing foreign capital. Iam quite sure the
hon. Finance Minister never said one word to intimate that
the Tariff was to be permanent in all its details, or anything
beyond the fadt that the policy of Protection was to be
maintained. It bas always been intimated that the Tariff
was to be a flexible Tariff-it was necessary that it
should be so, and that it should accommodate itself
to the variations and wants of thetrade; and I am sure that
every supporter of the Government on the platform
and elsewhere, at the last Election, declared that such was
the policy of the Government on that subject. Then as to
the want of candor, I fail te see wherein it consisted. What
bas all this wordy discussion amounted to? What wo want
to know is whether it is desirable to endorse the proposals
of the Government and to vote for the increase by way of
bounty of the protection given to manufacturers of pig iron.
That is the point before us. To speak on what was asserted
on former occasions, or to play on words as to whether this
was said or not, is wasting the time of the House. So far
as regards the advaniage and necessity of the proposed in-
crease, I am preparcd to support it,and I would not be doing
my duty to my constituents if I did not support it, not only
by my vote, but also by my voice. Since the introduction of
the policy of Protection the iron interest in my own con-
stituency bas been investigated by capitalists, al], or ncarly
all, Americans, who came there and examined the iron de-
posits, and considered the subject of crecting smelting
works. They have exported, and are exporting some of the
ore in a crude state; but they saw an opportunity of manu-
facturing iron on the spot, which we all know is infinitely
more advantageous to the country and to the farticular
district in which it is carried on, than is the exportation of
the crude ore. Before the last Election they were considering
the subject. They, however, read the Globe, and they asked
the question whetber tbis policy was t be cpermanent or
not. They understood that the permancney of the policy
depended on whether the Government continued li power
after the Elections. They made repesentations to the Gov-
ernment, and hon. members who are interested in develop-
ing the iron interests, made representations cither verbally
or in witing-I made them both in writing and verbally-
that $2j a ton on pig iron is not adequate te induce the
introduction of foreign capital for the manufacture of
pig iron in Canada. The Government said they would
consider those representations, as the hon. member
for West Durham sneeringly said, they would consider a
question regarding a remote harbor in Nova Scotia; they
declared it was an important subject, and ono which re-
quired due regard to b paid to every interest, the interest
of the consumer as well as of the manufacturer. It being
understood that the Government had these representations
under consideration, the Americans continued to turn their
attention to the subject; and during my election I met
American gentlemen' who proposed to put up smelting
works in my county; and they assured me that unless the
present Government were returned they would not put one
dollar into the enterprise, and they awaited the result of
those Elections before they continued their preparations and
invested any considerable amount of money. They com-
menced preparations beforehand, believing the Government
would be sustained ; but at the same lime they said: 4'We

are doing this in the expectation that the Government will
perceive that $5 per ton is not sufficient protection, and
either, by way of additional duty or bounty, will increase
the protection given te manufacturers of iron; and if they
do so we will go into it beartily, and place a large
amount of capital in the manufacture of pig iron." And
they have done so. They have put up smelting works

there and given emplcymont to a large number of people.
They have bought all the cordwood they could obtain-
because they are going to make charcoal iron-from the
half starving settlers on the rocky lands in the northern
part of my county, wbich wood they could not dispose of,
and which they would have had to burn in order to culti-
vate the soil. They are buying all the cordwood they can
tearm to the works. This enterprise has introduced labor in
overy direction. A large village bas sprung up ut the
place, and fariers can sell their potatoes, vegetables and
poultry to the mon who are there now, wheroas formerly
thore was no market. It bas introduced quite an ora of
prosperity into what otherwise was a very pot-r district,
and likely never to go ahead and prosper. I say, there-
fore, it is the duty of the House to lay aside special plead-
ings as to whether the hon. gentleman made certain state-
ments on former occasions, or whother their words can be
twisted in this direction or that, and to consider the
important question before the House, whether the passage of'
this resolution is calculated to advance the best interests of
the country at large.

Mr. CIIARLTON. I do not think either tho lion. mcm-
ber for Victoria (Mr. Cameron), or the hon. Finance Minis-
ter, is warranted in charging the lion. momber for West
Durham (Mr. Bluke) with want of candor. I would ask
the hon. Finance Minister if ho is propared to assert that
there was anything in bis language in relation to the iron
industry which could warrant the country in believing that
ha intended to increase the duty 50 per cent., and that he
would make a flank movement as ho bas done in this case,
and place the duty in the form of a bonus, and tax the coun-
try for the benefit of the iron intorest. 1 maintain that the
people were not informed as to the policy and intention of
the Government when thoy went to the polIs at the
last Election. I maintain that the people were doceived,
and that the Government did net prepare hie people for the
announcement of the policy now made in connection with
the iron industry. We have every reason to believe, fron
the assertions made by the lion. Finance Minister, lhit this
is but the entering wedge, and that he may, aven yet,
advance the duty on pig iron to $7 per ton, as h '
us manufacturers desire him to do. That hon. gentleman,
in the course of his remarks a few moments ugo, drew the
very glowing picture of the benfits which the granting of
bonuses wore going to confer on the country; that the
result would be to put thousands of mon ut mining ore and
producing iron-I took down the hon. gentlenan'si iown
words, and these are bis exact words. I understand that
the importations of pig iron, not manufactured, last year,
amounted to 63,000 tons. Tho utmost be can hope to ac-
complish is to produce in Canada the whole quantily of iron
imported from abroad. How many thousands of men will
be employed, supposing the product is 63,000 tons ?

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Thore are 1,100 people cm-
ployed by the Londonderry works, which produced 15,000
tons last year.

Mr. CIIARLTON. I sec, by referring to the United
States statistics, that the average production of pig iron is
112 tons per man in the blast furnaces. According to that
proposition, an output of 62,000 tons would give employ-
ment to 552 mon, and the mon employod lu mining coal
and other work might be as many more. The utmost num-
ber, thorefore, that could be employed would be 1,500. And
the country at large is to be tared to the amount of $94,500,
in order that we may employ 1,500 men. The hon.
gentleman cau easily figure out how much per hoad thi4
country will have to pay for that privilege. The assertion
made by him that the granting of this bounty would be
the means of giving employment to thousands of additional
men is a specimen of the broad, unwarranted assertions
made by hon. gentlemen opposite as to the advantages
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their policy will confer on the country. When you come
to analyze their statements and promises you find they
will not bear the construction placed upon them, that the
country has been deceived, and that it has been led to
expect greater advantages from this policy than it actually
receives. It is a fair specimen of the extravagant assertion
and extravagant promises made by the advocates of this
plicy, asto the advantages which the country is to realize
from the adoption of the policy which they propose.

Mr. McLELAN. The specimen which the hon. gentle-
man has given us is just a fair one of the course which they
have pursued all through, since this policy has been started.
le makes the calculation that 1,500 men will produce all
the pig iron required in this country. I remember what
500 men eau produce; but the employment of 500 men is a
trifling matter, he will say. The hon. gentleman forgets
that, in the manufacture and production of pig iron, other
industries depend upon it, and wili be enlarged, as stated by
the hon. Finance Minister. The Londonderry works have
produced 1,500 tons d uring the past year; and the industries
connected with it, and the works depending upon it, and
which are in operation thore, have employed at least 1,100
men; and thoir disbursements during the last year, when
they produced 1,500 tons of pig iron, have been over $500,000
to the labor of the country. Some hon. gentlemen have
referred to the fact ihat, in their district, the markets
were improved; and I say that, in the neighborhood
of this industry, the Londonderry furnaces, one of
the best markets for agricultural produce in the
Province of Nova Scotia is to be found. The mon there
employed receive high wages; and they must bave the best
of everything that the farmors can produce, and they pay
for it the best prices, which is one of the advantages
realized. I remomber that the bon. gentleman made the
saine calculation with respect to the sugar industry; that a
few men would produce-or wash as they call it-all the
sugar required in the Dominion of Canada; and ho took the
ground that it would be botter for the people of this country
to place theso men on the pension list and pay thom off;
so they would go on with one industry after another until
they would wipe out every industry we have, and have
foreigners produce these articles, putting our workingmen
on the pension list. The hon. member for West Durham
paid me the compliment of calling me the reprosentative of
the Londonderry Iron Works hero. I take it as a compli-
ment that Le should call me the representative of one of the
greatest industries in the Dominion of Canada-an industry
which, as I said before, has employed 1,100 mon
during the p)ast year, vhen it only produced half
of wlhat it will produce in the coming year, and
disbursed for labor over $500,000-I say it is a compliment,
and I feel a pride in representing one of the industries of
our own country; but I should be ashamed, if I misrepre-
sented that industry in this louse, or elsewhere, and declared
that the products and manufactures of this industry wore
inferior to those manufactured in the neighboring country.
I should be ashamed, too, if I were the reprosentative of
American industries in this House, and if I endeavored to
persuade the people of Canada that it were botter to let
our own peopl e go idle, and employ the manufacturera of
Ihe Unitel States and other countries in furnishing the
go'.ds required by our people. The hon. member from North
Norfblk speaks of the increased taxation under the proposi-
tion, and under the policy propounded by the hon. Finance
Minister this Session; but there is no increased taixation
placed on the country. It was never supposed, it was never
intended, and the oountry never supposed for a moment, that
the Tariff of last year would be unchangeable, no matter
what the verdict of the people would be ; that
there is no increased taxation on this article
or in the policy brougbt down this Session. I
eau tell the hon. gentleman what would bring increased'

Mr. CHARLTON.

taxation: to carry ont bis policy, and to have the people
of this country idle. There is no greater taxation that can
be placed on a country, than to have idleness among the
people, and the employed. You give the people of a
country, and the laboring mon of a country, employment,
and pay them good wages, as is the case at the London
Iron Works-and I trust that many more men will be em-
ployed in the iron industries which will be developed under
this system-and you remove taxation from that country
practically. The greatest taxation which you can place on
a country is to let the laboring class go idle.

Mr. WRIGHT. On behalf of the inhabitants of the
great county which I have the honor to represent, I beg to
thank the hon. the Finance Minister for introducing these
resolutions. I was among the forty gentlemen who urged
upon the Government the propriety of protecting this
great iron industry. As the hon. Finance Minister bas
told us, ho could then give us no promise in that direction,
but ho promised to consider the matter. He has considered
the matter, and we have the result of that consideration
here to-day. I entiroly disagree with my hon. friend
from North Norfolk with regard to the effect which
this will have upon our country and upon our popula-
tion. I kncw that iri my own county it will give
employment to thousands. Within five miles of the
very place whero we now sit we have immense
deposits ofthe ricebst iron ore, and every possible facilities
for manufacturi ng it; and I eau say myself, that many gentle-
men have passed my house, and have come to it, since this
motion was spokon of, with the view of investigating intoand
examining our iron mines in that region; and I have no
doubt that they will make a move in the direction of the
erection of' furnaces; and a great industry in that way will
bedevoloped, benenting our people immensely, and affording
a local market, while additioual benefits will be conferred
on our people. I would say another word with regard to
this p>ey: It will have a special effect on the people of the
Province of Que bec, which bas great facilities for
manufacturing immense deposits of iron ore, valu.
able water p >wers, and an intelligent, docile,
and an indn:-trions people; and I think, moreover,
that iL will have a most beneficial effect on every
great interest in our country. In my own county, as I have
said, within five miles of this place, we have millions of
tons of iron ore, sone of which have been taken away; and
regret to seo it passing by our door and taken to the United
States. Theeffect of this policy will beIto build up ourown
furnaces, to crecate a market for our produce, and to advance
the great iron industries in our midst; therefore I have no
hesitation in heartily endorsing, as I do, this policy, and, as
one of the mombers of this House, and also on behalf
of the 50,000 people who)m I represent, in thanking the
bon. Minister for introducing these resolutions.

Mr. VALI. I am surprised to see so lengthy a discus-
sion, which-as these debates always do-amounts to the
same thing. We are always accused of taxing the people,
and principally in connection with the proposition of the
hou. Finance Minister to give a bounty of $1.50 to the pig
iron industry; but we say that it will give employment to
a great many of our people. With regard to coal, I am
astonished that no representative from the Lower Provinces
bas risen to state what they should know botter than I do,
and that is this: Since the National Policy has been in opera-
tion, we have developed the coal mines of those Provinces.
Before this policy come into force, very few steamers
were engaged in carrying this coal to our
ports; but since its inauguration this state of affairs bas
been changed. Last year no les than twenty steamers
were engaged in carrying coal from Sydney and Picton to
Montreal direct. What an immense quantity of coal was
last year brought into the upper Provinces from those
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mines; and what a great number of people have been
employed in this relation compared with what used to be the
case. While a great deal of money bas been paid out to the
laborer3 of the mines and to the sailors on the coal vessels,
we have encouraged our industiles by smelting iron in this
country, by which the consumption of coal wili aiso be in-
creased. We have also to remember that this policy bas
increased the construction and extension of railways in this
country. At the last General Election it was sung ont on
every platform that the price of iron had been increased as
well as the price of nearly every other article consumed by
the people. On several occasions in my own riding 1 asked
blacksmiths how much they now paid for theiriron, and they
told me 80 ets. I asked them how much they paid
for it before the inauguration of the National Policy, and
they said $1, so there is a reductin of 20 ets. on that
article. Wo never saw coal so high in Quebec as it was last
fall; but that does not interfere with the importation of coal,
because we enlarge our industry, and, therefore, the con-
sumption is enlarged. It is said that this policy has put
taxes upon the people; but in 1878 we had the same cry,
and at that time the people were starving in Montreal and
Quebec because they had nothing to do. By this policy we
have given them something to do, and something to earn,
and the result is that the mass of the people are more
wealthy and more happy.

Mr. McNEILL. I do not inteni to prolong the debate of
this question, but I wish to make one observation. It seems
to me that if we intend to establish manufactures of iron in
this country at all, the sooner we commence the better; and
I think that perhaps a statement of the effects of the policy
which bas been parsued in the United States-a policy
similar to that proposed by the hon. Finance Minister-
might be interesting to the House. In 1870 there were
only 10,000 tons of Bessemer steel produced in the IJnited
States; in 1877 the amount haci risen to 757,000 tons.
During the period between 1863 and 878 prices fell
from $158 per ton to $42 per ton, the decline in
price being continuons between those two dates. Coin-
paring the years 188) with 1870, I find that the
production bas grown in Great Britain in those years to the
extent of 17 per cent., while in the United States it has
doubled. At the present day the United States produce a
greater amount of Bessemer steel than any other country
in the world. This bas been the result of the adoption in
the United States of the policy which it is proposed to be
adopted bere; and I do not think anyone will consider that
such results as I have mentioned would be very injurious
to this country. There has been a continuous decline in

the price of iron products in the United States. The price
of the best refined rolled iron in Philadelphia, in 1841, was
$85.62 per ton ; in 1850, $59 per ton; in 1877, $52 per ton;
while, in 1878, it went down to $43 per ton. So the result
has been that the people of the United States have now got
this manufacture in their own hands, while, at the same
time, they are getting their iron enormously cheaper than
before. I think if the adoption of this policy will produee
similar results in this country, it will not be displeasin-; t
the country, or to this House.

Mr. WOODWORTH. I should bave added roting to
the debate which bas taken place, had it not been for some
remarks made by the hon. momber for Norfolk (Mr.
Ch trlton). It seems to me that we have heard enough
about the country boing deceived at the last General Eloe-
tion. The changes have been rung upon that subject
suficiently, and I can scarcely think that bon. gentlemen
opposite are helping their cause, or assieting the interests
of the people, or enabling them to live any better or happier,
by continuady dwelling on the theme that the country is
going to the dogs, or that the people have been deceived.
For hon. gentlemen opposite 1 entertain persor.ally very

kind feelings-they are naturally of a kindly disposition ;
but when they touch upon matters political you would
think they were a lot of hirod mourners, and that
everything looked at through their glaises was of a
most dolorous and unhappy character. We bave heard
that in old times it was the custom to hire mutes at funorals,
or rather to hire persons who were, some suppoBed to be
mutes, but when they got home after the funeral, or went
to their cafés, they ate and drank and were cheerful like
other men. In this House, to-day, we have a compact eerried
mass of gentlemen sitting to the left of the Speaker whose
business seems to be that of professional mourners, hired for
the occasion ; and the one who succeeds in putting on the
most dolorous look is regarded as the head boy of his class.
They are most ably led; but is it not about time that they
forsook this kind of warfare, and joined in helping to carry
on the business of the country. if they have any ojections
to the Tariff, or to governmental action in any rospect, lut
them make that objection, but lot them not be continually
placing on record in Hansard, and in the public newspapers,
that this country is a splendid place to stay away from. 1
should judge that they were in the habit of reading the
most lugubrious literature.

An bon. MEMBER. The lamentations ofJereniah.
Mr. WOODWORTH. Yes, perhaps the lamentations of

Jeremiah; but it occurs to me that they must also have been
reoading "The Raven," for with these hon. gentlemen,

"The raven, never flitting,
Stillisl sitting, till is sitting
On the pallid bust of Pallas,
Just above their chamber door;
And hie eyes have ai the seeming
(JEa demoa that is dreaining,
And the lamp light o'er him streaming
Throws hie shadow on the flaor ;
And their soul, from out thlt shadow
That lies floating on the floor,
Shail be lirted-never more!"

J went into the Library the other day to asic for Byron's
Poems, but [ found that the volume containimng the poom of
" Darkness" had been taken out by an bon. gentleman who
is a member of the Opposition. This hon. gentleman did
rot speak, but I have no dubt

"lHe had a dream which ws not ail a dreamn:
The bright @un was extinguished, and the stars
Did wander darkling in the eternal space," &c.

The hon. gentleman did not exactly rocite these lines, but
one of them recited Sidney Smith on taxation-or rathor,
ho did not rocite it, but wrote it on foolscap, and rend it.
When I heard it, I woke up, and I thought ho was talking
about a new man named Smith; and I found that it was
something every schoolboy knows, and that almost every
gentleman in this louse muast have learned when ho wasat
school. My hon. friends opposite seemed to be acquainted
with all that class of literature which would tend to make
them unhappy, although a more natural, a more kind, a
rnore cheet ful, or a more gencrous lot of mon in private life
could hardly be found. But why do they not carry those
feelings into Parliament ? Why is it that they are always
drilled bore to put on the habits of mourners, and to take a
black cast of overything ? Not one of thom bas a cheerful
word in this Hiouse. Ilow do they expect toget into power?
By telling the people that they are blind, andsick and
lame ? It you are always telling a man that ho is sick, it
will not be very long before ho is so. Go to any man and
teli him: "Your eyes are looking bad ; you must be sick."
" No," ho says, "I feel well enougb." Another comes up
to him, and says: "Your skia is yellow; you have got the
jaundice." "No," ho says, "I feel pretty well." Another
comes along, and says : "Yeu are looking awful bad." In
half an hour yon will have that man in bed. Imagine a
man sitting down at table with hon. gentlemen opposite in
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the same mood that they display ini this House; they would
make any man dyspeptie. I ask lhoD. gentlemen in al seri-
ousness to give up this kind of thing. Nothing corrupts
good manners so much as evil communications, and nothing
makes a man more wedded to a thing than continual itera-
tion. If you meet those hon. gentlemen in the corridors, or
in the streets, away goes their mourning; it seems to be
professional all the time. Either fonce them up or else let
them stop this kind of work; let them criticise honestly
and fairly any Government measure, but let them do it in
a Parliamentary way, or a way in which they would toach
their children to do it. If any of their children came up
to them and whined as they do here, they would box their
ears. They have fallen into this bad habit almost imper-
ceptibly. After thoy go back to their families, I venture
to say that for the first three or four weeks, their children
hardly know them; they go home after their business
here, toi ally demoralized, totally changed, like the chame-
lion. The Ion. member for W est Durham says we are all
going to the dogs, that the country is at sea. When hon.
gentlemen opposite heard that the Elections were coming
off on the 20th June last, they seemed to be convinced that
such was the case. They cried out: "You have deceived
the country." The hon. member for West Durham issued
bis address, a most able and eloquent one, in which he
gave the people much more than he gave thom on the
stunp. Look at it now; it is like a lawyer looking at bis
brief after he bas lost bis case in which the Judge was
against him, and the jury did not believe a word he said.
Well, hore is the hon. gentleman's address. I do not
bring it up to hurt the feelings of Ion. gentlemen opposite,
or to wound their mournful minds; I do not do it for that;
I only do it because it is my duty to do it. The hon.
gentleman closes his address in these words:

" But if in the main yon value the principles and approve the policy
I announce; if you are prepared to condemn the fraud which would
cheat our people of a fair representation, the wrong which would
deprive us of our Provincial rights, the injustice that would repudiate
an international award, the crime which has placed our future in the
North-West in the hands of a great monopoly, the additions, in breach
of solemn pledge to taxation, to expenditure and public charge."

The vory thing that is being discussed now. The people
licard this indictment and pronounced that ihero was
nothing in it-that the Government did not break their
pledges; but hon. gentlemen opposite again say that the
country has been deceived-thie same thing over and over
again. I wonder that they do not soon get tired of it.
Imagine a man looking at his own face in a glass five
handred times in half an hour and not getting tired of it.
I will tell you how they made the mistake. They got in,
and that is why they say these things. What about
the poor fellows who were defcated. They said to
themselves : "If I had not told the people such
stuff as ibis; if I had not talked as I did, and
had looked a little more cheerful, I might have got in."
These men did not get in, and the mon who got in think
they got in because of their complaints and their gloominess.
Thoy did not; they got in in spite of it. Now, I want to
say one thing in regard to the lon. rmember for West
Durham, the able leader of the Opposition. I did think
that, considering the history of the past, le might have
spared the bitter sneer-in which he is so apt, and in which
lie rivals all competitors-in regard to the Province of
Nova Scotia, one county of which I have the honor to
represent, and in which Province I have the bonor to have
been born-a Province whose members, every one of them,
on either side of the House love; and we did not
come into this louse to be sneered at even by so
able a man as the hon. leader of the Opposition. We
came into tis Confederation to help to cement British
constitutions on ibis side of the Atlantic; we came in, as
we deemed, at the request of Ier Majesty the Queen, who,
through her Ministers and lier proper officers, had signified

Mr. WOODWORTI1.

her willingness and her desire that there should be a
confederation of these Provinces, and that urider the iBritish
Crown they should be thereby strengthened instead of
being segregated and isolated as they were. We have
continually heard a sneer-from the hon. gentleman against
that Province. Let him read bis speeches on the subject of
the better terms-we had not a Ransard thon, but they are
fully detailed in the newspapers of the day-and he now
sneers at the hon. Minister who represents the county of
Colchester, bocause it is a part of Nova Scotia. He did not
go on to say what we all knew he meant.

Mr. BLAKE. What?
Mr. WOODWORTH. What? That Colchester happons

to be a part of Nova Scotia, and there is no reason why it
should be benefited by this duty on pig iron. I will not
go into the Library and copy Sidney Smith; I will not
say that it is the act of a coward who raises his hand to
strike, but has not the courage to give the blow; but I will
say that the inuendo was that the hon. member came from
a small Province, while the hon. leader of the Opposition
was from a great Province.

Mr. BLAKE. lcar, hear.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I tell von we from that Province

are as capable of taking the meaning of a slur, or a sneer, as
the hon. gentleman himself ; and I tell the hon. gentleman
that until he gets rid of that sectional feeling, that until ho
gets rid of the feeling that one Province is to be arrayad
against another, and that, when it suits him, hidden pre-
judices should be brought out; until ho gets rid ofthat desire
to turn one brother against another, ho need never expect to
sit on this side of this House and load the Government of
this country.

Mr. BLAKE. I do not want to.
Mr. WOODWORTH. I will say of the bon. gentleman,

as a person said of a certain animal that attacked an engine.
A bull came down from the hill and rushed against an
engine, and a Yankee present, said: " I admire your pluck,
but I don't think much of your judgment." Now, the hon.
member for North Norfolk, although one of the mostpleasant
and cheerful gentlemen, personally, in the House, a gentle-
man who would be the last to enter a coterie of professional
mourners, indulged in asimilarstrain, and repeated the same
thing over and over again, like the story of old Mother
Mory :

" I will tell you a story of old Mother Mory,
Now my story is begun;
I will tell you another of Jack, ber brother,
And now my story is done,"

Ho said the people were deceived because there was a
bounty to be given to the manufacturer of pig iron. Well,
we had heard all about this before. The hon. Finance
Minister has explained that the country is not being
deceived, that he bas not deceived the people either by
word or implication ; and the word of the hon. Finance
Minister in this House and country is equal to that of any
lon. gentleman. The lon. Finance Minister also defied
bon. gentlemen opposite to show him a word in any of his
speeches to bear out the assertion of the hon, leader of the
Opposition; and that lon. gentleman, subtle lawyer that ho
is, could not turn to any such words in the pages of ffansard,
but said that he had forgotten the words and could not tell
exactly what they were. Although ie las one of the most
profound memories of any gentleman in Canada; although
his friends claim that he remembers anything he reads, yet
he could not, after having made the charge, substantiate it
by evidence. or would the lon. member for North
Norfolk quoto the words. The hon. member for
North Norfolk was strangely unhappy in this matter, for,
after al], if the people are decoived that would ielp him. If
we are to judge by the statement of the party organs that
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support him, anything this Government can do to drive
this country into such a state of distress and dissatisfaction
that the people will not endure the prosent Ministry any
longer, is certainly an advantage to his cautse. When this
House was adjusting the different counties of Ontari), so as.
to give a baýis of 21,000 of a population to oacb member,
the North Norfolk Reformer, which is said to be the organ
of the hon. gentleman, said that when this thing was dono
the people of Ontario would become exasperated and they
would do -what ? The Reformers would this deal with
matter:

" Though the Gerrymandering Bill is the most contemptible and
cowardly act of a life, stained by all that ie mean, despicable, base and
fraudulent-

(What a lovely combination of adjectives)
-we will regard it as a blessing if it culminated in plaeing our beloved
Ontario in the great sisterhood of the United States of A merica."

That is a loyal sentiment. It commences with this mournful
ditty in that lachryniose stylo for which hon. gentlemen
opposite are fanous, who lead in the chorus, and then it falls
into its natural vent, and eongratulates the people of
Ontario that this Bill will have hie effect of driving them
into the sisterhood of the United States. Why the hon.
member for North Norfolk, and every hon. member on that
side of this House, who is concerned in keeping up a paper
like that, should denounce that arlicle, as loyal, honorable
men would. They cannot afford to wink at it, for it has
gone to the public and has been read far and wide. I do
not know that the paper expresses the opinion of lion.
members opposite, as a whole, or that it expresses the
opinion of even one of then; but all I know is that it ha<
gone to the public, tiat it has been road by the people of
the United States, and, as far as it is concerned, shows
them that we are a discontented people, that we do not like
Canada and our own institutions, and are only too happy to
eut the Gordian knot that ties us to the Mother Country,
and go over to the United States.

Mr. CASGRAIN. What about pig iron ?
Mr. WOODWORTH. Well, the hon, gentleman heard

se much about pig iron that ho did not rise from bis seat to
say a word about it. lon. gentlemen opposite called up
spirits fron the vast deep, but they could not lay them
again. 'Tbey bad called up too many. They had called up
such an ray of evidence and facts that even the hon. mnem
ber for L'Islet, who was always ready in his calm, dispas-
sionate, and most able manner, and who is most gentlemanly
in his boaring, could not say a word, after tho speehhes of
the hon. Finance Minister, and the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, and the hon. Minister of Railways, who spoke
in his old style, as bas been said by the hon. leader of the
Opposition, in bis trenchant style, that those bon. gentlemen
have heard before, and whose words had the eicet of the
command of Joshua when ho ordered the sun Io stand still
-they obeyed. I do not think it is necessary to take up
the time of the House with what bas been gone over and
over again, as the guns of lion. member opposite have been
already spiked, so that they represeut, as I think Disraeli
once said, extinet volcanoes.

Mr. CHARLTON. As reference bas been made to me
by the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat, I will
say with reference to his rermarks that it would have been
a gratification to some of us on this side of the louse who
were engaged in discuissing the resolution before the House,
if ha had said a few words about pig iron. lie reminds me
of the story of the two irishamen wlho were in a lhotel that

caugit tire, and w1ho ecaped in hate without takiug tinme
to ciothe themselves proper ly. One of then put on his
pantaîoCns wfih the vr'o;tg side to tic back and saved him-
self by jaupingr out of the wiudow. The other withing to
ascertain the condition of his friend, asked him : " Are you
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killed ? " The other answerod: "No, but I am fatally
twistei." Sach was the eharacter of the hon. gentleman's
speech. It wa-s utterly ililogiceal and had nothing to do with
the question bJfore the louse, and in a Parliamentary
sense the hon. gentleman fatal1lytwisted himself. The hon.
gentiemîn, by inuendo, roferred to me as being an annexa-
tionist. It happens that I was born in the United States.
As i said before, I disclairn any responsibility for that ci-
eumstance. i was noet even cousulted in referenco to the
matter. 1 must say that, althougli it was a very important
event in my life, I hava no recollection of it, and conse-
quently I do not know that I ought te hb held responsible
for it.

Mr. WOODWORTI. The paper supported you in that
Election.

Mr. C IARLTON. I am coming to that point. I have lived
in Canada sone thirty-five years, and I have attempted to
discharge ny dut ies as-a subject and a citizen, and I supposo
I ought to be considered long enough a resident of the
country te become naturalized by this timo. I think, I
have nover givon u tte rance te annexationaistsentiments in my
life, and I am thoroighly loyal-thougl I say it mysolf-
to the institutions of tiis country. I disclaim and repudi-
ate the insinuation made b*y th hon. gentleman, an insinu.
ation ho has no reason to malze, noground to anke-a base,
slanderous and cowardly insinuation. When I first ran an
election tinhis country, in 1872, an attempt was madeby th
par'ty that hon. gentleman belongs to, to injure ne by
ini,iuuations of this kiud, but the attempt nover lias L-cen
made in that county sino-it did not pay. Now, with
r.ferenco to this newspaper. It is not published in my
riding. 1 am nit responsiblo for the sentiments of' that
editor, or any other editor in this country. That utter-
ance was made a short time before the last Election, and I
disclaimed any responsibility for them, or any sympathy
for them, or any sympathy with those utterancas, as I do
today; and the attempt of the hon. gentleman to impose
this m-itter-a purely personal matter, and a base chargo
at that-with this discussion aigainst me, is one that I arn
sure will net raise the bon. gentleman's character very
much in the estimation of this House.

Resolution le be reported.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

A fter Recess.

IRENUNERATI0N O P TU1E ACTIVE MILITIA.

Mr. CARON noved that the House resolve itself into
Committee of the Wholo te consider certain proposed resolu-
tions (April 18th) respecting the pay of offleers and mOn Of
the Active Militia for each day's drill of three hours, under
section 4à of Bill (No. 31) to consolidate and amend the
laws affecting the Militia of Canada.

Motion agreed to; and the louse r'esolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CARON. The resolutions I now have the honor of
submitting te the cooideration of the Conmitte, proposo
to fix the pay of the Militia force of Canada according te
rank. The change I now propose to introduce applies only
to the city corps. Under Orders in Couincil fron 1868 the
rural corpi who have been serving in the difforont camps
of exercise have been paid aecordinig to rank ; and hon.
gentlemen who are acquainted with the force will under-
stand me when I say that thero is no reason why the city
corp, vho spond so much time nud monrey in keeping up
the Militia force in tie large centies in a state of e iciency,
should nott be paid accordiug to rank as the rural corps
were paid. The schedule which I now ask the Committeo
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to approve fixes the pay according to the scale
adopted by the British Government for the army. It will
be seen, by referring to the schedule, that the pay
is not at all extravagant. It must bc remembered that we
keep up in Canada what I consider to be a most efficient
force. I consider the Militia force of Canada is a credit to
this country, and would be, as I have already had occasion
to remark, a credit to any country; and the pay we now
propose to give them by a statutory enactment, is the same
that is given therural corps when serving in their camps of
instruction. Consideuing the number of days during which
our citizen soldiers are called upon to dri, I consider that
pay is really not extravagant, and that it is merely meeting
the requirements of the force. I may state, and al] gentle-
men connected with the force are aware of the fact, that
this pay does not at all cover the expenses which ofBeers in
hnh city and rural corps are called upon to neet. We cll
know that officers going to camp are caPed upon to provide
out of their own pockei, for the effieiency not only of their
bands, but also for the maintenance of the efficieney of the
various battalions, and they will be still called upon to cou-
tribute a great deal to keep the Militia force of
Canada in the state of efieiency in which it is to-
day. Hon. members will sec, on looking at the resolitions,
that a lieutenant-colonel only receives $ 1,87; major, $3 90;
paymaster, $3.05; adjutant, with rank of lieutenant, $2,14;
adjutant, with rank of 2nl lieutenant, $2. 13; surge'un,
$3.65 ; assistant surgeon, 82.43 ; quartermaster, 81.94;
.captain, $2.82; lieuten.ant, $1.58 ; 2nd licutenant, $1.28;
sergeant-major, 81 ; quartermaster sergeant, 90 ets.
paymaster's clerk, 90 ets. ; orderly room cleik, 90 ets.
hospital sergeant, 90 ets. ; pay sergeint, 8) ets. ; sergeant,
75 ets. ; corporal, 60 ets. ; bugler, 50 ets. ; private, 50 ets.;
for each horse taking part in such dril], $1. The pay
of the Quartermaster-General at headquarters, shall
be at the rate of' $2,600 per annum. While my
Bill was met, as I believe all important mensures
should be met, by the criticism of lion. members who have
had much experience in regard to the Militia force, I
consider it was criticised in a very friendly spirit. My
reason for introducing it is that I believe it is necessary to
place the whole Militia force of Canada in that state of
efficiency which it should and would occupy under the new
regulations. Some discussion took place when the Bill was
introduced, and at its second reading in regard to the
appointment of a Quartermaster-General. It is not the
inLention at present to increase the expense of the Depart-
ment by adding an additional officer to those we possess
to-day. Eut hou. gentlemen will see that the amount speci fied
to be paid as salary to the Quartermaster General is
exactly the sum which has always been voted for the
Adjutant-General. In introducing this measure, it was
necessary to provide for the possibility of the Department
changing the Adjutant-General, or replacing him, although
we would not like to do so, and never w'ould do so, so long
as [ preside over the Department, for I would like neitheir
the Department nor the country to be deprived of the
services of the Adjutant-General, who has taken a deep
interest in Militia matters, and who is known to be a most
efficient officer; still, if it was considered desirable for the
efficiency of the service to give him a different designation
and to have him called Quartermaster-General instead of'
Adjutant-General, we would have, under the provisions of
this Act, power to do so. I think those who have studicd
the matter will know that if a case of emergency arises
the most important officer in the organization of the M)iilitia
force is the Quartermaster-General, and it might happen,
from vvrious reasons which it is not requisite to-night to
discuss,to have a different name given to tbe efficient
officer whom the Department possesses to-day. That is the
reason why I have inserted this provision, and hon. gentie-
men, as I have already pointed out, will observe that the
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salary is exactly the same as that which is annually voted
for the Adjutant-General. So far as regards the clause :

" That the officera ard men of the Marine Militia, and the officers of
the Reserve Militia, when called out ard drilled, under sections forty-
six and forty-seven of the said Bill (No. 31) shall receive for each day's
drill the pay of their respective ranks, according to the foregoing
schedule."

I may state to hon. gentlemen, and tbey know as well as I
can explain it, that this branch of the Milihia is only paid
in case of erergency; and in such cases, when all the differ-
ent sections of the force are called out for active service, it
is only right they Fhould be place'd on a footing of equality,
and ail be paid according to rank. There is, in paying the
fo; ce according to rank, more than the question of money
involved ; there is the question of paying a man for the
-ecponsibility which he is called upon tb assume. If a
lieutenant-eolonel, who is in command ( a batialion, receives,
as under the old regulations, 81 per day, as does every other
cfficer, such a condition of things tends to sap the very
foundation cof the whole structure of the Militia force, in so
for that the officer is not paid for the responsibility which
ho is called upon to assume. In regard to the reserve force,
we have carrieI out the same principle, for the purpose of
niaking it one system, applicable to the whole Miltia force,
because it is admitted that we have only one force in
Canada. We have no distinction between classes, we have
not rot one body which is superior to another, they ail
bClong to the active Militia force of Canada, and for the
purpose of instrnctiog the mer who take an interest in
the foce, the rank and file, the non-commissioned officers
and officeis, we have been endeavoring to give them means of
instru:tion by this Bill which they did not formerly possess;
and when hon, gentlemen look into this Bill, as I have no
doubt they have, it will meet their approval. I have
received letters from the great Province of Ontario, from
Quebec and other Provinces, ail suggesting changes and
amondments which it will b my duty to submit to this
Committee when we come to the different sections. I must
say that all the amendments suggested are altogether in the
sense of the measure as it was originally proposed; but they
are not of any great importance, except as coming from
gentlemen who take any interest in the Militia force, and
wbo have taken the trouble to-read and study the Bill; and
they mado suggestions which I consider my duty, as taking
a deep interest in the future of the force, and as head of the
Department, to submit to the House. These are resolutions
which provide for the pay according to rank; and this Bill, as
I have already stated, accords the pay which has always
bcen given to the rural corps and to the force which dr-ills
in camps of instruction instead of at headquarters; and
there is no reason why this should not be extended to the
otiher corps. The sum required to defray tbis expenditure
will amount te between $10,000 and $12,000 per annum;
but I must state that in according this privilege to the city
corps, we grant it to corps who perform many more days'
drill than do the rural corps. In cities, as hon. gentlemen
who live in large cities know, during winter, w-hen
young men who are engaged in banking or commercial
business can get away from their business earlier than
d uring the summer moniths, when business requires more of
tLeir attention, take advantage of this fact to improve
their knowledge of drill, and the efficiency of the
feo-ce, owing to these extra drills, for which they receivo
no pay at ail, is greaty inr-i-eased; and I thought it only
right to recognise what these men have donc, by placing
tlem exactly on tho s une footing with other corps, which,
not in cities, bu in countr-y towns, and in various parishes,
as in the Province of Qu bee, are called upon to drill in
camps. I think ili'u these resolutios wili meet with the-
approbation and approvaf of tho ouse; and I am perfectly
c-rtain that the hou. gentlemen who have looked into them
wili see that the expenditure now proposed is in the right
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direction. I have heard hon. gentlemen propose-:d
rightly possibly from their stand-point-that the pay oh
men should be increased, and 1 have heard hon. gentlemen
propose an increase of 10 ets. a day. Now, 1 have talon
particular trouble to ascertain exactly bow the militiamen-
or military men, if I may so calli then-of Canada have
been paid; and I can say that even 60 ets. instead of 50 et'.
a day would not at all remunerate them for the time they
lose in going into camp. I know and have met men in the
varions camps which it bas been my privilege to visit, w! e
were paying, over and above the 50 ets. they received, 1
a day, and sometimos more, to men to take their places 
farms, or in the varions establish ments and factories where
they were employed. I consider that the militiameno t
Canada do not seek a complete remuneration for the time
spent in learning their drill, and in picking up the inform
tion which is absolutely requisite to establish a force that
can be called upon at any moment to protect the cou n y,
or to take that position which an efficient Milhtia
foi ce should oc' upy; but they consider that the Gavern-
ment, in giving this 50 ets. a day, dees so merely to
defray their expenses, and we have never found any didi-
culty in getting men to take this view of the question to
fill up the ranks, when this was requested. Ail the basal-
ions in the varions branches of the service, the diffi'rent
batteries, the troops of cavalry, and batteries of artilkry,
always find the men required to fill up their ranks. If he
10 ets, additional a day were added to the present expendi-
ture, hon. gentlemen will understand, that for 20,00n
this would make an increase of $2,000 per dicm, and foi'
twelve days drillof $24,000 per annum. 1 believethat! t o
Militia force of Canada wil! consider that in view of he
improvements which we are now introducing, and ;
various changes which we are mnaking in the old M iin
Act of Canada, we are sincerely desirous of giving to ii h
greatest possible efficiency; and I know, and believe. and
am certain, that the Militia force of Canada wililbe
perfectly ready to allow us to proceed gradually, and not to
bring down, as yet, too large a budget for the -Militia -
partment, which would be considered to be too large or too
great for tUe resources or requirements of the country. I
feel that, as the Bill now stands, it will give to the Militia
force of Canada the greatest possible eilciency, and thiat
thoso who have taken an interest in the matter and lsked
into it will be satisfied with it. We have our difficulties, of
course, in a country like Canada. We cannot expect, and
do not require,-and I as head of the Department would be
very sorry indeed to organize-anything bearing the ex-
pense of a standing army, as some papers have alleged-
and in snch a way indeed, as I thought that the
facts of the case did not at ail warrant. The whole
standing army of Canada will consist of 750 men, wbich
cannot be considered as a menace in any respe'u.
If this is a standing army, it is a standing army simply in
the sense of being the means of educating our militiam'n
who have been clamoring for the opportunity of gainirg
that knowledge and experience in Militia matters which
would qualify them to pa s their exarninations and obtain their
commissions. Wehavealreadyin the case of,"A " and ',B-"
Batteries applied that system te the artillery, and the eIl;et
bas been to distribute ai oven tUe country a large number e

trained and experienced mon, who, in case of an emergerey
would be ready to take charge of the force. Al we h12
done in thi Bill is to apply to the infantry the system
which bas worked so well ith the artillery, I leave it to
the Committee to decide whetheir this is not a Bill which
will meet the requirements of-the force, and place it in a
state of efficiency which it bas not possessed heretofore.

Mr. THIOMPSON. I desire to ask te heon. Minister two
or three questions. To the schedule itself I offer no objec-
tion, as I believe it is about as fair as we might expect. I
would aek if tUe hon. gentleman meant when ho stated that

this would apply to the city eorps, that there would be any
hmger period than 1h twcve days annual drill. What have

the city corps been getting in the past ?
Mr. CARON. This app lies to every day diring which

the Miliîtia would be called out in active service. Of courae,
it would apply only to the twelve days drill in the case
of the city corps; but when applied to active service this
schedule will regulate the pay which will bc given on every
occasion when a rural and city corps are called out.

Mr. THOMPSON. But if the city corps drill ab head-
quarters will they get it ?

Mr. CARON. Yes.
Mr. THOMPSON. Then with referonce to the last item

on the list, will that apply to field officers' herses?
Mr. CA;RO-N. Yes.
Mir. LISTERIi. i understood the bon. gentleman tostate

in the former discussion on the Bill, that the men were te be
rewarded by medal or otherwise for long service ?

Mr. CARON. If the lion. gentleman so understood me I
have only to say that I did not intend te mako a i omark in
the sense in which lie understool me. 1 have no doubt that
in the future such a policy muy ho arrived ut, but there is no
intention of making any change in that regard by the Bill
which is now before the louse.

Mr. LISTER. When this Bill was befor'e the Hlouse the
other day, I took the liberty of sugge sting certain amend-
meuts to iho lion. Mriister of Militia, i also adverted to
!he fact that, in my opinion, the men of the force were
.nadequa'ely paid. The hon., gentleian does not appear to
have regarded these suggestions, and lie appears
to think that the mon are suiciently well paid.
i beg further to eall his attention to the fact that
in 1878, when the last Govei'rnent was in power, the
pay of the men was 60 ets. per day, and since the acces-
sion of the present Administration to power the allowance
has been reduced to 50 ets. I entirely approve of the
advanec which has been made in putting the city force on
the same footing as the other as regards pay, but I think
that the motives which inducîed tho hon. Minister to
increase their puy might have beei exterded to the rank
and file of the force. The hon. gentleman is mistaken
when ho says that the men ie willing to serve at 50 ets.
por day, and in support of ny statement I call attention to
the fact that in many of the eoinities of Ontario the pay of
the volunteers has been supplomented by grants from the
county councils, showing liat the pay they receivo is not
considered satisfactory. If the force is as cfficient as the
hon. Minister of Militia '4ays it is, it is to a large extent due
to the liberality of the county councils throughout the
Provinces. I think some inducement should bc held out to
the volunteers to remain iii the service and te make
themselves efficient soldiers; and I would suggest to him
that the pay of the volunteers should be increised gr'adualiy
from year to year. For the first year's sErvice they might
reccive 50 ets. per- day, andt euch vear ther'eafter an increase
of 10 ets. per day until the expiration of five years when
their puy would be $1 per day, which would be no more
than they are entitled to. As 1 sta ted the otherday, in 1878
the volunteer's of this country wece led te believe that if
hon. gentlemen opposite who were ilion in Opposition at-
tained to the Treasury benchs, they would consider what
they regarded a grievance on the part of the volunteers and
would remove that grievance by increasing their pay.
These promises, although nlot made by Ministers them-
selves, were made by candidates who were supporters of the
Ministry; and I foel it is the duty of ibis Government te
carry out the pledges they made to these volunteers. I
feel that the Government has done an injustice te the volun-
teer force of the country, and this measure, so far as the
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pay of the volanteors is concerned, Vill be received with ances of danger in tbe country wo should keep these
anything but satisfaction. I do not propose to offer an militury expenditures as low as possible. I lhink
anendment; if the hon. Minister finds, notwithstanding the that the Military College which was loft us as a lcgacy
bonsted s.urplus of tbe hon. Minister of Finance, that ho can- by the lust fovernmcnt, liko the Supreme Court, was
not afford a simple net of justice to these men, I shall not saddled on the country, and we receive very lie beuefit
offer any anendment. But year after year, when this from it. I do net think that becauso that was introduced
matter comes up, it will be my duty, as a representative of under any previeus (;ernment, that is any strong argu-
Sbe people, to cali the attention of theGovernm*ttoit; and 1 ment why it should be continued to-day. t may bo that
hope that in the course of a fbw years they will see their way in the towns and citics ibis expenditure is ondorsed, Lut I
to do this simple net of justice. You must remember that believe wo get very littie return for it. If we înakc the
i he ranks of the volunteers are increased by mechanics, very increase in the expenditure this year which this Bih
clerks, bank clerk-, and people occupying commercial posi- catis for, the peopie wilI begin to beliove thero is oxtrav-
tions tbroughout the country, and that while they are away, gante in this inot commendablo under pioscrt ci;eum-
they are losing time and money, and they ought to be com- statces. I betieve tbe Most of this moncy is oatcn up in
pensated to a reasonablo extent; but 50 ets. a day I con- the large citios and tewns, and the volunteers in the tenu-
sider entiroly inadequate to the servicce these men have to try reccire ittie or ne remuneration at allI ail fairness
perform. the vetunteors ef the country, ouglt, if :ny iterease is te

Mr. RO3S (Middlesex). Tho hon. Minister, the other be made, te receive this ircicase, and ail this roney should
night, I believe, questioned my right as a civilian te criticiso net ho spent in the cities te kecp what ray ho called an
his Militia Bill. Of course, I acknowledge the charge1; amartificiai show ofa staff of men.
a civilian, but I think I am within my right as a momber 1r. O'BUIEN. I tbiuk the hon. gentleman who spoke
of this louse to criticise any measure which is proposed last has net rend the Estinates, or ho would net say whgt
by the Government or by any membet of the Houso. Iho bas said. If ho vil tlck at tho oxpenditure, ho wilt
think I am quite within my right as a civilian to criticise a tind that the staff tests 011Y $30,000, ont of the $713,000,
Bill, when the lion. Minister of Militia censiders it his right and ifho considers that a large proportion, ho caunot know
as a civilian to introduco a Bill. I agree very cordiaily much about the subjcct. With regard te the Quartermaster-
with the Minister in the proposition ho makes to pay the Gonerni, I think it is right the Goverument shonld have
city corps for drill. In that respect, I think the Bill is a powor te make the appeintment, in case of anytrauble, and
decided improvement on the old measure. I think that wo weomust take the pledgo et« the hon. Ministe-, that ho will
have not, perhaps, paid sufficient attention to these clerks net make the appointment unioss it b-comes absolutely
and others who have ample timo on their hands, noccssary. 1 thorougiily agrec with the proposition, that
and who might bo physically improved by joining the the officers of countv corps sbould î-cire the same pay as
Militia, and who would be quite an acquisition to its ranks. those of the city corps, and aise with the suggestion made
I am not going to find fault with the hon. Minister's policy so by the hon. member for Lambton, that an increase should
far as it extends increased advantages to the force; I think ho giron te the term et'service;and I hope thicbon.
that any stops ho takes in that direction is a commendable Ministor wil take that ie consideration. 11,3might even
one; but ho proposes by this measure two or three changes say that ail tbe men who calist for a second torrnof three
which 1 ihink are entirely uncalled for. I see by the years sbould reive incroased pay. That wouli net bc
Estimates that ho proposes to add an additional officer tomuch additienal oxpense, and would ho foît as a great
the staff-an Inspector of Artillery at a salary of $2,300. advantago. I would aise ask the hon. Minister ifiho
The duties of that officer were previously performed by the would net on bbe suggestion I made the ethcrday, te increase
officers of "A " and " B" Batteries. the pay cf officoîs commandino-field hattcries erci- that ofa

Mr. CARON. Will my lion. friend allow me to stato reginental captain. An officer having charge cf se much
that I am not creating a new office at ali. The pay which Governmcnt propo-ty and uomrnnding 70 o- 80 mon
this Inspector of Artille-y bas hitherto received out of the shuld at leat haro the pay cf the major cr an infanti-y
vote for "A" and "B" batteries is simply transferred from battalion. Ail this entcry again4 the experise of the
iliat vote and made a separate item. He has been trans- Militia sounds ebildisli wheiî we consider the smali ament
forrod to headquarters, and we did not consider it right toe oxpoud onthe sci vice. Wby, the bwe Proviuces of
have his salary charged against the vote for "A" and "B" Uppor and Lcwoz Canada expcnded ala-go- amount. Hero
batteries. theexpenditure noivislessthan 25 cents perlioad of Ibe

Mr. ROSS. I an satisfied with the explanation. Thon
there is an appropriation for a Quartermaster-General ; and $1 per le-d and therovcri States spend more cn their
ihe hon. Minister has not explained to me satisfaetorily State militia. thai we; the expenditir cf' the British Gor-
what his duties are, and what nocessity there is foi- such an -

otticer at ail. i am afraid that if we give him powerte tioi. With our surplus cf 8î,000,000 and a revenue cf
appoint an officer of' this kind, wbo seoms to me t ho be a y00C eIo,000,ditefoe uld erpond le ci.
supernumerary, the position will soon be tilled, although the
duties may not begin for several yîars. I hope the hon. countrvoniiohfaeof the ea-ti
Minister will dispense wvith that part of bis resolution Mr. VAIL. 1)oInderstand eorrectly that $8,000 te
relating to Ihis officer. $10,000 weuld bc the additionil oxpense?

Mr. SPROIJLE. I must say, with refoienoo te the Mr. CARON . YeîQ.
ilicreases proposed this yen]-, thât I fer eue enti-ely dissent Mr. MAIL Jieahl-Iy I de net kîow that there is any oh-
fi-m thora. For serera ycars pist we haro been incu-ens- jectino it if ler eu orry ctn affrd it. But 1 rerepubese
i!)g our Miitia expenditure, and if tho itnount opoýsed whonlion gentlemenosi sat on this sidebcf le liuse
inder this Bill is added te the 8773,0P whieh iýscxpendcd thy nover lest auoppoia turity cfinding Lfuit with ns on

l'Or Militia and Defouceit will bring the total expcnditu'e accouintof st ve enstie statud they sid that any iw-
up te, a voly large sum. There Ïj an mi-cse o oer last crcasad expecditurenhoald b ec e direction of pay ent
yopr of something over $2Q6,000. I thinlîheuc is a g' t uer ahe men. NousGoeRn happons thit is entirely so the staff
leling in tliccunîtiy hiat w-e are spendîng a larger- and the wmn are ho ho negected altogelh. I thiik that
amountitof Ibis monoy for actifletal show ihat for imoun the osc es theeivo is entiroyut of proportion with
useful service. I think that when thero are ne appeur- is that of the men. I think the east the Govermaen o ould

Mr. LISTER.
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do, if they are going to carry out this principle and the
country is in a position to afford it, will be to increase the
pay of the privates as weil as the officers. It is quite true
it is a very trifling amount, but when we consider thut the
officer heretofore bas been doing duty for $1 per day and i
now to get $4.87 per day, giving him $60 instead of $12, the
addition is considerable, and if he should be called ou
for an additional number of days it will amoun
in the aggregate to a large sum. I do not wish i
to b3 considered that I am fiiding fault, because I
know these gentlemen have done a great deal of work in
the interests of the country for a small amount of pay
True, they have more honor and credit, and the hon. Minister
of Militia the other day paid them a high compliment in his
speech when introducing the Bill. I think they might be
allowed to continue to do a little more work in the interests
of the country for the honor and receive the samo pay as
the mon in the ranks are only to recoive 50 ets. a day. If
the hon. Minister can do so, I hope whon ho gets through
the Estimates ho will make up his mind to add $20,000 to
the Militia grant and divide it among tho men as well It is
very easy for the hon. Minister to make himself popular by
being able to increase the pay of all the officers and the
officers connected with the Departmont. I could have done
so when we were in power, but wo were restricted for
money and had to curtail in every respect, and I find the
expenditure the last year I had the honor of filling the
position the hon. gentleman now bolds was $550,000 com-
pared with $751,000 last year, and this year there is an
additional expenditure. If the country can afford it, well
and good ; but let us understand, at ail events, who is to
receive the monoy, if it is to go into the iockets of the
officers and not of the men.

Mr. THOMPSON. I look upon this question possibly in
a different light from some hon. gentlemen. I do not con -
sider it a political question, but rather one of a national
nature, one in which we are called upon to furnish means
for the defence of our country in case of need. The pay
that is allowed to the officers seems to be large, yet it must
bc borne in mind that a large amount is expended by them
in keeping up the force. While thankful for the increase
of 10 ets. per day to the mon, I would impress upmn the
Minister, if possible, to increase that, and we can do so by
reducing the number of men that re to be drilled annu-
ally, and in that way we would have a more effective force.
As regards the promises made previous to the Elections,
reforred to by my hon. friend from West Larbton, Tory
promises are not always to be relied upori ; and mn questions
of ibis rind, I fancy they have gone as far, probably, asour
friends did when they were i power. But two wrongs do
not make a right. We are discussing the Militia que-tion,
ard we wannt to make it as effective as possible, and w ,
duc regard to some encouragement to the men who form the
rank and file of the various corps. When w are
called upon to go te camp every second ycar, it
i3 somictimes with great difficulty that rural battalions
are filled. I venture to say that some of these men, if they
were cglled upon for active service, or to be inspected, many
of ihem wouid bo ordered to withdraw from the ranks on
account of their physicial inability. If you want an effec-
tive force it ought to be reduced, and drilled anrially and
paid better. I trust the hon. Minîster will give this matter
every consideration and try to extend to the rank and file
of the voluntcer force, that justice to which they are en-
titied.

Mr. OUIMET. I agree with the hon. member for Haldi-i
man d (Mr. Thompson), that this Parliament ought not to
begrudge to the Militia the very small amount we pay
them, I say small amoint, because if you add to the three1
quarters of a mllion the expenses of the Department it1
brings the amount to nearly $800,000, and of that sum only4

about 825,000 goes to the Militia. I look upon the Militia
e of a country, not precisely as a necessity, because I do not
e think our Militia are likoly to be called upon to defend our
e country against an invading force for many years to
s come; but I look upon the Militia as a national institution
e the promotion of which is the best means ofcreatingamong
t our population a national feeling, a real Canadian feeling.
t When several regiments meet together in a review I think
t the men are proud of themselves, it makes emulation among
[ them, and it is flattering to them to realize that they consti-
i tute an ornament and a protection to the nation, I con-
. gratulate the Minister of Militia on the few thousands he

spends to have reviews of the city corps. City corps cannot
b treated in the samne way as rural corps. A city corps

cannot, as a rule, go into eamp, hecause the men who com-
pose a city corps cannot leave their employment for a fort-
night without exposing themsolves to severe loss. They
give a good deal of time for the annual drills and to prepare
i hemselves for the reviews on our national fête days. We have
seen them paradingon the lastreviews, and Ithink they did
credit te themselves and to the Militia force. I know the
rural corps are deserving of groat credit too, but they are
not so readily available as the city corps. For instance, if
the Militia were to be called out in a case of emergency, as
in a case of riot, it would be very easy in twenty.four hours
to gather at least 1,500 or 2,000 men of our city corps,
Swhile it would take several days to assemble a rural corps,
whose companies are generally spread over a large terri-
tory. I would, therefore, be disposed to agree with hon.
members who have recommended that an increase of pay
should be given to the volunteors for each additional year
of' service. I think this expense would be quite justifiable,
and while we are voting this money, I am surprised to see
that thei e was ne increase of pay granted to Deputy Adjut.
ants-General. These officers reeeive only 81,200 a year,
while it is proposed to give first-class clerks in the Depart-
ment over $2,000. I would ask the hon. Minister of Militia
if ho considers that a Peputy Adjutant-General, who has
occupied a high rank in the regular army, should not
receive as muchi as these clerks in the Departmonts.
I do not mean to depreciate the services rendered by
these clerks, but I mean to say that Deputy Adjutants-
General, who are presumed to be qualified for the posi-
tion, ought to carn -enough to koep their families alive,
because I really think that $1,200 for a main in the posi-
tion that a Deputy Adjutant-General is suîpposod to
occupy in a city, is too snall a sum for his services. I am
really sorry that in this schedule no incriase of salary bas
LeCn provided for these officers, nor for the lrigade Majors.
i do not think that our constituents will ever blame us for
encrouraging the Militia, as a rule. I would be in favor of
encouraging it more than we have done in the past. For
my part, I would bo disposed te curtail the amount that is
allowed our standing army or nuclous of an army, and to
increase the pay to the militiamen.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for Laval, in advo-
catinîg an increase to the men in hie city, says they cannot
leave their work, and because they are holding important
positions. Every man who is following his daily avocation
holds, what is to him, an important position. 1 do not
think that is any argument at all. There is one peculiarity
in reference to the demand for increased pay to the officerr,
and that is that almost overy muember in this House who
supports it appears to be an offieer himself. It is only like
men s eaking for themselves. I believe that the mon who
must h depended upon, speaking generally, come from the
rural districts, and that they make up the great force of an
army. I am net oe of those who believe that thcy cannot
be brought into the field on short notice. The hon. member
for Laval (Mr. Ouimet) has stated that city corÈs can be
brought into the field in twenty-four hours. Our experi-
ence at the time of the Fenian raid was that it did not take
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several days to place the country corps in the field, but
that many of them were in the field within twenty-four
hours, and indoed as sooa as ci!y corps. in regard to the
increase in salary I must say again, notwithstanding what
lias been said by the bon. rmember for Muskoka (Mr.
O'Brien), that it is nuch more important to pay the
privates than the ofilcers, for every increase appears
to be in the direction of the latter, and as going
towards city corps, and to make up the artificiality
of military life as a nation. 1 hold that wo have
a right to criticise this Bill because we, in the rural dis-
tricts, will, in a large measure, have to pay the money, and
this Bill will leave another law on the Statute-book which
will cause increases from year' to year, and which will be
defended on the ground that the Bill at the time was
acknowledged to be a right and proper one. The Bill ap-
pears to r' ate other officers, whose pay some will consider
extravaganiî, and iii that and other ways, a large additional
amount wilI b needied every year Io pay the demands for
that service. The hon. member for Muskoka said that, con-
sidering the importauce of our country and its population,
wo are pay ing a very srmall surm for deienive purpose-. This
is a very youn>g country, and there are no sigus of danger;
and if we take Sî3,000 for the Militia Department, $416,000
for the Mounted Police, and if we add the increase which
will naturally occur under this Act, amounting to $125,000
or $15 000, lbose items amounut toa very considerable sum.
It is time we should consider if this expendituire is to go ou
increasing from ýear to year, what we are to receive for it,
esocially if there is not some curtailment, especially ut a
time when there is ver 1iule eviiodnce cof ar increascd de-
mand for such a standing army.

Mr. VAIL. Tho hon. member for Laval has referred to
the salaries paid to Deputy Adjutants-General, viz.: $1,200.t
It must be remembered that they are granted $500 as(
allowances, which increases the amount to 61,700.

Mr. OUIMET. I do not know whether the hon. gentle-t
man could live on that or not.2

Mr. BAIN. I agree a good deal with the expressions
whicl have fallen from the hon. member for Grey, when he
says that we have many officers here to see that they get
justice in any readjustment made by this Bill. I do not in-t
tend to say one word in regard to the officers, but the read-f
justment is not made in a direction which will be likely to
satisfy the rank and file of the Militia service of this coun-a
try. I remember that before I entored Parliamentary life,s
while I was doing municipal service, the difficulty that sur-c
rounded the Militia service,and that the eounty council grant-u
ed an additional allowance of 25 ets. per day while thny
were in camp. That county council has found it necessaryi
to continue that practice since. Hon, gentlemen talk abouta
the inconvenience of young mon in cities obtaining absencea
for a period of two weeks to go into camp, but young men
in the country find it just as inconvonient to leave their
employment, and in not a few cases they have hadI to pay
more to have their places supplied than the whole amount
received, without considering any expenditure in camp. I
think the young men of the country will not value any con-1
cession made in the interests of companies oi-ganized in1
chiies, and J confess I sympathize in the feeling which will]
grow up with ouir young men that the additional expendi-
ture on the Militia force is being a good deal made in the
direction of display, tinsel and feathers, and not towards the
substantial improvoment of what really must be the back- h
done of the Militia service if it is ever' going to amount to t
anythinrg. Hon. gentlemen opposite are asking much
about the character of the force, and it is only just that
they should show more libcrality to the men who have a
really don.e the work- s

Mr. WRIG UIT. 4, tol, have dwelt in Arcadia, and have r
the honor of holding a commission in lier Majesty's service, 1 Y

Mr. SPROUL E.
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and it is very pleasing to find miltury men take the proper
part which they shouid do in a diýcussion of this kind, and
that Inymen, gentlemen who arc fond of tauntirg us with
being laymen, as regards other matters, occupy their appro-
priate position. I am quite certain every one was very
much gratifed at the statement made in the Speech from
the Throne, in which is Excelleney assured'us, after a
sornewhat protracted tour through the United States, ho
fonrnd that the people of that country entertained the kindest
and most friendly feeling towards us, and that the militar y
manoeuvres of the hon. Minister hud not excitedtooserious an
alarm in the ininds of 1ihat great people, and in fact that the
entente cordiale between the two great nations had been prac-
tically restored. That is a very gratifying assurance, coming
as it does from so high, distinguished and weli-informed a
source. But I think we must all be glad in the main with
this Bill of the hon. Minister of Militia. The very able gen-
tieman who preccded me adopted what may be termed the
Fabian policy. He instilled a more vigorous sentiment into
the minds of the people. In faet, he attended the great
camips and military manSuvres, and by his excellent
speeches, by the singular ability whieh characterized
all those speeches, he appealed], in the best possible
mranrer, to every generous, kindly and maly scw ineit in
the hearts of the people. Hie made use of the great song of
the French:

" Aux armes citoyens,
Formez vos batailikns."

Every nation represents an idea. We, in this country, with
4,000,000 of people, repre-ent the Monarchical idea, and

lur 'rwith 4o 7 000,000, represent the Democratic
idea. We hiad, of course, to forn a military establishmeint,
which was done by our predecessors in office in the shap c of
the Kingston College, and to carry out the military idea as is
done in every free nation; and though we are only 4,000,000,
we are determined to hold -I say honestly and earnestly-
this lone outpost of the British Empire against all arms,
and I think that the hon. gentleman bas done much by his
policy to introduce very fine and frank and manly senti-
ments -in the bearts of our people. J, myself, have watched
with groat pleasure the strategical ability of the hon. Minister
in forning great camps along the frontier. We have been
told by gentlemen connected with the navy, that we are Lhe
fourth ravy power in the world, and if in addition to the
Canadian navy, we are backed up by the navy of England
and our own force, it will be a hard thing if we cannot
struggle against almost any odds. 1 have a littlo
complaint ot my own to make. Some years ago I called
upon the hon. gentleman with a view to the organization of
a regiment of militia in my own county, that great county
in which all the mon are brave and all the women
are beautiful. We appeal to the fair sex always,
and because they are now to exorcise a beneficial influence
on the destinies of the Militia. We were promised by the
hon. Minister that ho wouli gi'e our representations every
consideration; but I regret to say, that owing to circum-
stances over wlich Le doubtless had no control, they have
not received the consideratiin whieh we expectod; and so
I now formally make my complaint before the House, and
I hope that this great wrong will bo remedied, We have
three or four companies in our county, kept up under sin-
gular and disaIvantageous circumstances; they are
solated companies, who hold their meetings, I may
ay, in the very heart of the primeval forest. They
holi themselves together by mutual tics, send men
o Wimbledon, and in every way conduct themselves in
uch a way as to be a credit to the Militia force of the
country; and I have felt it enly fair, representing
as I dosuch a great part of the Province of Quebec, to
fate that I think that their wants should Le considered. I
emember, many years ago, when Sir George E. Cartier was
Minister of Militia, his asking me if I could bring down a
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couple of companies to Ottawa, and in twenty-four hours or
so I succeeded in procuring the very best men in the
county, the very flower of the county, to come out, and in
three days the battalion drill they displayed was an
exaimple -as was stated by members of Parliament at that
time, to myself-to any of the older corps of the Dominion.
I may state that these young men in this military organi-,
zation which I speak of are nearly all temperance men.;
They belong, as I said on another occasion in answer to the
hon. Speaker, to the Tilley wing of the great Conservative
party. They are all temperance men, and the result is that
they keop up their organization. under singularly favorablea
and excellent conditions. They are always ready when they
are called upon bv the civil power, and I think, under the
circumstances, my hon. friend, the Minister of Militia,
can hardly resist the appeta which I have made to him.
I thmk in that regard to this Bill, that in
the main its provisions are excellent. I believe, with many
gentlemen who have spoken, that not enough consideration
is given to the rank and file. I, for one, have the greatest
respect for the Militia force and the officers who command
it. I do not bolieve that a more able, a more gentlemanlyi
and a more efficient body of men is to be anywhere foundi
than are the Militia officers of Canada. I am satisfied of
this after a very close connection with, and a very carefuli
scrutiny of the acts of these men They make great sacri-i
flices in my own county; four or five officers there have1
been practically ruined in keeping up the corps; and Ithink
that, under the circumstances, the officers should be relieved,
as far -3 possible, from expenditure in connection with the
Militia force, and that the rank and file should be given, if
possible, increased pay. I have no hesitation in saying that,
in the main, I am in favor of the provisions of the Bill of
the hon. Mirister of Militia.

Mr. CARON. I wish to say a very few words in answer
to the remarks which have been made by several hon. gen-
tlomen who have criticized this measure. The hon. member
for Lambton (Mr. Lister) states that the county councils1
have considered it right and proper to give pay over and
above the pay which the Department grants to the men. I
can only congratulate the hon. gentleman and the country
upon the fact that we have patriotic county couincils who
understand the usefulness -of the Militia force to such an
extent as to contribute out of their own pockets, to increase
the pay of the volunteers. I can only repeat what I have
already stated, that I would like and wish to see the rank
and file paid more than they now receive; but it must be
considered-and if bon. gentlemen will look into the ques-
tion, they will find-that the Militia force of Canada is'
better paid than is the case in any ether country in the
world. I admit, however, and I know, that the pay is no
remuneration in a country like this, where men find a ready
market for whatever they can produce, in the way of labor,
or, if agriculturists, in the way of farm products. I can
understand it is very difficult indeed for any Government to
lay down a schedule of pay which would meet exactly
the loss of time that the men have to make; and it
is a proud thing for Canada to be able to say that
when the Militia force of Canada is required to drill,
or is called out on active service, they do not
consider the question of pay, and the men are always ready
to go to the front and do their duty. I can say, after look-
ing into tbis matter very closely, that we have never had
any complaint from any of the militiamen as to the pay of
the rank and file; -and that the money-and the hon. gen-
tleman, and officers who are now in the force, will know
whether I am right in making this statement -and the
increased pay given to the officers all goe into the pockets
of the rank and file, for the purposeof keeping up in a state
of efficiency the .bands, and of allowing the men to go, on
occasions like the Queen's Birthday or Dominion Day, from
onecity to another, to keep alive the feeling of brotherhood

which should exist, in any such force, in any ountry; and
I say that this money, which we are now giving to the city
corps, in thus simply extending to the city corps the privi-
loges which have been accorded to the rural corps, all goes
into the pockets of the rank and file indirectly, and they all
so understand it, and are willing so to consider it. The bon.
member for Lambton also stated that, out of the groat surplus
whichthrough the hon. fMinister of Finance,we have been able
to announce to the country, we should give increased pay
to the rank and file. I have heard hon. gentlemen on tho
other side of the House accuse me of extravagance, and
state that the money which was expendel for the Militia
force was uselessly expended; but I would like to ask these
hon. gentlemen to remember that when this force was
called upon to fight the battles of their country they did so
in a -way that would have been creditable to any force in
any country, and .1 believe that the people of Canada will
not refuse to contri bute the amount of money which we
are expending on the Militia, because I believe that
the Militia of Canada is giving more than value
for the amount which we expend upon them. I
would not be expressing my own views as Minister of
Militia, having had the opportunity of looking into the
records of that force, if I did not state that the Militia force,
for the amount of money which Canada bas expended upon
it, bas been a force which bas rendered services which
Canada never can repay. It is not the insignificant sum of
50 cts. per day which will induce men to come out and fight
the batties which they have been called upon to fight, but
it is the feeling that in doing so they are doing thoir duty
to their country and their fla g which induces the mon to
leave thoir ordinary avocation or buiness in life, and put in
twelve days' drill in camp for the purpose of being ready in
case ofemergency. My bon. friend the member for Middlesex
(Mr. Ross) tor once has been perfectly satisfied. The hon.
gentleman, I am happy to say, takes a great interest in
Militia matters, and I have explained to him that this Inspec-
tor of Artil lery was not at all an increase so far as the present
intentions ofthe Government are concerned. The hon. gentle-
man will find out that it is right and proper, in framing a
measure of this kind, to provide for the possibility of ap.
pointing such an officer, though, as ho will see when the
Eistimates come down, we did not provide fr his appoint-
ment at present, though it was right in framing a -Bill of
this kind that we should give every possible security as to
the intentions of the Governmont, and for that reason we
fixed bis salary at the samo amount which is paid to the
Adjutant-Gonoral. It may be necessary at one time or an-
other to provide work for that officer, but unless it beoomes
necessary no expenditure will be incurred on that account.
As to the position of the Quartermaster-General, I must refer
the hon. gentleman to the explanations which I have been
called upon to give, in which ho will see that the position and
duties of that officer had been perfectly defihed. The hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproulo) has stated that the
expenditure upon the staff is too great. I would ask the
bon. gentleman to look into this expenditure, and con-
sider if he thinks that expenditure too great whon ho
takes into account the efficiency of these mon, and their
ability in every way to occupy the responsible positions
which they are called upon to fill. I can also point my hon,
friend to the reduction whichb has taken place in the expen-
diture upon the staff since 1 have had the honor of prosid-
ing over the Militia Department, and he will see that that
expenditure has been roduced to the extent of &11,100 per
annum. These gentlemen give up their time, they have
bad to leave their own business or vocation, and they have
adopted the military profession, which, in a country like
Canada, is not a paying profossion ; they have done thoir
duty weli, and I bolieve that the staf of Canada is less paid
than that of sny staff of equal effluiency in any other coun-
try. I qüite agree with the hôn. member for Laval'(Mr.
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Onimet) when he says that we are not remunerating these were ail officers. Well, I believe there are no more
me!% sufficie"t1Y for the services they renier. I hope atjcompctcnt authorities to speak upon a question of this kind
a later day that the Government will be in a p>sition to than the men who have given their time, their trouble and
increase their pay to a figure commensurate to the their money to it.
services they render. The bon. member for Muskoka Mr. SPRO1LE. I think the hon. Minister misunder-
(Mr. O'Brien) bas also drawn my attention to the pay of stod me. I said that the men who were defending the in-
officers commanding batteries. In England, as is well crease of pay to the officers were ail officers thenselves.
known, the officer in command of these batteries is a major Mr. CARON. Well, the bon. gentleman wilI see that
instoad of a captain, and receives pay according to bis rank, there can le n> more competent authorities on that peint
which is the system we are endeavoring to put in force bere
b% the re-olîtions which have been submitted toParament.t h annd hey haedecîded hat the pay wexch
I itend to on-i-ler thi-< question, which would involve a Stis I amged t teers undernthiandrintexessive.
very .mrli expenditire, for I think there is no branchi o tlIrn gla tfeasce hat my lion.hfriendnoreets,
the service which has developed more ardor in their work,
or displayed better training than the batteries we have in tle expenditure distributed in a différent way from that
Canada. We have batteries in Quebec, Montreal and other proposed in tho niasure. Before sitting down, I must rater
places whieh would not be a disparagement to the regular te what my bon. fricnd the menber for thou ea nty of0Ltawa
force, but the officers in command of such batteries are only has expr"cs- cin the cloquent language in whieh he always
captains now, and il may be possible to accord to them the clothes bis utterances. The bon, gentleman could net aveu,
rank which is recommended by my hon. friend from us-aithoughhh was very kind in the manner in which li
koka MiMr. O'Brien), who knows a great deal about the force, speke, saying he had a grievance. Wall, I believe, it is al-
and bas taken a great deal of pains in the consideration of most an advantage te bave a grievance. No man is perfectly
this Bill. My predc'essor in the office of Minister of Mili- hppy witbout a grievance-
tia does not take very strong objection to the increase of Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). We are very happy.
pay of the officers of city corps. He said that under bis Mr. CARON. Because life becones very monetoneus un-
regime the expenditure was only $554,000. 1 cannot con- less ene bas a grievance. Knowing that my hon. friand is
gratuîlate my hon. predecessor on that reduce i expenditure. se bappy I wenld net like te remeve that grievance for tie
When I came into the Department I found that the bon. present in case it sbould interfere witb bis equanimity and
gentleman had allowed the Militia expenditure to be con- bisperfectbappiness. My bon. friand said, asweallknew,
tinually reduced; and [ found that the stores had suffered, that wbcn under the administration of my illustrious pre-
that every branch in the Department had suffered in conse- decessor, Sir George Cartier, be was called upon te raise
quence. Whether the hon. gentleman did not take any two companies te core down te Ottawa, he found two wbo
very deep interest in the Department over which he pre- were ready at a mom,ýxn.'i notice. We aIt know that tbe
sided, or whether he was not allowed to carry out bis vie ws, King of flicGatineau is omnipotent in bis county and cau
he allowed the expend i ture of every Department to increase, always get, net only tbe Militia force but every other foi-ce
but that of the Department of Militia and Defence, which in bis censtituency, eut at a mement's notice, te obcy lii
decreased continually. The bon. gentleman says that 60 ets. eau. I can tell the hon. gentleman, that anxious as 1 amnnt
a day was granted to the rank and file by the late Govern- te remove absolutely the grievance be bas submittcd te this
ment; but he must remember that this was for six days' Committce, I will try te reduce it by one-baîf. It may be
drill, instead of for twelve, as at present, and that out of possible for me, if the Bil and tbe resolution are carried, te
the 60 ets. the men had to provide their rations. To-day re-distribute the foice in sncb a way that ecorpany may
we give tbem 50 ets. and provide their rations as well. be aided to the foice in bis county, wbicb I knew wili be a

Mr. VAIL. They haIl twelve days, and they got 60 ets. ýa!uaIeadionteMilitia ef this country.
a day, and had their rations besides. Mr. VAIL. I speak under correctioa, but Ihe only

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman is wrong and I am
right. Now, I think the hon. gentleman will see that wecorps and those turned eut fer camp drill, is, that ibeity

at last ~i liera ashe ws wen e pesied vercorps are driiled at their own headquarters during tTwelveare, days. In ail cases tiey roceive 50 ets. a day; ait some cases
the Department, and I think the force will admit that they the Government, by Order in Council, gave them an
are as well, or better treated than they wore under bon. gen-addîtionai 10 ets. a day. 0f course, when drilled at he-i-
tlemen opposite. The bon. member for Haldimand (Mr. quarters they reeeived ne rations.
Thompson) bas stated that Tory promises are not always
kept. Well, I have always tried ta bring the Militia forceoMhat Ger. the on.Mnsrfathe bestwyte
of Canala to as high a state of efficiencyas the requirements
and cireumstances of the country would admit, and I am pay the efficers. I differ entircly from the ion, gentleman.
glad to see hat in one instance, ut any rate, these Tories At bere whcre 1 core fror, the moncy that is paid tbe
have kept thoir promises, and I would not wish for any better officers neyer îeacbes tbe rank and file. If tbe hon. gentle-
testimony than the testimony of the bon. gentleman, be- man intends tbe rank and file te get the mey, his best
cause I know that he as taken a great deal of interest in way is to puy it te them. I think the proposai te paytic
the Militia force of Canada, and 1 take his expression as mca 60 cts. instead cf 50 ets. a day is a goed one. Tic hon.
thiat of a man who knows thoroughly the subject of which he Minister scems teitbink that the rank and file live by their
speaks. My hon. friend from Laval (M r. Otuimet) has patrietie felini If that is so it must ho an insuit te the
spoken of reducing the force. Well, that is a question re- officers te say that tbey cannot de the same. It would be
quiring a great deal of consideratiou. Considering the more patrietie on the part cf the officers te give an examPle
population of the country, the force, as it now exists,is really te the rank and file, by recciving less themselves and givîng
no larger than it should be. It may be possible to redace it more te the men.
gradually by weeding out any comp&ny or battery, or any Mr. WRIG-IT. Thc hon. Minister cf Militia was kind
other branch of the service that is oit thoroughly efficient, cnougb te promise tbat an additional company would be
and then it may be possible lor us to grant to the efficient added te the Militia force of îy connty. I thank hir
force greaer advantages ihan they rce-ive at present. My for that as a smai favor. Consideving that that ceunty la
hon. frik 1, the member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) perhaps the iargest in tbe Dominion, containing 50,000
stated that the gentlemen who spoke upon this measure I1 niabitants, and cnsîdering the particular position they areM SL In. 
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in with regard to the Militia organization, he might ver
kindly and gracefully have conceded what I ask, the forma
tion of a regiment, so that the mcn from there would no
be obliged to drill in Ottawa as at present. This count
occupies an exceptional position in not having a local organ
ization, such as you can find almost everywhere in smalle
constituencies in othor parts of the Dominion. The hon
gentleman bas been pleased to allude to me in kindly
pleasant, and humorous ternis, and Ireply that if I am Kinë
of the Gatineau I can assure tbe hon. gentleman he occupiesj
very high place in my estimation. At the last meeting o
Parliament I suggested the nane of the hon. gentleman, ai
an organizer Of victory, should be changed to that of Carnot
that ho might rank with the Moltkes and the other greal
military men of the day. I have borne cheerful testimony
to the bene6ts lie has conferred on our military organiza.
tions, for which I have the greatest respect. I never see
one of our military men without instiuctively taking off
my hat. Those mon have sacrificed everything, notably
the rank and file, for the benefit of their country during
the time of trouble, the time of the Fenian raids, and we
were then very proud of thei. But when the time comes
when we do not require their services we are apt to laugh
at and stigmatize them as being rathor disposed to fuss and
feathers. I would not insinuate that the hon. Minister of
Militia went too far in this respect. I bolieve the æsthetic
idea is a very important one. We had the apostle of es-
theticism, Oscar Wilde, here last year, and the idea of the
beautiful, among others, to develop humanity is mo.t im-
portant, and in certain matters connected with military
affairs thore must be more or lesso f that influence. The
red coat is very pleasant to look at and bas figured in overy
battle-fiold. An hon. gentleman says that it is going to be
done away with. Although we may be happy with our griev-
ances-my hon. friend near me says they are very happy (the
Opposition), for they have lots of grievances-and although
mine are to be lessened by one-half, I hope the hon. Minis-
ter of Militia will see that it would be well to keep up the
rank and file, notably among the men of the backwoods. I
do not wish to say a word in disparagement of the foi-ce in
the cities, for I have seen the gallant Irishmen, Frenchmen,
and Englishmn of Montrcal, at the time of the Fenian raid,
march out-march out, amidst the waving of handkerchiefs
of the ladies and the cheers of the population, to defond our
country! With regard to my own county, it bas always
been its fate, that the hon. Ministers of Militia were not
prepared-perhaps because they thought the fdghting ele-
ment might not be susceptible of being kept within disci-
pline-to give them a chance of going to the front. I hope
the hon. Minister of Militia, as a simple measure of justice,
will sec his way clear to grant us the organization of a
regiment for the County of Ottawa.

Resolution reported.

Mr. CARON moved that the House again resolve itself
into Committee on Bill (No. 31) to consolidate and amond
the iaws atfciing the Militia of Canada.

Motion agreed to, and the louse resolved itself into
Committee.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. CARON. I wish to draw the attention of the Com-
mittee to clause 17, sub-section 3--" Whenever the exigen-
cies ofi the service required, Her Majesty may raise and
maintain a torpedo corps.' I wish to substitute the words,
" a corps of suimarine minors," instoad of" torpodo coi-ps,"
ai the former designation is the one used in Englaud.

Mr. ROSS (Middl'esex). What would the hon. Minister
of Militia conider suh au exieay as would justify the
organization of torpedo corps ?

94

y Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman knows so well, when
a- and why torpedo corps are required, that I could hardly
t give him any explanation that would enlighten him.
Y Mr. ROSS. Nothing short of a threatened invasion I sup.
- pose.
r Mr. CARON. Of course. The hon. gentleman will under-

stand the peculiar geographical circumstances of the
country, our large extent of sea-board, and numerous

a harbors which we have to protect, and the most ine'pen-
a
fsive mode of protecting the sea-board is by torpedo corps
s organized for that purpose.
t On section 18,
t Mr. CARON. The form of oath does not cover the vhole

ground. I wish to introduce the words " The commanding
- officer of the troop, battery, company or battalion." It is

morely to apply the saine thing to the whole force.
On section 21,
Mr. CARON. This clause was not passed, owing te

objections by some hon. gentlemen. The Military Schools
which we are creating, are foi- the purpose of introducing
that branch of the service, and we consider that it is indis-
pensable so faf as that branch of the service is concerned,
When the discussion first took place, these clauses wore not
passod because hon. gentlemen stated that it was a matto
that required to be brought downi by resolution. After
looking into the matter, I believo that hon .gentlemen will
agree with me that it is not a question involving the ex-
penditure of public money. What I am now asking, is
authority to create the schools. Whon the Estimatos are
brought down, the items of exponditure for the establish.
ment of these schools will be inserted, but if the Iousedoes
not agree to those items in the Estimates, of course the pro.
ject cannot be carried out.

Mr. BLAKE. I cannot accede to the view put forward
by the hon. Minister. It is true wo are not asked to vote
the money on this occasion, but we are asked to place on
the Statute-book a law authorizing the adoption of a par-
ticular policy, the policy of adding to the two batteries
another battery of artillery, a troop of cavalry and three
troops of infantry, making togother a force not exceoding
750 men. We are ntitled to reoceive froim the hon. gentle-
man full explanations of what the carrying out of this policy
will involve, and amongst othor points what it will involvo
financially. It is true the hon, gentleman is not asking us
to vote the money, but ho is asking us te agree that these
forces shall be created, un 1 of course we know that this
policy cannot be carried out wifhout money being voted,
and if we assent to the creation of this force, we cannot
refuse the amount which may be placed in the Estimates
when they come to be considered. The precise details of
the outlay may form a subject for discussion on the Estimates,
but some information as to the cost, as to the proposed
location of the troops, and matters of that nature should be
furnishod on this occasion when the Committee are con-
sidering the proposed change, modification or extension of
the policy which bas hithet-o prevailed with respect to a
permanent active force.

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman is perfectly right in
stating that all information should be given at this stage,
and I have always beon willing, and amu still willing, to
afford him all information that can be given upon the policy
of the Government as to the establishment of the different
schoolp of infantry and artillery.

Mr. BLAKE. May I ask where the new battery is to be
stationed ?

Mr. CARON. I was going to explain. The intention of
the Government is to make the whole of British Columbia
one arm of the service, and to place there a battery of artil-
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lery which will be a school of instruction also, and which
will be more useful in that Province than any other arm of
the service. As bon. members are aware, British Columbia
is at this time without a permanent Adjutant-General. Ac-
cordingly, we have sent, from one of our training schools of
artillery, Major Holmes, who-and I can say this withouti
being charged with flattery-is one of the best officers we
have trained in our military schools, and be is to aot for the
present as Deputy Adjutant-General. When the regular
battery is organized and stationed at Victoria or some other
place, the Commandant of that school of artillery will bo-
come Deputy Adjutant-General, who will, practically, take
charge of the whole district. We consider the question
from a military stand-point, and afier consulting professional
officers who knew the circumstances and requirements of
the Province, we decided Io turn the whole force into an
artillery force, and the intention is to make it " C "
hittery, as we have "A " and "B " Batteries ut prosent.

In regard to the infantry schools, one will be stationed in
the Maritime Provinces, another in the Province of Quebec,
probably at Montreal, the third in Toronto or some place
in Ontai io, but from the fact of our having military property
and barracks in Toronto which can bu fitted up for the
accommodation of the fo-ce without any large expenditure,
and because it is a central point, the school of infantry will
be located there. With respect Io the troop of cavalry J
may say that the intention is to add to the permanent " A "
and "B" Batteries a troop of cavalry wbich will be dividel
between those batteries ; that is to say, we will add a
number of horses to the batteries in Quebec and Kingston.
We consider, in order to meet the requirements of the
the service, that such is indispensable. If it is really our
intention to keep up a permanent force we must have staff
officers and cavalry officers, of course, drilled in that branch
of the service, it will involve a very small addition to the
expenditure, and we could not carry out the purpose which
we have in view without having those two batteries already
organized and by having a troop of cavalry added, one-half
to " A " Battery and the other half to "B " Battery.
The object contemplated is to afford all necessary training
required for that branch of the service. As regards "B"
Battery, or any other battery stationed at Kingston, the
horses will be utilized for the purpose of giving drill in.
struction in that branch of the service to the cadets of the
Royal Military College. it bas been stated by the Com-
mander of the Royal Military College, and by the officers
of " B" Battery, that the battery horses were worked much
more than they should be, in order that drill instruction
might be given to the college cadets. Hence it is, we be-
lieve, and have thought, that by adding a limited expendi-
ture of money to the expenditure applied by Parliament for
Militia purposes, we could get this additional troop. or half a
troop, at Quebec and at Kingston, and give all the instruc-
tion we require, and that this would help considerably
towards the instruction which, under the curriculum foi-
lowed in the Royal Military College, is expected to be given
to the cadets.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). The hon. gentleman bas not
stated what ho expects all this to cost. " A " and " B "
Batteries cost between them about $120,000, or say $60,000
each, on an average; and to establish a battery in British
Columbia will cost, I will assume, about as much as one of
these, or $60,000.

Mr. BLAKE. It will be more expensive in British
Columbia.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). It is more expensive to do any
thing West than in these other Provinces. I think I am safe
in assuming the cost to be $60,000.

Mr. BLAKE. It will be more.
Mr, CARON.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Say $80,000; and the companies
of infantry, which the hon. gentleman proposes to establish,
will cost as much as a battery, or $50,000 apiece.

Mr. CARON. They will not cost as much as a battery.
Mr. ROSS. Say $10,000 each, and we are near $200,000

now for the whole. Then there is this double-barrelled
troop of cavalry which it is proposed to establish-one-half
at Kingston and one-half at Quebee-and this certainly will
cost a considerable sum of money. The hon. gentleman
must add thus, at least, a fixed charge in the neighborhood
of $200,000 for this little additien to the service, which I
think is not absolutely necessary by any means. I think
that the hon. gentleman should consider before ho asks the
Conmittee to adopt this part of the Bill. It is really a
very serious thing to add $200,000 to the fixed charges,
wen there is for it no absolute necessity. We are in no
danger of war. The bon. gentleman does not fear an
invasion from any quarter. We seem to be at pouce with
all mon, and we are already spending large sums of money
in giving instruction to the men. I do not propose at this
sta ;e to offer any further objection to the clause, but I wish
tho hon. gentleman to think the matter over seriously be-
fore ho asks the House to consent to a proposition which
will involve such a large expenditure.

Mr. CARON. I can see that the hon. gentleman bas
becu giving his attention to these figures.

Mr. ROSS. As always.
Mr. CARON. He is so near my calculations that I would

almost imagine that we had consulted together about this
expOnditure. This will really not cost more than about
$"u0,000; and I think that the hon. gentleman must be
congratulated upon the fact that ho bas, without any pre-
vious information, got so close to the amount which will bo
required to give to the force that efficiency which I con-
sider to be really indispensable.

Mr. BLAKE. I am glad that the hon. gentleman is so
near the hon. M inister's calculation, but I would like to get
a little more information about thora. I dure say my hon.
friend is right as to the battery in British Columbia. I
suppose that it will be placed at Victoria. I presume that
the hon. Minister agrees that this will cost more money
than it would bore. No ?

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman is perfectly right as
far as the cost of living is concerned. We all know that is
more expensive. The amount of money I am asking Par-
liainent to vote for that battery is exactly the same which
we pay for the batteries in Quebec and Kingston.

Mr. BLAKE. Then when we reach that point we ascer-
tain, that if it does cost more to maintain a battery at Vie-
toria, B.C., the hon. gentleman's estimate of $200,000 wih
likely be inadequate, unless ho overruns on some other por-
tions of this large military force. I can hardly conceive
from the accounts which we have always received as to
expenditure in British Columbia, it can be otherwiso than
correct to say, as I stated a moment ago, that it will cost
more for a battery there. The hon. Minister agrees that
the espense of living is more. J fancy also that wages are
biglier; and unless the hon. gentleman, perhaps, gives
extra puy ho will have to submit to occasional departures-
I will not call them desortions-from his battery. Then,
when we get to the troop of cavalry the hon. gentleman
says that it is to be divided, and proposes to add fifteen
horses to each of the batteries, A and B.

Mr. CARON. A troop consists of thirty-four.
Mr. BLAKE. Tliis wili not be a full troop, thon.
Mr. CARON. Yes; it is a full troop for cavalry.
Mr. BLAKE. An ordinary troop, I understand, is fifty.
Mr. CARON. Not in Canada.
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Mr. BLAKE. But the regular army? My hon. friend

from Digby (Mr. Vail) shows me that nine troops of cavaliry
which turned out last year averaged forty-six, from which [
presume that a full troop is fifty. The hon. gentleman will
find it in his report, on page 24.

Mr. CARON. They may have turned out an average of,
forty-six, but this was thon over-strength. The hon. gentle1
man will find that by referring to the regulations that our
troop consists of thirty-four or thirty-five. I refer to rci-
lar troops in the serviee. In very many instances, not on y
as far as cavalry is concerned, but in other branches of 1hie
service, there may be cases where an over-strength in tiec
battalion or company, or whatever it may be, occurs; and
it may be that in this particular instance they may have
turned out over-strength.

Mr. BLAKE. It does not appear that this was a parti-
cular instance, but nine separate troops turned out with a
number very nearly as much again as the bon. gentleman
says is the strength. However, I do not dispute these
things with the hon. gentleman, because I confess I do not
have a great knowledge about them.

Mr. CARON. If the hon. gentleman will allow me to
interrupt him. Of course, I have not the figures before me;
but the hon. gentleman may not find forty.six horses in a
troop of cavalry. If the hon. gentleman from Digby, wivho
also seems to have studied this subject, would tell me ex-
actly what information he wants to get about this troop of
cavalry, I will be perfectly willing to supply it; but the
hon. gentleman will see that in a troop of cavalry, as in a
battery, all the men are not mounted.

Mr. BLAKE. No.
Mr. CARON. A certain number of men, besides the

mounted men, is required. Of course, I am merely speaking
without any reference to any statement made by the bon.
gentleman; but I have no doubt that the hon. gentleman
will not find troops of forty-six mounted men. The regula-
tion number is tbirty-five.. Of course, it is difficult to
explain how this increase may have occurred; but the
regulation strength is thirty-four.

Mr. BLAKE. That is a statement of the financial part
of the question. I observe that in Military District No. 7,
in Quebec, two troops of cavalry numbered ninety-six; and
a little below, a cavalry troop is mentioned, numbering
eighty-one; but the number of horses is not stated bore, and I
do not know if it is stated elsewhere. I have not looked, but
these are the numbers. The material point is what the
strength of this particular troop is to be. Tbe hen. gentleman
states thirty-four, as I understand him, officers and men;
would the hon. gentleman state what he expects the cost to
be.

Mr. CARON. That troop which we mean to establish,
and composed as I have stated, will cost about $26,000.

Mr. BLAKE. And these companies, what are they esti-
mated at?

Mr. CARON. The hon. gentleman must cousider that
they have only 100 men each, instead of 150.

Mr. BLAKE. And the infantry?
Mr. CARON. There will be 100 in each, or 300 men

in all.
Mr. BLAKE. And the cost ?
Mr. CARON, Each infantry school will cost $44,300, in-

cluding a number of officers and non-commissioned officers
that will be trained yearly in these schools. The number
of officers wilIl be forty, and non-commiesioned officers
eighty.

Mr. BLAKE. Are those included in the 300 men ?
Mr. CARON. No, these are outside.t

Mr. BLAKE. This is considerably below what the infan.
try is estimated to cost in the British service ?

Mr. CARON. Yes.
Mr. BLAKE. Although it includos the oxpenses of this

training ? Will the hon. gentleman give the particulars of
this expenditure ?

Mr. CARON. The captain who will bo in commandwill
bo paid at the rate of $1,460 per annum; two lieutenants
wilI, together, receive $1,460; four sorgeants, $1,314; four
corporals, $1,022; niuety-two men, $16,201.

Mr. BLAKE, What is the rate of pay ?
Mr. CARON. 50 ets. per diem, rations for 100 men,

$4,500; uniform, boots, kitts, groatcoats, &c., $3,500. Bar-
rack furniture, medicine, transports, fuel, light, and contin-
gencies, $7,533 ; making $37,000 for the permanent
establishment. Over and abovo that we have the forty
officers and the eighty non-commissioned officers for each,
involving an expenditure of $7,300, making altogether
$44,300, as I have already stated.

Mr. BLAKE. That will be a total expenso of $240,000.
Mr. CARON. No, $203,000.
Mr. BLAKE. I mako that sum from the items.
Mr. CARON. If the hon. gentleman will trust me until

I bring down the Estimates I will give him the full parti.
enlars, but he may rest assured that $203,000 will be the
amount asked for.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I wishi to propose an addition
to clause z8, which provides that the Major-General must
be an officer in ler Majesty's regular ariny. I would pro-
pose, after the word " army," to insert the words, "or in
the active Militia for-ce of Canada." This woukl make the
clause so elastic that, in the event of the Ministor finding
in our active Militia force a suitable offlcer to tako the posi-
tion, ho would have power to make such an appointment.
I think the bon. Minister will agree with tho view that it
is well to hold out to the force in Canada the highest prizes
in the service-that, while we are prepared to admit that
the officers who have herotofore filled the position of Major-
G-eneral have discharged their duties ably and well, it is
possible in the future, with the extensive nachinery the
hon. gentleman is providing for the military education of
the people, that he may find in the ranks a gentleman suit-
able for that position. I hope ho will accept this sugges-
tion.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I sincerely hope the lion. Minister will
not accept the amendment proposed. If the hon. gentle-
man consults the officers of the force, especially those in
command of battalions, ho will not find one who does not
prefer the Major-General to be an officer of the Imperial
army, and should know more than any of us can have any
possibility of learning. Wo do not want an officer at the
head of this for ce to have any political character; there is
onough polities in the force now. If the Major-General
were one of ourselves, who has never seon any but Cana.
dian service, ho would certaialy occupy a different position
from a man in the regular army. 1 speak from my own
personal experience, and I hope that the clause will be left
as it is. I would like to take this opportunity of saying
that the effect upon the force of last year's inspection and
supervision by the gentleman who now commands it, was
most eatisfactory, and that the camps of 1882 were much
superior to those of any previous year. I make that state-
ment because I think it is due to the officer that it should
be made in the most public way, and by some one who
knows something about it.

Mr. CARON. The hon. member will remember that the
only clauses held over were those relating to the expendi-
ture of public meoney. This clause was discusasd before,
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and was adopted. Consequently we cannot go into a dis- book, or whether it is the speciîle book which bas been
cussion of the matter at this moment. printed more than seven years? I suppose what the hon.

Bill reported. gentleman meant was a book of which any edition has been
sbeD printed more than seven years. I doubt, however, whether

Mr-. CARION moved that the Bil, as amended, be nowthat is distinctly carried out by the clause. Objections have
taken into consideration. been taken by the trade to this provision. It is said, as the

Mr. ROSS. I have to propose an amendment. Tihe Ilouse bon. gentleman is, no doubt, aware, that it is a very ordi-
is aware that although canteens are established under the nary practice now to print books without any date at all,
Queen's Regulations and Orders, and that notwithstanding and that the ascertainment of the date, even of the particu-
the general impression that malt liquors are not sold there, lar volume, may be a question of uncertainty in the case of
they are sold to a great externt, and in order to prevent the a particular book which is imported. But beyond that, if
demoralization of the force and to prevent our young men is intended, as I presume it is, that the question to be con-
falling into the way of temptation, I think an effort should sidered shall be, wben was any edition of that book first
be made to prevent the sale of intoxicating liquor in camp. published ? That, of course, is not made to appear upon an
I am not prepared to say that anything serious bas arisen old or recent edition of the book, and therefore, evidence
on this score, but I think it is highly desirable to remove all bas to to be resorted to; one bas to ascertain from other
danger. The matter was brought up the other night by one sources whether this is a book that is more than seven years
of the members from British Columbia and the hon. member old,or a later one. It is suggested that in many ofthe outports
for West Durham rend from the Queen's Regulations to the mucb greater difficulties bave existed in tbis regard than
effect that no spirituous liquors should bo sold at the home in some larger places where there areskilled pensons, baving
station-. I hink that regulation does not go far enough, an extensive knowledge of books, wbo wou]d bc accessible,
and beg to propose in amendment: and that the resut migbt be to tend to an ndue ndvnntage

That the said Bill be re-committed to a Committee of the Whole inb importers who enter teir books in sone of these out-
order to amend the same, by inserting after the word "army" in line two, ports thpn in other places. 1v is also suggcsted Ihat it wil
section sixty-four, the tollowing words:-"but nothing in the said involvo a considerable amount of difficly and troube with
Regulations and Orders, so far as they relate to the establishment of refereuce to invoiccd books which core ont together, soine
canteens, shall render lawful the sale of beer or malt liquors of any
kind whatever."

Mr. CAIRON. The bon. gentleman must understand that and the discrimination that will have 10 bc rcaortcd te, wil1
it is in the interest of commanding officers to prevent the produce additional difficultics to the brade. Ibaverccived
sale of intoxicating liquors in camp. In the camps held lat statements from persons engagcd in tbe trade, stting forth
summer the orders wore that no intoxicating liquor would these difficulties, and stating that it wiJl be found difficuît
be allowed in the different canteens. We cannot go beyond for Customs offlâ teodecicloas 10 how long books have
that. We have no control more than giving instructions toeaj o
the commanding officers. I think the amendment is a step guided by bocksellers.
in the right direction, but I do not think we could legislate Sir LEONARD TJLLEY. 1am quite prepared te admit
in a Bill of this kind upon that question in the manner bbe there will be sone diffieulty lu earrying Ibis arrangement
hon.gentleman now suggests. mb cfeet on the part cf the Custoîns Llepartmeut, and pro.bally in soma places, for a short lime on tbe part cf im-

Mr. BLAKE. I do not agree with the view of the lion. porters. But there appearcd te ho such an expression of
gentleman. The Queen's Regulations prohibits in the home public opinion in favor of a reduction ofîte duty on a certain
canteen the sale of hard spirituous liquors, but not the sale class cf books, such as books imported for certain public
of malt liquors. The Bill proposes the Queen's Regulationa institutions, that the Governent were excecdingly anxious
shall apply. The Regulations permit the sale of malt te meet their views as far as possible. Uder these circum-
liquors, and that is proposed to be our regulation. Now, stances it becamo a question of wbat steps couid be taken
all that my hon. friend proposes is to recognize the provision b give tbem relief. If we could have said that ah books
which exists under the Queen's Regulatiions.' That seems should bc frc, that, ofcouraewould bave settied the question,
to me to be quite reasonable. The Queon's Regulationspor. but we wer not in a poitionr-o) 5U ss, and therefore, wc
mits the one but prohibits the other; we want to prohibit took thc next boat means te give tbem as liberal an arrange-
the sale of both malt and spirituous liquors. ment ns possible. In the United States bocks that bave

Mi-. CARON. I did net say that malt liquors would be pro- been published over tweuty years are free; Iberefore we
hibited; i said that spirituous liquors would be, and the decidcd that it woutd mccl very largely the case under con-
experience of the camps in the different Provinces bas sideratien te say seven ycarsand the Governmentwould thon
shown that no spirituos liquors were sold. I think we take mens te ascertain, although ii is surrounded with some
cannot introduce the amend ment the ion. gentleman pro- difficulty, which books were subjeet to tbe duty and which
poses.books were nt. Now, te bon. gentleman sks a qution

SirEONARD TILLEY moved the adjournment of the eher it is itended appy to the bok pubibed svn
SurLEOAR TILEYmocd hoadjui-met c te yars age or te a boock pub] tsbed twenty ycars igo, but prîiuý t.

debate. cd only six ycars age. Say originatty it %vas published
Motion agreed to. twenty yenrs ago and now printed but six years, that wil

ho subýjeet te tbc duby. Ahi books, ne matter - wben tbcy
WAYS AND MEANS-CONCU-RR NCE.were irt publishod, if tey ae printed witbin seven year ,

aie subjet te the duty. The point iskle printing of them.
Sir LEONAIID TILLEY meved thcsecond rcading of Thon anotbe difficult oai-s ficm the fatbat acl bocks

tbe firaI resolution (April 13th). do net ba the date ulion bich they ac unpined. The

Mr-. BLAKE. 1 would ike somae explanatios as te the hon. member ays there muy bo great difficulties in
bon. gentlemans poie-y on the item cf boek-a tittleimore distinguisbing 15 percent. books from fee bookat ice-
n detail than ho gave in biis Budget Speech, aud with refer-ingoeut that may beinvoicd before nba passage of Ibis.

eece to several suggestions which have juat been made. Fo-r The agent cf tho party wilvc b asked te state on the invoie,
uy paat, I feel some difficulty lu iiideîstanding wbatbthen bet the books bave been printed .even yeu-s, andhe enti-y
interpretatiorof tbc clause is: I" bocks bound, vhicbbaîllwil te iWcmadoaccrdigly. lt wil ndoubtedly involve
bave been pilu cd more than seven yeara." %Whtberbtheabor on the Customa iepartmnt, but the IGovernment
her. gentleman means the firbst publication of the particular thougbt it better te throw that labor on the Departm nt,

]Kr. CARON.
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than to deny to persons applying the advantages they the edition, so that those who did wish to acquire and own
sought. We used the word "bound," because if the wo-k a book permanently have had to pay a very much larger
was printed in sheets it would be easy to take.off the price under a system of proprietorship instead of that
title page and insert such a date as 1878, but when books of hiring. That does not exist with us here. There is a
are bound that cannot be easily effected, because a title- movement in my own Province which has extended so far
page so inserted would easily be detected in the case of to at least two cities, to establish froc libraries, and it is in-
bound books, and would be evidence of fraud on the part of tended to add, at all ovents in Toronto, the feature of a cir-
the importer. If books are received at the Customs Depart- culating and lending library. There are in several other
ment without dates being on tbem, it will be necessary for centres of the country libraries which are cii culating or free,
the party shipping them to adduce evidence that they were or public libraries, of more or less importance, not-
printed before the date in question, and if the date cannot ably ono established in the town of Portland by the
he given, the books will be subjected to the usual duty. But hon. gentleman who sits at my right, an example of muni-
in a very short time order will be obtained, and books ticence, of which I could wish thero were more examples
printed many years ago, fifteen, twenty or thirty, at all in Canada. We have in Canada comparatively few centres
events, editions printed more than seven years ago, will which could maintain such libraries, and very few in which
have the benefit of free entry. we have such libraries, auid the bulk of the population must

Mr. BLAKE. The hon. gentleman misunderstood me depend, for a long timo to come, on the system of pur-
very greatly if he thought I was willing that he should chasing instead of the system of buying or hiring books.
keep his Tariff on books wher.e it is. Not so. I am exceed- We as a people -I do not know whether the Finance Minister
ingly anxious to sec a still greater modification of the duty agrees in this view-are a democratie people. The prin-
on books; but I was simply referring to the fiscal point of ciples of popular government are very deeply rooted and
view, and how his proposai would operate. He bas given cherished by our people, and I am glad to know the root
me an admission of a result which 1 rather expected would they have taken is one likely to be enduring, and the prin-
flow from this system. He has frankly admitted that the ciples of democratie and popular government are likely to be
working of the clause will be attended with some difficulty more widely and extensively applied as years roll on than
and inconvenience, and probably trouble to importers and they have been in the past. It is the first essential of such
the Customs Department, and, of course, trouble to the im- a system of widely diffused popular Govern ment; in fact the
porters means cost to the public or reduced profits more widely it is diffused the more liberal the institutions,
to the importers themselves. The Canadians are not the more direct and extended the sbare which the people at
to be entitled to receive the good editions, they will obtain large take in moulding their own future; the more fully they
the second-band books, and the hon. gentleman declares are permitted to assert the right to govern themselves the
that the cheap editions will be brought into the country. more important it is that thore shall be spread anong them a
No doubt he is right. It will be the earlier and older diffused intelligence, knowlodge and apprehension, a quick
editions-those more than seven years old-that will b and intelligent sentiment with respect to public affairs.
called for by us, and the old books will be sent from the Old It is one of the tnsks which those who have to guide the
World into the new, because of the operation of this tax. I concerns of a democratic people, have to address themselves
have always felt that the tax which the hon. gentleman to, to secure as fur as possible, ut any rate to do nothing tbat
imposed on books was one of the most objectionable charac- may hinder, popîuiar education or elementary education, it
ter to be found in the whole of the Tariff of 1879, and I is true, but also the education amongst adults, the wide-
have long been auxious for an opportunity to address a few spread, widely diffused education, which is a work that
words to the House and the hon. Minister on the subject of does nîot end, and may be said bardly to begin, with the
that tax. I cannot but feel that we are not doing justice ta attaining of manhood, by the diffusion of literature. I say
ourselves in this country in impedirg the widest possible the more widely spread our popular institutions, the more
diffusion of a tasto for literature and knowledge to be it becones the sacred duty of those who have t lîe conducting
acquired by our people. There are three interests to con- of the affairs of the country, to sece that the literature is
ider in reference to this tax: Those of the public, as widely spread. Well, now, I mainlain, that tinder theso

readers of books, those of the writers of books, and those circumstanees, a serious increase in the cost of books is a
who print and publish the books in the country. When you thing that ought to be avoided. I maintiin, thiat the Par-
talk of protecting the trade of the production of books, you i1iament of the country, that the Government of the country
must remember there are two sets interested in the produe- should do as little as it possibly can to interfere with the
tion of books in tbis country: those who make the books in acquisition by individual citizens of tho country of these
the sense of writing them, and those who engage in the means of knowledg-e, of improvement, of the widening of
tradeof putting them into puint and baving them pubAbM; the eircle of intelligent consideration of' the public affairs,
and I maintain the interest of the general public, as readers, and the additional tax of the present Tariff, ard to far as it
and of the whole community, is damnified by the book tax, is to aipply, continue to apply to the imports of books, is
and that the interest of the writer of books in the country very considerable-15 per cent; and of course woknow that
is also damnified by the book tax. Whatever may o bthe by the time the book gets into the hards of the consumer,
effect upon publishers of books in the courtry, we never this is equ i1 to somewhere about 22 per cent.; that is what
have had, in any part of Canada, that 1 am aware of,in any it means, und it means an addition, thereforc, of about that
degree of vigor or general use, the systen which, with good much to the cost of the book. ThcsC, 1 may say, Sir, are
or ill effecte, las prevailed so long, and still so widely pre- the necessaries of our moral and intellectual life, necessary
vails, in Britain-tbe system of circulating libraries, to the higher life of the people, neeessa-y to that life in
We know the book trade there, although it is begin- that which a physical and material abundance fur-
ning to change, under circumstances which, it seems nishes after a]l, a very poor -ind imperfect existence
to me, intensifies the evil of a heavy tax upon books indeed. Now, the hon. gentleman's proposal is, that the
h(re, up to, at all events, a recent time, almost entirely, 1 people of Canada, the people of this new country, and in
ard I might say even to-day, consists not in buying but in this cra of irtellectual life and activity, when knowledge is
using the large appliances of the reading and cireulatin goverspreading the country; when new inventions crowd
libraries which exist there. We know one of the practica upon us with the utmost rapidity; when fresh notions and
results of that system ias been to limit the circulation of discoveries press upon us every day; when the printing
books, which has caused very high prices to be charged, the press ti doing a work grcater than it bas ever doue before
cheapness of books depending so much on the largeneus of i 1nealculably, the hon. gentleman's proposal, that is, that as
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far as Government hindrances will. enable him to do it, we
shall be seven years behind the rest of the world. The bon.
gentleman says: "Providing your book has been printed
seven ycars ago, you may get it in free, but if it sins by
having beon printed within seven years, I shall charge a
tax, the financial effect of which is to add to the bookseller's
advance, with the duty, a cost of somewhere about 22 per.
cent. to the cost of the work." Now, Sir, this is an era, as
I have said, not merely of the publication of numerous,
books, but also there is a revolution in the system of publi.
cation, and the system of cheap editions, which existed to
a considerable extent in the United States some time ago,
has there assumed most marvellous proportions. The enter-
prize which bas been displayed, and the proof of the
possibility of production, added to the almost nominal cost
of the books, if only a wide-reading public could be pro-
cured, is woenderful, and it bas followed in England also;
and I fin,! cry cheap editi' ns of many standard works,
and many new works also, published in England. Now,
the circumstance, Sir, the fact, that we are getting, that we
can get books very cheaply, rnay be argued by hon. gen-
tlemen as a reason why, after all, it is not a great imposi-
tion to have b add 22 per cent. practically to the cost of
them; but, Sir, I want that we should be as welI off as the
rest of the world in this regard. I want those advantugels,
which the practical application of this idea within the last few
years has produced for America, and largely for England,
should not be limited to the other side of the line that sep-
arates us from the Republic-; )anI wantto point out to the
hon. gentleman that the widely extended application of this
principle places the Canadian publisher ln a position which
rendors it practicaliy impossible for him to compete in many
instances except at a largely enhanced price, because ho
must have, even at the best, a very limifed circulation ; ho
must have a very limited circulation for his books if the
production is confined to Canada; upon the extent of the cir-
culation is dependent, I may almost say, the whole of the cost,
and the condition of things is such that it is impossible fori
him, without getting the circulation, practically to produce,
the works as chcaply as it is done abroad. Shall we, then,1
in view of that state of things, not nerely arrange in refer-j
ence to the publication here of some works which are pecu-J
liarly suited to our country, for which, as in the case of thei
school literature of Ontario, a very large circulation may beJ
obtained. The production of such may be procured at a
moderato rate; but shall we proceed for all time to come, to
place a tax, te maintain a tax, the result of which, as I havei
stated, is to add not far from 14 per cent. to the cost of the1
book on all late literature, and on all late editions of oldE
literature. Editions are coming out. I will give another(
example of competition in this matter. Take the classics.1
Take the anciont standard works, the classics; I do not
mean in the languages of Rome and Athens only, but take
the classics, the standard works of English and Freuch liter-i
ature. Of these gems of the world, new oditions are beingt
published, annotated, it is true, with fresh information as to
the authors, with fresh suggestions as to passages which(
have pazzlel and excited the curiosity and wonder and1
admiration of the world for a long time; I know nott
whether the circumstan ce that a new edition comes out-m
no I do know now, that circumstances ought not toP
deprive us of the benefit of a new edition. WeP
are not to know, what the latest discoveries, the latest sug-r
gestions are with reference to theeo great standards. If someu
new views are found with refcrence to Homer, or Shak-
speare, or Milton, or Danto, or Esculapius, or Euripides, or i
any of the groat men of the world in literature, a new edition
ispublished, but the scholar, the investigatr is told: My good
man, seven years ; you must go back seven years and find i
whatever is to be found sevon years old, and you can have P
that free, but if you want a book which contains the latest]
information on this subject, the latestsuggestions, you must t

Mr. BLAKE.

pay your tax of 15 per cent., wbich moans to you 22 per
eent. Now the hon. gentleman made us a mention of novels
in bis Budget Speech, and ho said ho did net see much
objection to novels being published in Canada. Neither do
1, Sir. I am not going to pass any wholosale condemnation
on novels. There are works of fiction, which I believe
form part of a liberal education, which ought teobe widely
read, ought to be read by any who professes te call himself
a cultivated or educated man; but had ho imposed the tax
on the season novels which appear, I should not object for my
part, not merely to 15, but 30, 40 or 50 per cent. while the
hon. gentleman in one clause of the Tariff resolutions pro-
posse to prohibit the export of turkey, quail, and deer in
the carcase. i should not object, in a word, if he prohibited
altogether the importation, or even the publication in
Canada of some of those novels, if the prohibi-
tion of publication were not inconsistent with the
fuandamental principles on that subject, but upon
the mere question of the season novel I care little
whether the Canadian publisher publishes it or the foreign
edition comes in. But that is not the main question. There
are Canadian pubjishers, if you will, that publish that class
of works which, may be published and get to a wide circna-
tion ; but for the sake of protecting them with reference te
that particular kind of publication which they do publish,
and which is the one thing which the hon. gentleman men-
tioned as being published by him, why impose a tax on
all the standard works to which I have reforred, of which it
is not likely that one in one hundred, or perhaps one
in one thousand will ever be published hore, but on which
we must all pay a tax who desire to have them ? It does
not seem Lü me that the circumstance that our people may
be well told that the season novel is a luxury and
they must buy it from the home publisher or pay
15 per cent. duty, is a reason why those who
want more wholesome literature which they cannot
get bore should also pay 15 per cent. Our publications
in the country, through the state of circumstances to which
I have referred, as to the extent of their circulation, must
be comparatively narrow. It is only within a very limitel
range that we can hope that they could at all compete, and
for that we are called upon to retain this tax upon all that
is fresh and new in the world of literature, and upon all the
fresh discoveries. suggestions, annotations and editions of
all that is old and well known in the world of literature.
That is the view which the hon. Minister takes, and thatis the
view from which I venture very respectfully te dissent. . But
there is another view which I think it is important to pre-
sont te the flouse upon this matter. The view with refer-
once to the producer of books, not the publisher of them,
has been stated botter than i can state it by an accomplished
gentleman of my acquaintance who, net long since, wrote a
paper which has been published over his name in a Montreal
newspaper. I refer te Prof. Murray, and I shall trouble
the Iouse with his references on that subject:

" Among the alterations in the Tariff introduced by the present
Government bas been a very serious increase of the import duty on
books-an increase to three times its former rate. No other article that
I can remember underwent such a serious addition to its coet ; and,
therefore, as nearly all the books that are read muet be imported, it is
no wonder that eiucated men in general, and especially those whose
professional wants demand a large supply of books, should have com-
plained all along about the injustice of this unusual burden. Their com-
plaints have at last assumed torm in petitions to the Legislature for the
repeal or reduction of the tax on books. it would be little lesa than a
useless impertinence to ask the present hon. Minister of Finance tormake
analteration in t heTariffwhichwouldinvolveareversalof hiswholefiscal
policy ; and no sane man can expect the existing House of Commons to
sanction a measure entirely hostile to the system which they have been
elected to support. But the repeal of the duty on books would not
.nvolve any abandonment of the policy to which the present Government
and House of Commoas are committed. On the contrary, while freedom
n the book trade shou'd commend itself to the opponents of the popular
policy, it ought, for many reasons, to be demanded by the supporters of
that policy themselves Occasionally extremes meet ; and for once Pro-
tectionist and Free-trader may combine in demanding from the Legisla-
ture a very simple couession of justice. This muet be evident from t#
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facts. In the first place, not only do the producers of books not require
this duty for their protection ; but, in the second place, the duty has the
very opposite effect to that of encouraging the producner.

"The firt of these assertions is based on the fact, that, without any
protective duty, book-makers are already, in one respect at least, more
effectively protected than any other class of producers. The law of
copyright absolutely probibits the importation of any foreign reprint of
a book produced in Canada. This law is now so liberal, if not to
Canadian authors, at least to the men interested in the mechanical work
of book manufacture, that the works of British and foreign authors may
be reprinted in Canada, and the reprinter is absolutely protected against
the importation of foreign reprints. I am informed that anadian
editions of Tennyson's and Swinburne's works, which few men with any
care for their eyesight would choose to read, have closed our markets
against ali the beautiful American editions of these poets, even though
the poets receive a handsome royalty from the American publishers for
the privilege of republishing, and from the Canadian importers a duty
of 12J per cent for the privilege ofimporting their works. The Cana-
dian printer who i still unsatisfied with all this protection, must be
extremely voracious in his demands.

" But the truth is that there is no other inteiigible demand that can, in
the circumstances, be made. It is conceivable, indeed, that, when a
book is produced by a Canadian author, the tariffmay be intended to
compel Canadians to read his book by puttinga high duty on all foreign
books upon the same subject. If this was the object of the tariff, if it
was designed to make it difficult for us to become acquainted with
foreign literature or science, in order that we might restrict our literary
and scientific lastes to the productions of Canadian authorship, it would
be an interesting fact to know. But it would be unfair to suspect our
legislators or publishers of such vandalic obscurantism: and, as for
Canadian authors, the first has yet to be diacovered, who, except, per-
haps, by way of a jest at a protective tariff, bas proposed to compel
men to read his works by exeluding the works of foreigners.

'Uniortunately the duty on books, so far from encouraging the sale of
a Canadian authorsB works among his countrymen, ha. usually the very
opposite effect. A Canadian author, be he French or English, has the
good fortune to use a language which is spoken by many millions of
people outside of his own country; and, whether for the sake of pecu-
niary remuneration, or fame, or intellectual influence, it would be folly
to seek his readers, either solely or even primarily, within the limits of
the Dominion. Cousequently, every Canadfian author of any note has
found it au obvious requirement of prudence, if not of necessity, to
publich his works in Eugland or the (Inited States,.and even hisocca-
sional essays find the most desirable channel for their publication in the
widely cii'culated periodicals of these two countries. The result, there-
fore, of the present tarif on books to the Canadian author is, that any
wrk of i, which addressee itself t the great English-speakin
communities of the world, or any magazine with an article of his eeek-
ing the sane vast audience, is met at the frontier by a regulation impos-
ing a fine on every one of his countrymon who wishes to read his pro-
ductions. The only way in which this barrier can at present be broken
down between the Canadian author and his readers in Canada is by
restricting his literary production te works of such insignificant value or
of such narrow interest, that it is not worth while to seek for them a
circulation beyond the limits of the Dominion.

Il Is it, therefore, an unfounded charge against the duty on books, that,
so far from attaining the end of a protective tariff by encouraging native
industry, it is a serious discouragement to one forni, at least, of produc-
tion which bas always been regarded as the most unmistakable sign ofa
people'e civilization ? To a certain extent, indeed, the duty hampers
every important industry in the country. There is ecarcely a single
occepation in life which is not instructed by a more or less valuable
literature that is constantly increasing; and most of the agricultural,
mining, manufacturing and commercial industries are the subject, not
only of independent works appearing from time to time, but also of
periodicals explaining the perpetual improvements in processes and
machinery, by which the cost ef production is diminished or the value of
products is enhanced. The effect, there'ore, of the duty on books is to
discourage every preducer in the ceuntry from keeping abreast of the
new inventions by which hie industrymight be inproved. But the men
and women, on whom this duty falls with special severity, are those
who are engaged in literary, or scientific,.or educational pursuit,-
forms of industry which, even in an economical point of .iew, ought to
rank among the most vatuable occupations in a country.

'' It thus appears that the duty on books can be viewed in no other
light than as a tax for revenue purposes; and, without urgir g that
books are among the last articles that should be selected for taxation in
a civilized country, it is satisfactory to know that the present state of
the revenue pute the Government in a position to repeal this tax with-
out any inconvenience. It is not yet a year since the Government, in
answer to an appeal of the mercantile classes, abolished the stamp
duties, even though these duties form a mode of taxation.which may be
justified as faliing upon those who are well able to pay it, and falling
upon them generally in proportion to their ability. le it too much to
ask that the Governmnent shall now listen to the cry that is coming to
them from every humble country parsonage, from every poorly remu-
nerated teacher, from every retired student of literature and science,
from all those classes, in short, which, while doing valuable service to the
communitT, are seldom in a position to bear any unasual burden of
taxation?'

That is the special view of the author and the literary man;
and it seems to me from both the points of view to which i
have referred, that it would be botter to revert to the former

policy on the subject of books, and impose a general tax of
5 per cent. whicb, as far as I can learn, would produce upon
the whole the same revenue which the hon. gentleman will
obtain from his tax of 15 per cent. on the foreign editions.
I would prefer to see them free-as free as the air we
breathe, but if thero must bo a tax on thom, publie conve-
nience, the convenionce of the importer, and the conve-
nience of everybody in obtaining the late editions at the
same rate as the earlier, so far as tho Customs Dopartnent
is concerned, and the convenienco of the Customs as a fiscal
Department, would all be served by reverting to a uniform
duty of 5 per cent. instead of what the hon. gentleman pro-
poses. I have made these observations bocause I feel that
the case is a special one. As I have said, books are one of
the influences on the more important part of the existence of
our whole poople, the moral and intelleutual life, and it does
seem to me to be a tnatter that ought to receive the earnest
and serious consideration of every man who indulges for
this country those high aspirations which we bear so often
repeated in this Chamber.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. I have listened with a great
deal of interest to the address, the very cloquent addross,
whieh lias been delivered by the hon. gentleman who bas
just taken his seat. le bas made a very powerful and a
very feeling appeal to the Government to remove the duty
on books. Now, Sir, while I was listening to the hon.
member appealing to the Government to remove the duty
entirely, 1 asked myself, why was it that when the hon.
gentleman himself was a member of the Government, he
did not secure its removal. I sw that li e uarded hinself
with regard to the proposition o5 pei cent., but he was
most emphatic-was he not ?-in his dechiration that he
would be delighted to have the duty removed altogether. I
thought it was strange, if the hon. member Iblt so deeply,
as his speech indicated, that when the late Minister of Fi.
nance was preparing his Tariffchanges, ho did not go tohim
and say, " Sir, this is a rnost irl)ortanît question ;
it is ut the bottom of the moral and intIleectual life
of the people of this country; these are articles
from which we ought not to obtain any revenue
ut all." I can imagine, if ho had appealed to his late
colleagues in such a speech as he ha just delivered, it vould
have been irresistible, and the late Minister of Finance
would have come down with a proposition to remove the
duty entirely. Well, there is some difference in being a
member of a Government and a member of an Opposition,
I do not say thatthe hon. gen tleman did not feel as strongly
thon as now ; but, at any rate, ho did not impress his
colleagues with the opinion that the duty should be
removed entirely. " Weil," ho asks, " shall we be
seven years behind the rest of the world ?" No; and
we are not. I have heard my hon. friend spoak in
glowing terme of our neighbors to the south of us
-they were an enlightened, an intelligent, a progressive
people, and still we are thirteen ycars ahead of the United
States. We are simply asking that the duty shall be
collected on books that have not been printed seven years ;
they demand that duty shall bo collected on books not
printed twenty years.

Mr. BLAKE. They have a circulation forty times as
great.

Sir LEONARD TILLE Y. We are not behind them. I
think there might be a good deai said on the subject of this
duty for revenue purposes alone. The necessaries of life,
whatever they may be, are as important to the people as
books. Al Governments have, from time to time, imp'îsed
duties on articles which are necessary to sustain lie. I kuow
it is important to do all we can for the moral improvemont of
the people. When I spoke of novels I had not reference
alone to novels-and I agree with the hon. gentleman that
there are a large propotion of novels and other publication4
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in Canada to-day which the morals of the people would be light literatu'e, whieh is one-lalfofthe wlole revenue col-
much better without. That is one of the reasonis why we are leted. I think the proposition is a fair and liberal one.
justified in askingParliament to keep the duty of 15 per cent. Mr FISHER. This is a uestion of such eneral interest
on these articles which are not necessary to the moral ort qi g
intellectual welfare of the people. ' ho article which thesai in bis Budget Speech, that I regret itas only been dis-
hon. gentleman read was written I suppose, two years ago
when the duty was changed from 6 uts. per lb. to 15 per question of such general interest as this would not a-aume a
cent. party form, but that, on the contrary, hon, gentlemen, sup-

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all. This article was published on porters of the Administration, who, no doubt, feel the wants
the 2nd of March, 18'3. of the country, would have taken upon lhemselves to urge

Sir LEONARD TILLPEY. Then it is not correct, and upon the bon. Fnance minister somo fürther concession
only shows that the writer did not know what ho was writ- towards tho p-'pular demand than ho has here granted; but,
ing on. It is not applicable to the present state of the unfortunately, the matter seems te have beenieft entirely in
case. the hands ofthe Opposition, and I bol bound not to 1et it

Mr. BLAKE. It was written before the Qovernment had pass without sayiug a few words. The hon. Finance Minister
announced the change in the duty, and before the hon. gen- bas intimated te us that the question was bot OL1O of revenue,
tleman made his financial statement. that lcJ' iot retain the duty on books for seven years

Sir LEONARD TILL EY. Well, we have met the writer after publication for the purpose of collectîng revenue, but
Sittrt leONaDTLLEwy. Welvlent h oo oce almost entireiy with the view of protecting the publishers

of that article half-way. We have given Vo the poor teacher o hscuty naldn owa i o.mme o
to whom be referred hiis books of reference and his Greekofticunr.I ldngowh-tebn.m brfr~o wom o rfered is ook cf efeenc an bi G-eokWest Durham lias said, the lion. gentleman tanuted the late
and Latin books, with al the new discoveries to which the Government with not having given us troe books.
hon. gentleman referred.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all. There are new editions of
the classies published every day. M. FISHER. I beg the bon. gentleman's pardon

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. We have largelymetthecae suppose only taunted the bon. meber for West Dur-
tue rite cf hat rtice. W ba e casgoe ham for flot baving urgzed this on tbe late Goverument.

presented by te writer of that article. We have not gone ut t teime the late Governmnt were in power the
the whole length for the reason that we are not prepared to finances of the Goverument were in a different position
strike down an industry in the country frorn which thou- from that in which they are now. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
sands are obtainiing a livelihood, to-day. We are not pro- sile take ct leasure in tellin us that t this time
pared to put them back in a po>ition where they cannot

w Lb foreigners in theirthe countrv.Tei-o.ta was passin2r through a period of doficits, and
compote wih foreig s in their wn country. The on. sincethy have cone into power weave had a suc-
gentleman as referred to the fact that nearly all the books cession of lorius surlusses. Thse fts are true, but
published in England are found in the circulating libraries. aitbough theseon. gentlemen seem te take pleasure in my
The reason of th a the author puts such extraor- saying se, tbey cannot make any capital eut of i, because
dinary prices on them-a guinaor half a guinea-that they aprpared to say her, as have said many times in
aie beyond the ieach of the masses of the people. You dote country, t
not find in that country the cheap editions that you find in L a at thespiusses ae nVdettefNat
the United States and Canada, thotîgh there is a movementPYkandhat te pelicy of theho.tmembefor Ea
there in that direction now. Therefore the niasses have Yoo-k ad rindswadnttcuefhedeiis
access to those books to which the masses in England have toik plac3 during1biminisrtonoeer, Vhi
not access, except through those librarics. Wlhen it was
proposed to the publie that ail books not published in the unlei thUachezie Administration the country was not in
Dominion, nor likely to be published, should be free, I possession of surplusses, and that there wac quite sufficient
pointed out the difficulty ot administering a law of this reibylc' askd hw shuld he iffeent ustrn bse ffibr hou, gentlemen opposite, and the country at lui-ire, we

ind. I asked how should the different Custombsousetaoffi-noi
cers know whether the book was publisbed, or likely to bthise st dutyos ocsl u t instad f doigthat
published in this country, or not. A member of the depu- the gveruen nrs t ee 5oper c nt, rat
tation said: "We can give alist of the books, and they can be 15 er ent cnpet e 5ok er centye r atho o
put in the hands of every officer." I asked what about those1-
ikely to bepublishd ? That question could not be veryment acquired about $90,000 revenue from -this source,

well answered. I have a list which embraces a lI.-ge por- had 1ud erS
tion of the books published-botween 600 and 700 in guSpeech the other day, te prodict fer this year a
numbr.surplusf about $6,000,000. I seems te me, therfre, the

numbur.smull amount of revenue obtained from this source miglit
Mr. BLA K E. In how many years ? weli be sared eut cf car promised surplus fer the year te
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. That would have to be posted. core. L making this concession te us the bon, gentleman

What is the fact ? The time was when American printers says ho bas given us haif we asked; ia other words we
stole the brains of English authors, and published their must ho thankful for hs baif loaf, which is botter than ne
works broadcast in the United States, and sent thora ever bread. I venture, however, Vo differ entirely from the hon.
here. Our position is that we are stealing the brains of gentleman iu bis estimate cf the change. I believe that,
American authors, and publishing their works, not only in iastead of gettîng a haif loaf, we are getting enly a few
Canada, but they are finding their way largely into the crurbs, pcrhaps a cruat which the hon, gentleman bas
United State. We have various publishing establisments takea care Vo dry for sevea years before we geV the benefit
in this country. Lt is just a question, therefore, whether cf it. Ho has acknowledged that there will be greut diffi-
we shall say all these establishments shall be closed, or that, culty in regard te the collection cf the duty on accoant cf
in order to meet, as far as possible, the educational institu- that restriction ofseven years, as the lien. menber for West
tions of the country, and libraries of reference, that publish i Durham bas slown, a great many cf the standard works
theso stanîdaid books, enclyelopodias and others, they shallare rcissued, ropublished, and roaunotated year after year.
have all ihose published seven years ago free, reliev- 1 bavemade some enquiries and I find from the booksellers
ing them 0m duty on one-half of the publication. It is cf the country that net enly are bocks republishod and re-
botter that we ahould take the necessary revenue ont of thetissnede with the lateat improvements, additiondannota-

Mr Lzox&.w TILLUT.
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tions, but more than that I flnd that books are kept by the the United States books twenty years old wore admittod
publishers in England, printed and unbound, and they, as free, whereas be is new geing to ÉlIow us to admit beoki
the market admits, year after year, put them together with seven years old free. The ciroumstances are verydiff&ent.
new title pages bearing the date of the issue; in other In the United States tbey are able to reprint books to such
words that no books of" value are printed with a titie page an oxtent as evon te rival English publications, and-their
seven years old. Owing to this the incroase of revenue publishers are able tomaie a living wbore our own starve,
will not be one-half as estimated by the bon. Finance Min- ewing te their immansely greator reading constittienoy.
ister, but hardly anything at all. The consequence is, that in the United States, en tbough

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The books are all right if foreign books were shut eut, the people would bave a full
printed seven years ago in the shoet. sipîy et the best literature. This bring8 me te the pointeftour supply et native Canadian literature. The lion. gen-

Mr. FISHER. Does the hon. Minister mean to say thatieman tl us that ho bas donc this for the purpose of
books which have been printed and published seven years protecting our publishers, and in order te do that ehas
ago, but which have a date on the title page within seven increased the duty on books from 5 te 15 per cent. I have
years, shall be entered froc? in ry hand a W-tef the book reprinted in ths country

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Printd seven yers ago,since Cnfeatin. The on. gentleman's policy was in-Sir LEONARD TILLEY. printed, ee er g auuurated in 1879, and 1 find that in the first year et'CCei-
though it is in sheets waiting to be ordered. Ifit isprint federation the book reprinted in is country increased in
seven years ago and bound, it wil admitted free. number from e in 18 twenty-two in 8, in a

Mr. FISIER. I find from the book trade that the title almost regular progression. 1 find that trem 1578 te 18Z2
pages are made when the book is issued to the country. the iium ber ef books îoprinted in ibis country bas reuIarIy
The old title page is hardly likely to be placed upn a num- decreaaed, being twenty-two in 1878, feurtenn in 1879, nine
ber of these books. They are prepared, not for the Canadian in 1880, five in 1881, and only three in 1882.
market, but the great mat ket of the vorld, and when the Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Where docs the hon. gentle.
Canadian bookseller sends to Europe for an invoice of books, man get bis information?
the publisher there can hardly prepare a spocial title page
for the Canadian market. But more than this: The hon. Mr. FISIElR. Frei the Copyright Department in
gentleman bas spoken of school books which teachers have Ottawa.
to use so largely, and which, unfortunately, their small Sir L1ONARD TLLLEY. Copyright is aLother question
salaries hardly enable them to buy. These school books aitegether.
are constantly being issued in new editions of important Mi. F[SHEI. Does the hon. gentleman menute tell ni
books. A good miany school books are being published inbeors A godrnnyseoo bok ae eig ubisedinth'tt books bave beon reprinted in this country which have
Canada, and I believe it is hardly desirable that our Canadian
school teachers should use our own books because they give
faller and more correct information of our own country Sir LEONARD TILLEY. Yes; many efthem are re
than books publisbed in England or the United States. But printa et American authors, fer instance, theusandand
the School Commissioners in different parts of the country millions et'tho,. Go te Toronto and yen wiIl got there
are empowered to select these books and te ordain that school vory différent statisties.
teachers shall use Canadian books in preference to foreign Mr. FISHER. These are copyrights, ne doubt, but they
books. Therefore, I do net see that ibis duty is needed are copyrights in both cases-copyrights sinco 1869 up te
in order to keep out foreign school books fer the lime ef the introduction et'the hon. gentlemn's policy,
the beiefitofot'unr Canadian schools eofa asirai- and since that lime. But, Si' t is is a question that dees
lu' class. I flnd, toe, in the book trado thatneet mereay concern copyrights; it concerns aise the question
wben a book la ordored, especially an expenbivo book,ofet protection to the pubsers. By tis increased duty the
the lateat edition la always asked for, and I do net beliove hon. gentleman elaimed that ho has pretected the pubiuher,
the public will bo content te wait for books until they are nnd the bok-maker as to thEir material especially. o, find
seven years old. Fortuateiy, ila tpis country, uie have a that wers the poiy f athe ion. gentleman was firat intro-
readirg public, wbo dosiro te ebtain the bestaad tnewest duced, a opeciimednty gwrant upon bocks, and in cnnectien
informaition upoa[i subjectsccnnected with their business with that I have in ny hUd a memorandum which was
and trade, and they wiil aiways ask for the latest oditioris. issued by oeeoe' the ptiblishitig anîd hoDk-sellingr firras cf
Another dais cf works wbich would be entirely shut eut by this cuntry,lu which a strong argument was made in favor
the proposition et' thehont. Finance Minister, is the maga- et' a speciflo duty. larant prepared for n instant teo
zines, whieb, t' course, from their periedical publication, support that argument, but at the anietime a go d deal e
cannot possîbiy corne in freat auy time, and this a a cias e what ibis gentleman says-and I tink the hon. gentleman
eof werks which bas latoly assumed great importance, and will acknewlge the authrity ns being a godno uat he
wbich is mucl read by the mass cf the ccrimunity. The question-a tedry pertinent teouir prosent cnquiry. What
lion, gentleman almost ld us that bocks were a luxury, as this gentleman ays when ho is eondemning au ad valorey
ho told us that bbe necessuries et' life ought to ho duy uin favor cfa speci c duty .ust necssaily w true, as
taxdi n adiffereut way f'em book:, anud ought aisewhath nays in favor if tn ad vaoreir duty as againt
t cec in fi-c in a difféent way from books, froc boks. This gentlemn says that in censequenceasfe in
Sir, 1 believobocks are a necessity luibsthisge.Espccianly duty upon books boeing aways a duty upon the pper, tbere
in a community sûcb as ours, wbere we have froc aschools, is age t an maly, and that ifrconsoquonco 1f tois duty
wbero almo.-t every l)reut rends, I believo books are a tpon paper to proteot our pubishers a duty oght alse
necesity. But I regret te have teBay, thatît is net the tre ho placed bigher than that on the printod paper.
richest ciaset' our~ community who ma he b most use et' That is quite truc and il shows the dinc2lty by which this
books. Tho ciass wbo use books most, and wbo tako the question is suRr'cunded. If we wle des put a duy on beots
rncat advanbage of retî'ebocks, is a class cf peepme compara- for the saket' protection, w find a boautiful illutration et
tiveiy poor, who î'eali have te use boks-net as a luxurýy, the advantagesfE that rottiv sytorih Deh bas been
but ais a uecessity if their self improvemeur; wh.ile theSitroduced by the hen. Finance Mini-s r and hiseleagues.
ricli, if thev mc s 1•oks at ail, use the as asnMuxurry. Th r In consequence of the incased duty oupapa , atolher
hon, gentlemnau said that the United States wero thirteen turu te the Government nd ask for an inrased dty on
yearsbehind. us -inibis malter. I suppose ho moant that in booksuin oth uenme o t hrawmteria of tie publ her
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being thus taxed they aire obliged to ask for protection for
themselves. The consequence is that the book-sellers, who
import the books or buy them, have to pay more for them,
andthe whole public at large is the sufferer from that
policy. In consequence of taxation of the raw material of
one individual the raw material of another individual has to
he taxed, the result being that the consumer in the end has
to pay the whole. I will not detain the Houso longer upon
this question, but I think there can be no doubt that the
public at large, when the changes in the Tariff were to be
submitted by the hon. Finance Minister, indulged the hope
that some greater measure of improvement would be meted
out to them; they have obtained, as the hon. Finance Minis-
ter says, a portion, and the hon. gentleman says one-half of
what they asked. I have endeavored to show that
they have not obtained half, but only a very small por-
tion, and in that they will be very much disappointed and
wil hold the hon. Finance AMinister responsible for the dis-
appointment.

Mr. HALL. I had the honor to be one of the deputation
from the universities which waited on the hon. Finance
Minister in regard to the remission of the duty on books. 1
am free to say that at the outset I held, in a considerable
degree, the sentiments which have been expressed by hon.
members on the Opposition sido of the House: that there
should be an entire remission of iho duty if it was possible to
accomplish it. Wo werc told at the outset that the Gov-
ernment did not care for the imposition of the duty on
books for the sake of revenue, which, of course, gave us a
great deal of confidence in presenling our case. Wo were
instructed to ask, first, for the entire remission of the duty.
If that could not ho obtained we were requcsted to ask that
books should be allowed to be brouglit in frce, if for the use
of universities and schools, or for their libraries, and if
that would not be conceded -we were instructed to ask that
at lcast two volumes of each work for the use of universi-
ties or froc libraries, might be admitted free. A little re-
flection and investigation into the circumstances of the case,
I think, satisfied a large majority of the deputation that
their demands were unreasonable, that they were in-
consistent with the protectionist policy of the
country with which a large portion of the depu-
tation were in sympathy, and that it would
not ho right that thero should be an entire remission of the
duty. It was very plain to us on reflection that the book-
publishing trade would be driven out of the country, that
with the reasonable duty and protection which exists, of
20 per cent. in favor of paper makers, if books were admit-
ted free there would be an actual premium offered to parties
to go out of the country, publish theirworks and bring them
back into the Dominion. It was very plain, therefore, that
the effect of the entire remission of the duty would be dis-
astrous to the interests of the publishers in Canada, and we
were, therefore, prepared to accept any reasonable com-
promise. I am free to admit, after an investigation of the
case, that I am satisfied thàt the policy of the Gxovernment,
which they changed to that whieh has been last in force,
was probably the best, that is, a specific duty instead of an
ad valorem one. It had the effect of imposing the duty on
the material itself which went into the books and not on the
mind of the author embodied in it, and I think that is the
correct principle, though it is plain to see there are difficul-
tiei surrounding it. It doos not follow that because there
are difficulties about the enforcing of that, or our present
system it is one which should be objected to, nor is it a fair
comparison to say that because the ropublication of foreign
books had diminished or almost ceased that the protection
granted by the policy of the Government is not working
advantageously for the interests of the country. It bas
effected the discontinuance of the republication of foreign
books perhapa to some extent, but it bas encouraged our
authors to write and publish here. I know that to be the

Mr. PISHEa.

case in connection with many school books, mathematical
works, algebras and arithmetics, which were largely brought
into the country at one time; and with the protection now
existing, there is encouragement to our authors to write
such books, and the result is that the necessity of repub-
lishing foreign books of that kind does not exist to the
same extent. I would say, however, that the compromise
and concession made by the Governinent was felt by that
deputation, or at least by a majority of its members, to be a
reasonable and satisfactory one. There is a simple addition
which I would be very glad to sec made. I have callad the
attention of the hon. Finance Minister to it, and I
would be very glad if ho could carry it into effect-
it is the addition of books in foreign languages to
the Free List. There is no possibility of those being repub-
lished here, and therefore the admission of this class
cf books would be a great advontage to universi-
ties, schools and publie libraries, as weil as to students who
have not much money to spare. IL would, moreover, reach
another class who are fairly deserving of consideration.
There is in the Province of Ontario-ond this matter
w s called to the attention of the deputation-a large class
of the German population who are a reading, intelligent
and literary class, who are entirely dependent for their own
literature on works brought in from Germany and the
United States. I am told there is not a single German
publication in this country, nor is there likely to be. It
seems a great hardship therefore that this class of the pop-
ulation who wish to improve their minds, and are inclined
to do so by reading and study, should be compelled to pay
a duty of this kind when Government admit they do not
care for the duty so far as revenue is concerned. I should
bo exceedingly glad if the hon. Finance Minister would
add to the Free List, books published in foreign langu-
ages, which would include the German language; it would
not apply to the French, which is not alforeign language, but
it would cover Greek and Latin books as well as German.
With that concession, I am sure the decision of the hon.
Finance Minister will be accepted throughout the country
as being a fair concession to the literary interests which
were represented before him,and will be a sufficient protec-
tion also to the publishers of the country whose interests in
common with those of other manufacturers ho watches
wisely and well.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I think we must assume from the
statements of hon.gentlemen opposite, that a duty on books
is absolutely necessary. The hon. member for West Dur-
ham spoke of a class of litorature on which ho believed it
would be not only advantageous to impose a high duty, but
to exclude altogether if that wero possible; and the hon.
member for Brome (Mr. Fisher), described school books, and
books of that kind, the duty on which tends to the production
of the publications in the country itself. I desire, however,
to say that I think the hon. Finance Minister will yet have to
corne back to the wise policy, as it seems to me, which ho
adopted in 1879. There is no doubt whatever, that 15 per
cent. on a certain class of books is a very high duty; there is a
large class of books which it is utterly impossible to hope can
ever be printed in Canada-when 1 say ever, I mean with-
in a reasonable time--a class where the value of the book
is in its matter; and it is quite impossible that these can b
reproduced with any advantage to publishers in Canada, for
the reason that the market for them is so limited. I will
give simply one illustration. Our own librarian wrote a book
on Parliamentary Governinent. Ho went to the United
States, I believe, and had it published. The importation of
that book, under this duty of 15 per cent.,involved the pay-
ment of a duty of 45 ets.; but if we had the duty as fixed
in 1879, the specide duty of 6 ets. a lb., the charge for duty
would have been about 15 ets. instead of 45 cts., rather
under 5 per cent. than over it on that book, as it would be
about 5 per cent, on books of that class generally. The hon.
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member for West Durbam read a very cloquent appeal, wr'it
ten, I think, by the Rev. Prof. Murray of McGill University,
in favor of free books; but the Rev. Professor has atteudcd
a meeting held in the city of Montreal since that time, which
was presided over by Dr. Dawson, the Principal of McG-.l1,
at which, while an opinion was expressed that books should
be free, recognizing the difficulty of that request being con-
ceded, they urged that the policy of the Govern ment should
be to impose duty by weight, a policy which would have the
effect to a large extent, of putting a heavier duty on that
class of literature to which the hon. member for We:st
Durham referred, and of protecting the publishers of a class
of literature, which can be reproduced in this country i.
self; while permitting the importation of higher class litera-
ture at a very low rate of duty. On the class of books that
can fairly be reproduced in Canada, the specific rate of G
cts. a lb. would be quite as effective of protection, if not
more effective, than the present Tariff, while it would be a
a very moderate tax, an exceedingly low tax on books which
we cannot hope to reproduce bore, and which are required
by scholars and literary men. The hon. member for Brome
referred to the fact that rich men, as a rule, are not mon who
read a great deal, they are too busily engaged in trade as he
said; and that there is another class, the middle class, who
have more leisure. My own impression is that the middie
class have no more leisare; but there is no doubt about this,
that the literary class of the country are not a moneyed
class; they are not given to money making ; they arc
voted to study, and the resuits are given to the world, the
advantages of which are felt greatly by this community.
They are men with just enough to live on, nothing mure;
and a heavy tax to them is a matter of very serious con-.c-
quence. The difference between 45 ets. and 15 ets., as a duy
upon a book, becomes to them a matter of very serious conî
sequence, because they are compelled, by the very position
in which they stand, to count the cost of everything they
purchase, and count it very closely. If the principle wet
adopted of a specifie duty, I am quite satisfied ttiat this class of
persons, a class who deserve the greatest possible sympathy
and encouragement from the Parliament and people of this
country, would be well satisfied with a arrangement. Thon
there is another advantage, which, as it seems to me, night
be derived from the adoption of the principle of a specific
duty on books, by weight, and that is, in the importation of
single books through the Post Office. As the case stands
to-day, a book imported has to be sent to the Customs.
Notice is given to the person to whom it is addressed, and
he has to go to the Custom House and make an entry,
though I believe a not very formal entry is required ;
but sonie process has to be gone through to get the
book out. I know the jealousy that exists between differ-
ent Departments of a Government. This is one of those things
that one outside cannot quite understand the roason for;
but it exists nevertheless ; and it may be that some diffi-
culty might be met in getting the Department of the Post-
master-Generfl ani that of the Minister of Customs to agree
to a process by which there would be Customs stamps, so that
when a book came to the Post Office, and the importer went
to get it, he would simply have to purchase the necessary
number of stamps, the book being thrown into the scale to
ascertain the duty, and put them on, and these stamps would
be accounted for to the Cu-toms Department. 1 think that
this process might be adopted, although, as I sid before, I
know that a difficulty exists, especially on the part of
deputy heads, who sometimes Reem to consider that this
country was made for the magnifying of their special office;
and that difficulty is very considerable.

Hon. MEMBERS. Oh! Order.
Mr. WHITE. Unfortunately, there is too much truth in

what I have juast said. I merely rose for the purpose of
urging very strongly that.the hon. Finance Minister would,

- not at this time-been use I know it cannot be done now-
but still to urge strongly that he should roturn to the policy
which he adopted in 1879. I know that there were some

L binders who thought it affected their trade, and soine book
publishers who thought it affected their trade; but 1 am
quite satisfied that, having regard to the interests of the
groat mass of the comnunity, the policy of a speciflo duty
by weight would be the true policy. At that time, if I re-
member rightly, a duty was imposed on magazines and perio-
dicals and a great deal of feeling was shown in the country
just after it had been imposed. People who had been in the
habit of gotting magazines free, went to the Post Office to
get them, and found them weighed, and that there was a
duty to pay on them-a duty which seemed to be pretty
heavy. That difficulty does not exist now. Magazines are
free; and, I believe, by a change in the Tariff to-day, even
weekly periodicals are made free, sothat there is no diffieulty
now arising in that way. The duty will simply be on books
in the trce sense of the word; and I think that, if we
were te adopt a specifie duty, wo would really accomplish the
object which everyone admits is desirable, of excluding to
some extent, or at any rate, of not encouraging, a class of
literature, cheap litorature, which I think it would be very
mauch better for the people if they did not get, while it would
give the higher class of literaturo to the scholars and literray
mon of the country at a comparatively low rate of duty.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). I notice that the strongest objec-
tion that the hon. Minister of Finance makes to remitting
the duty on books, is, that by so doing, it woulid stop the
publication of books in Canada. Now, I think that if the
lion. gentleman will enquire into thisi matter he will find
that the only books published in Canada to any considerable
extent at all, are school books, authorized first by the Council
of Public Instruction, or which are expeocted to be so author-
ized. The books published in Toronto, or the greater por-
tion of them, I know, I have reason te bolieve, in fact, I may
almost say I know, consist of that class of publications.
There is another class, however, published to some consider-
able extent recently, and that is • the class which are
sold by subscription. For instance, the biography of
the right hon. gentleman is being published in that way,
and sold by subscription, and wo had recontly a variety of
works publisbed in the saine way. Now, if you excludo all
other publications except those two, or the two kinds named,
you will have almost, in those two classes, a complote list
of the publications-the major portion of the publications-
of the Dominion cf Canala at the present moment. We
havo no publication of English poots, or English technical
works; all tho books that you will find on the book-sholves
of the book-stores of Canada, consist of such works as I
have already indicated. We have a few histories of Canada
published, the production of' native authors, but no publica-
tion of foreign works, to auy appreciable extent, except
such as may be used in the Public Schools.

Mr. BOWELL. What class of books are published by
Rose & Co., and Belford & Co. ?

Mr. ROSS. Rose & Co. publish the ilose-Belford Library.
These are reprints, I believe, of American books. That is
the extent of their publication in that line, but the Rose-
Belford Co. are now confining themselves almost entirely to
such books as I have named, which are being sold by subscrip-
tion. I have in my possession now some books which have
beenipublished recently, and which occupy a large portion of
thoir pros. For instance, there is "Lord I>ufferin's Admin-
istration in Canada;" the "Scot in America," and I do not
know whether the "Irishman in Amorica " was published
by that firm or not; but, at all events, those books are sold
by subscription to a constituency which is guaranteed in
advance, so that that class of books would not be interfered
with by the remission of a large portion of the
heavy tax which we ask to be remitted. Now, the cl&ss of
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readers which will be affected most seriously by this tax
wilI be professional mon, teachers and others, and men of
other callings sneh as these. Every work required by the
teacher for professional purposes is a foreigu publication.
Go inVo the Model Schools of Ontario, and, with one
small exception, thero is not a single publication used in
t hese Model Schools but what is an American publication.
The books authorized for use in the Model Sehools of that
Province-and we require about 2,000 annually-are of
foreign publication, and these are ail most valuable,
and bave been published very recently, because of the
great advances which have lately been made from a
scientific stand-point. Take, for instance, Professor Bain's

Science -of Teaching," a most valuable work which every
icacher should read, and which bas recently been published.
It cornes under the tax which the hon. gentleman bas im-
posed. Some of the most advanced a4gobraic and other
mathematical works, some of the classics, and particularly
some of the French books used in the High Schools of the
Province, are foreign publications. There is one
enterprising firm in Toronto which bas done much to put
Canadian publications in the hands of Canadian read-
ers, but the professional works which advanced teachers
require to use are ail foreign publications, and upon
such books the burden of this duty will fall most heavily.
Take next the Schools of Art and Design in the Province of
Ontario; nearly ail the technical works which are required
te be used in them are foreign books. I cannot think of a
single publication of that kind used in these schools which
is published in Canada. Even the primary or elementary
books with which the student begins bis education are pub.
lished by Walter Smith, of Boston. The hon. gentleman
will sec that this heavy tax fails upon those who are
pushing thoir way to the front, in order to train thomselves
for professional and useful pursuits in life. If the hon.
gentleman is going to interfere with the development and
intelligence of the people, ho is striking a blow at one of the
most important industries-shall I caul it?-in the Dom-
inion of Canada. Let me ask the hon. gentleman to take a
simple proof of the effects of his Tariff. Let him go into
the store of any book-seller in Ottawa and look over his
shelves, and ho will find that any literary or scientific work
of any value is almost invariably an English or some foreign
publication. Ho will scnrcely find one of the poets pub-
lished in Canada, or the writings of any of the English
literary or scientific men. Take Macaulay's " Essays and
Reviews," for instance. That, of course, is ngt a work which
bas been issued within seven years, but it may have been
rindered much more valuable by recont annotations. He
will fnd that those books which are new and fresh arc not
Canadian, but foreign publications, and certainly we want
the newest and freshest we can get. These books all come
under the bon. gentleman's heavy tax, and surely ho ought
to allow the utmost facility for the cultivation and devolop-
ment of the literary taste of young Canadians. It is cer-
tainly desirable, as wts said when we were incorporating
the Royal Ilistorical Society, that we should endeavor to
turn our attention somewhat in the direction of literary
pursuits. The hon. gentleman cites the case of the
United States as one in point, but, as the lion. member for
Brome (Mr. Fisher) says, the two cases are not parallel.
They have 50,000,000 of people, and any publisher is alnont
perfectly safe in publishing any work ie may select with
auch a constituency of readers to appeal to.

SirILEONARD TILLEY. That is your principle gen-
evally.

Mr. ROSS. It is a sound principle. It is the same prie-
ciple that other manufacturers aet upon. The publisher, like
any other manufacturer, makes a book to seil it, and unless
he can sell it he will not publish it. Some of these Amari-
can firms ae-o very enterprising-the lHarpers, for insta1ce

Ur. Ross (Middlesex).

who publisi the Ha/f -Hour Series, and the Franklin Square
Library, which are composed of the works of the best
minds in England and Scotland. The 15 per cent. tax will
be a heavy burden so far as these books are concerned.
They are books which any ordinary reader can purchase for
a small cost but for this duty. The hou. gentleman has
put an obstacle in theway of thecirculation of the hoalthiest
kind of literature. He says there is an advantage in bis
high tax, because it keeps out cheap novels, and question-
able literature, but I do net sec why the innocent should
suffer with the guilty. It is true, that perhaps this duty
does tend to keep out a questionable class of literature,
but it at the same time keeps out the antidote; it keeps out
the most valuable books of the best minds of English and
foreign literature. One reason why the dime novel is pub.
lished, and purchased, is bocause it costs a dime.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY. And because itis a novel.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). Yes; but the best antidote

against the dime novel is to cultivate the purchase of the
best kind of books at the same price. Some of the Franklin
Square books can be bought for 10 ets. or 15 ets.

Mr. BOWELL. How does this duty affect them in-
juriously ?

Mr. R1OSS (Middlesex). What we propose is that the
duty should be remitted.

Mr. BOWELL. Thatis not the question I asked.
Sir LEONARD TILLEY. The duty will amount to just

three-quarters of a cent on a dime book.
Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). We should endeavor to ci rculato

books which are valuable, profitable, and instructive, and
thus educate the public to re ect the dime novel by culti-
vating a taste for better books. Iregret that while the hon.
gentleman bas a largo surplus; wbile ho feels that the
revenue is buoyant, he is not dispsed to assist the great
educational interests of this country, or elevate the educa-
tional and literary taste of the people to a higher plane, by
placing within their reach every facility for the cultivation
of bigher and botter literary tastes.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman seems anxious to
give the scholars of this country their literature as cheaply
as possible Hle is a member of the Literary Board of
Ontario, which endorses a system a hundred tinies more
injurious to the rcholars of that Province, and imposes
twenty times more duty upon their books than the present
duty doc. The Educational Department of Ontario, which
is controlled by tb friends of the hon. mnember for West
Middlesex, imposes restrictions in this way. They will
allow no bocks te be sold that do not belong to the Educa-
tional Series; they put their own price on these, change
them as often as they like and compel the book-sellers to
charge their price, and will not allow thom to reduce the
price.

Mr..ROSS. Not at ail; nothing of the kind.
Mr. SPROULK They will not allow them to do it,

These books cannot be got at the cheapest possible price by
the class who need them most, that is, the teachers in the
sehools. I know, as one who lias been engaged in selling
books, that the country bas been put to a very heavy
expense in obtaining school books, because scarcely is one
book authorited when there is an order issued for it te be
changed.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex). That is not so.
Mr. SPROULE. It Lis so. We have had stock on the

shelves that we had for less than a month, when we had te
send for another stock. And these books had to be sold at,-
1$, that used to be sold at 25 ets. and 30 ets. 'lIhe Depar-tment
will not allow them to be sold for less. If theso are not
unreasonable restrictions, I do not know what are; and
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when the hon. gentleman is inclined to complain of restric-
tions placed on books by this small Tariff, I think that he
would have greater reson to complain of the restrictions
imposed from day to day, by the Education Department of
Ontario-restrictions which it is not in the power of the
people there to remedy in any way.

The first, second and third resolutions were severally
concarred in; and it was resolved that the following take

effect on and after the 20th of April, 1883:-The first reso-
lution, and in the second resolution, items 1 to 5 inclusive,
13, 20 to 22 inclusive, 24 to 44 inclusive, 45a to 55 inclusive,
79 to 98 iáclusive, and 100 to 102 inclusive.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and (at 1:10 o'clock a.m.) the House
adjourned.

R
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ÂBBOTT, Hon. J. C. G., Argenteuil
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co.'s Petition for B. (M. to read)

741 (vol. ii.); B. 114, lo*, 783; 3° m., 888; (Amt. to
recom.) 889.

Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 1°,
38; on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) as to constitutionality,
417.

Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)
on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 216; on M. for 30
(Amt. to recom.) 220.

Grand Trunk and North Shore Rys. Amalg. B. 111
(Mr. Colby) in Com. (Amt.) 888.

Mingan, Seigniory of, Documents respecting (M. for
copies*) 659.

Montreal, Ottawa and Western Ry. Co.. (B. 73, 1°*)
150.

Petition for Private Bill, W. V. Lawrence & Co. (M.'
to read and receive) 139.

Private Bills Reps. from Com. (M. to extend time)
288.

ALLEN, Mr. B., West Grey
Chinose Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 904.
Lord's Day, Railway Traffie on, on M. for Ret., 900.
Timber on Indian Lands (Ont.) on M. for Ret., 294.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Reo. 2 (wools and

woollens) 674.

ALLION, Mr. W. H., ants
Newspaper correspondence, on Que@. of Priv. (Mr.

Charlton and othters) in re Increased Indemuity
(remark) 1059.
i

AMYoT, Mr. G., Bellechasse
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on M.

for 30 (Amt.) 422; in Com., 557.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 2",

124.
Census Returns, Distribution of (Ques.) 89.
Onfederation Debates, Index to (Ques.) 266.

Crédit Foncier Franco.Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)
on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. ffude) 218.

Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7
(Mr. Cameron, Euron) in Coma., 117; on Amt. (Mr.
Rykert) that Com. rise (Ques. of Order) 200.

Debates, Official Reps. of, on French Reporting Staff,
(remarks) 415; on M. to conc. in Fourth and Fifth
Reps. of Com., 1136.

Frontenac Terrace, Quebec (M. for Ret.) 54.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation, on prop. Rs. (Mr.

Costigan) 581.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, Petitions from Quebec,

on M. for copies, 214; B. 132 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Coin., 1322, 1323, 1325; on Amt. to recom. (Mr.
Blake) 1369.

King's Gounty (P.E.I) Election, on Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
Mackenzie) 179.

Lebel and Renouf, Drs., Acets. of (M. for copieb*) 40.
SUPPLY-Militia (Ammunition) 854; (Drill pay, &a.)

856.
Penions (Veterans of 1812) 852.

Ways and Mean.--on the Budget, 405.
Veterans of 1812 of Quebec (Ques.) 56.
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Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for Com., 570.

Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,
Hastings) on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to flday f4.r
2ç, 257.

Ways and Means-on the Budget, 410.

AUGrE, Mr. M., Shef9ord
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Deejardins)

in Com., 161; on M. for 30 (Amts. 6 m. h.) 215,
308, 311, 370.

Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 46 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com., 882.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com., 1320, 1322, 1325, 1328-1330, 1331,
1344.

Letter Postage, Reduction on (Ques.) 106.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Uastings) on Ant. (M. Coursol) to M. to fix day for
2°, 257.

MiIitia, Pay of Offleers and Mon, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Caron), 728.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and
dycd co'tons) 682.

B, M r. T.,NForth Wentworth
Militia, Pay of Officers and Mon, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 726.
SUPPLT-Ârf, Agriculture, &c. (Patent Record) 836.

Immigration, 851.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 765.

BAKER, Mr. E.C., Victoria, B.C.
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks) 785.
CineEe Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 325, 906.
Immigration into B.C., including Chinese, on M. for

copies of Cor., 73.
Immigration into B.C. (hi. for Cor.) 776.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 13J (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1327, 1346; on M. for 3° (Amt.)
neg. (Y. 40, N. 95) 1372.

Little Bear Creek, Navigation of (Ques ) 56.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 429,431; on M. for 2°,106; in dom.,
708.

Ngotiations with B.C., in re Dry Dock and Ieland Ry.
(Ques.)-687; on Explanations (Bi John A. Mecdonald)
1394.

Pilotage Acts Amt. (Ques.) 165.
Plotage Authwrities in B.. (I. for copies of N'.) 205.
SUPPLY-Fisheries (Salaries, &c, Overserand War.

dens) 1015, 1016; (Services in -conneetion with
Boiuntyþ rd90.

Ocean and River Service (Sir James Douglas) 953;
(Examination a9 Masters and Mat..) 96A

Public JT rs-Jwee: rwbe and Rivers (B.C.),
928; suppi., 1.13.

BAKER, Mr. E. C.-Con.
Steamboat Tnspection, 1190.

Two Creeks ilarbor (Ques.) 56.

BAKER, Mr, G. B., Minsisquoi
S*l*%es of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1311.

BARN4D, Mr. F. J., Yale
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on

Shakespeare) 905.
Lakes Shushwac and Okanagon Canal

Cor., &c.*) 232.

prop. Res. (Mr.

(M. f.r copies of

BzATY, Mr. J., jun., West Toronto

Central Bank of Can. Incorp. (B. 16, 10*) 40.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past (B.-8, 1°*) 35; M. -for 2",

118, 121.
Insolvents' Estates, Equitable Distribution of (B. 9, 1°)

35.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. Whift,

Hastings) on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for
20, 260 ; on Amt. 6 m.h. (»r. Curran) to M. for Z,
652.

North-Western Bank Act Amt. (B. 82, 1°*) 185.
North-Western Bank Incorp. (B. 112, 1°*)-693.
Private Bills (Ms. to extend time) 36, 66, 88, 161.
Standing Orders Com. (prop. M. to form Joint Com.)

233 ; (M. to send Mess. to Sen) 291.
Union Ass, Co. of Ca.. Act Amt. (B. 47, 1*) 106.
Wood Mountain, Qu'Appelle and Prince Albert Ry.

Co. Incorp. (B. 48, 1°*) 103 ; Son. Amt. (M. to
disagree) 767.

Bf:enAD, Mr. F., Iberville
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) in

Com., 782.
Crédit Foncier Franco.Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 30D, 310.
Debates, Official Rep'. of, on hM. (MKr. White, Cardwell)

to conc. in Fourth and Fifth Reps. of Com., 1136.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Costigan) 578.
Mount Johnson, Postmaster at (Ques.) 547.
Ship*Channel, Montreal and Quebec, B. 142 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) on Res., 1338.

BEN6oN, Mr. W. F., South Grenville
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1361.
SpruceLogs, Export, Daty en, on prop. Re. (Mr. Ies)

208.
Taritr-on 1. (Sir LeonMard Tley) for Com. on Ways

and Means, 618.
Ways and M ana-in Com. on Re.2, (printed and dyed

cottons) 679.

BEROERON, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois
Canadian Electric Light Co. (B. 105, IP) 547; 2° m.,

701.
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BzER nwN, Mr. J. G. H.-Con.

Homlook Bark, U.S. duties on (Ques.) 78.
Ontario and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. (B. 65,

1°*) 140.
Publie Works, Salaries of Employés charged to (M. for

Stmnt.*) 116.
St. Jean, Banque de, Annual Roturns (M. for copies) 66.
SUPPLY-Mi8cellaneous (M. Fabre's Salary and Con-

tingencies) 1380.

BcrnoN, Mr. D., Stormont and Oornwall
Dominion Lands Acts Congolidation B 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on A mt. (Mr. Charlton) to M. for 3°, 948.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1339, 1341, 1345.
Militia Acts Ant. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 2°, 538;

in Com., 584.
Personal Explanations (par. in Toronto Globe) 709.

BErNIER, Mr. M. E, St. Hyacinthe
SUPPLY-U8(OntS (Salaries &c.) Ques., 1005.

BLAKE, Hon. E., West Durham
Acad a Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on M.

for :2°, 37'; (Amt. to recnm .) 499; in Com., 557.
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks 785.
Address, on the, 13.
Address to His Excellency on Departure, on Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1385.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 753, 1132,

1133, 1178,1236.
Adultery, Soduction, .&c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) on M.

to recom., t86, 306, 314.
Agrieultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M., 691.
Allowance on Goods required by the C.P.R. Co. (M. for

Ret.) 41.
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Aint. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) iii

Com., 781.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 836, 837,

840,842,845.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.

on Res., 99 ; on M. for 2°, 190.
Bothwell Election and conduet of County Judge, on M.

(Mr. Bawkins) for Sp. Com., 522.
Booms, &c., on Navigable Waters B. 96 (Sir iector

Langevin) on M. for 20, 786 ; in Com., 788, 9R5.
Building Societies, Permanent, B. 17 (Mr. FWilliams) on

M. for 1°, 40; on M. for 2', 124.
Burpeo, S. G., Charges against, on M. for copies, 505.
Campbellton and Gaspé Mail Service, on M. for Cor.,

505.
Cana'a Cential Ry. and Town ofPembroke B'nus (M.

for copies of potitions, &c.) 22).
Canadian C,nasolidated Five por Cont. Lnan B. 2i (Sir

ieonard Tilley) on prop. Re4., 53; on M. for 2° of B.,
81; on M. for 3°, 10:.

Canadian Electric Light Co.'s B. 105 (Mr..Bergeron) on
M. for 2°, 701.

BLAiCE, Hon. E.-Con.
Canadian Pacifc Ry. Reps., as to route, progros, &c.

(remarks) 66, 61, 80, 81, 86.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., Location and Lands (M.for aps)

75.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Commission (I. for Stmnt.) 41.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., North of Lake Suporior and East

of Carrent River (Ques.) 501.
Canadian Paueifi, Ry. Monopoly, &c. (M. for Ret.) 107.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., in Com. of Sup , 998, 999,

1137-1139, 1141, 1149; cone., 1214, 1219.
Canadian Pacifie Rv. Co. and the North American Con.

tracting Co., Contract between (M. for wopy) 778.
C:nadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'% B. 114 (Mr. Abbott) on M.

for ° 783; on M. to recom. 889.
Cinadian Pacifie Ry. (Roply te Annual Sta'emcat) 977,
Carriage, Duty on, in Com. on W. & M., 862.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCartÀy) on M. for 1°,

58; in Com., 314.
Cape Breton under Confederation, on M. for Stmnt.,

416.
Census Records, 1881, on M. for Stmrat., 104.
Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 743.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. ofSup, 1193, 1199, 1233.
Charitable, Philanthropie, and Provident Associations

Act Amt. B. 100 (Mr. Colby) on M. for 10, 498.
Chief Justiceship of Qaeen's Beach, Man. (M. for

Ret.) g0.
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co's. Mo*p. Aet

Amt. B. 51 (Mr. Cameren, Victoria) onu . fqr g, 164.
Civil Government, in Com. of Surpq W, $5g, 753,

1132, 1175,« 117/7,s1285, 12à7,1249.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir 2¢e*or l4gyrin) on

M. for 20, 932; in Com. on Res., 933-935; in Com. on
B., 1036,; on M. for 3°, 1060.

Civi4 Service Superannuation Acta Consolidatiap B. 91
(Sir Teonard Tiley) in Com. on iez., 792,; on M.
for :.° d B . 1231; in com., 3234.

Coal Lands in tho N.W., Sales and Leaises (I. for
Ret.) 41.

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sap., 1073 -1079,
1250; conc., 1317.

Commercial Treaties (M. for let.) 16.
Committee, Select Standing, on M. te conc..in List, 39.
'omparaive Statement of Local Froigt 2latos, p91.

Concurrence-Library (Sslarie) 1114; Health Statistics,
1115; Public Buildings (Ottawa) 1116; Excise,
1120; Weights and Mensures and Çras, 1120; Post
Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1123; D>minion Police,
1127; Kingston Penitentiary (Grist Mill) 1125;
Blouse of Commons (Witneroses *nd Shorthand
Reporters) 1214; Immigration, 1114, (Winnipeg
Bospital) 1214; Claim of James Dick, 1214; Com-
pensation te Mrs. MeInnis, 1222; Fishery Baisty
(Services in connection witb) 1224; cana!.
(Cîpital) 1317; Militia (Purehase of Prope 'ty)1317;
Collection of Revenue (lExcite) 1317; Dominion
Staates Cousolidation, 167,

e
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Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 32 (Mr. Riopel) on M.
for 20, 125.

Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles
Tupper) on M. for 20 (objection) 1212; on M. for 20,
1293; in Com., 1297, 1300, 1302-1309.

Contract 15, and Joseph Whitehead., in Com. of Sup.,
1141.

Cordage, Duty on, in Com. on W. & M., 669.
Cottons, Printed and Dyed, in Com. on W. & M., 676.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 147, 150.
County Judges Criminal Court B. 11 (Mr. Robertson,

Bamilton) on M. for 20, 103.
Credit Valley Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 50 (Mr. Cameron,

Victoria) on Sen. Amts. (M. to disagree) 1098.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Kr. Desjar-

dins) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 217; on Amt.
to Amt. (Ques. of Order) 219; in Com., 261; on
Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr. Auger) 309; on M. for 30, 369.

Criminal Cases, Procedure in, B. 2 (Mr. McCarthy)
on M. for 20, and ref. to Sel. Com., 87.

Criminal Law Amt. (Offenees against the Porson) B.
7 (Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. for 2', 88; in Com.,
117; on Amt. (Mr. Ives) to M. to receive Rep. of
Com., 195 ; in Com., on Ques. of Order, 200 ; on
M. that Com. rise, 201.

Customs Acts Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.
on Res. 101; in Com. on B., 589-593.

Customs Frauds (M. for Ret.) 42.
Customs Seizures (M. for Stmnt.) 41.
Culbute Canal, in Com., of Sup., 1159.
Debates, Official Reps. of: on National Policy, on M.

for copies, 502; on omission from, 694; on M.
(Mr. White, Clardwell) to conc. in Fourth and Fifth
Reps. of Com., 1134; on expunging Report on
Ottawa Orange Demonstration, 1199.

Dick, James, Claim of, in Com. of Sup., 1139 ; conc.,
1214.

Dillon, Year's salary to, in Com. of Sup.. 1237.
Dionne, O., Services of, in Com. of Sup., 1184.
Dominion Elections Act (1874) Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Bolduc)

on M. for 2°, 903.
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 840.
Dominion Lands ActaConsolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 1", 98; in Com., 879, 882, 887,
936; on Sen. Amts., 1310.

Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup, 1112, 1113, 1380.
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49 (Mr.

Cameron, Victoria) in Com., 373.
Dominion Ry. Trust and Construction Co. Incorp. B.

41 (Mr. Smali) on M. for 20,164.
Dominion Statutes, Consolidation of (M. for Stmrnt.) 67;

in Com. of Supply, 1040; conc., 1387.
Dominion, The, Persons entering, leaving and settling

(M. for Stmnt.) 295.
Drawbacks on Articles manufactured for Export, on 2°

Supply B. 128 (Bir Lonard Tilley) 1390.

BLAKE, Hon. E.-Con.
Dufferin Bridge, Remission of duty on Iron for, on M.

for copies of Cor., 898.
Dunn and Page Messrs., Compensation to, in Com. of

Sup., 1160.
Dustan, Mr., Claim of, for Remission of Duty (M. for

copies of Cor.*) 659.
Baster Adjournment, on M. (remarks) 289.
Electoral Franchise B. 107 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on

M. for 1°, 595; on wthdrl. of B. 1387.
Elections, General, Votes polled at (M. for Stmnt.) 56.
Estimates, the (Ques.) 281.
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1022; conc., 1120.
Expiring Laws Continuation B. 133 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 1335.
Extradition Act, Canadian (M. for Ret.) 42.
Fabre, Mr., Salary and Contingencies, in Com. of

Sup., 1374.
Factor'es, Offences against Persona employed in, B. 117

(Sir Leonard TIlley) on M. for 11, 828; on wthdrl. of
B., 1386.

Faetory Commission, in Com . of Sup., 1197.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1010.
Fisher, Judge, Widow of, in Com. of Sup., 1236.

Gait, Sir Alexander, Resignation of (Ques.) 266.
General Elections, Returning Officers (M. for List) 57.
General Elections, Votes polled at (M. for Stmnt.) 57,
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1091.
German Immigration and Naturalization, on M. for

Cor., 97.
Governor-General's Expenses to B.C., in Com. of

Sup., 1191.
Government, Steamers, in Com. of Sup., 953.
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1158; conc., 1221.
Grinding in Bond and Transport of Wheat through U.S.

(M. for copies ofO.C., &c.) 56.
Grist Mill, Kingston Penitentiary, on conc., 1127.
Guns, Manufacture of, Contract for (M. for copy) 57.
Heney, Stewart & Co. Award, in Com. of Sup., 1158.
High Commissioner, Successor to (Ques.) 376 ; Contin-

gencies, in Com. of Sup., 1177.
Honde, Mr., Sessional Indemnity, in Com. of Sup.,

1380.
Immigration, in. Com. of Sup., 846, 849, 1238; conc.,

1114, 1214.
Imports and Exports, on M. for Ret., 76.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1191, 1377.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costigan)

in Com. on Res., 790; on Sen. Amts., 1279.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on

M. for 2D, 118.
Insolvent Traders Asset, Distribution of, B. 99 (Mr.

Curran) on M. for 10, 368.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission, Claima settled by, on M,

for Ret., 134.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission (39. for Ret.) 52 iin

Com. of Sup., 1150,

if
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Intercolonial Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1060-1064, 1076
1150-1157,1158, 1245; conc., 1219.

International Fishery Exhibition, in Com. of Sup.,
1044, 1191.

Inter-provincial Trade, on M. for Sel. Com. 115 ; on M.
for Coin. to send for persons, papers, &c., 139.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on M. for copies of Peti-
tion from Quebec, 215; on M. for Sel. Com. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 236; objection to suspension of
Rule 78, and to serve on Com., 253; (M. for
Ret. in respect to) 380; on B. 132 (Sir John 4. Mac-
donaid)on M. for Com. on Res., 1226; in Com.,
1227; on M. for 20 of B., 1318-1331, 1339, 1341-
1347, 1349, 1355, 1358, '1361, 1362; on Amt.
(Mr. Ouimet) 1365; on M. for 3° (Amt to recom.)
1366; neg. (Y. 46, N. 105) 1371.

Iron, and Manufactures of, in Com. on W. & M., 672.
Ketchum, Mr., Refund to, in Com. of Sup., 1154;

conc., 1219.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election (remarks on Printing

Returns) 53; on prop. M., 93; (remarks) 102; on
Amt. (Sir John A. .Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on
Priv. and Elec., 154; (personal stmnt.) 157; on Amt.
to Amt., on Ques. of Order, 175; on Aint. to Amt.,
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) to M. (Mr. Blanchet) to conc.
in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and Elec., 824; on altera.
tion of Return by Clerk of Crown in Chancery
(Ques.) 826.

Kingston and Pombroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B.
86 (Mr. Gtunn) in Com., 371.

La Cloche and Duck Islands, Sale of (M. for copies of
Cor*) 660.

Lakos Huron and Superior, Water Lots in Harbors, on
M. for Cor., 5'3.

Lands, Public, of the Dominion, Acts Consolidation, B.
45 (Sir John A. Macdonald) on M. for 1°, 98; in
Com., 879, 882-884, 936; on Sen. Amts. (M. to dis.
agree) 1310.

Lands (N.W.) System of Transfer (M. for Ret.) 79.
Legislation, in Coin. of Sup., 759, 763, 765, 835, 1133,

1380.
Letters, Undelivered (Ques.) 889.
Library of Parliament, on M. to conc. in Rep. of Com.,

631, 1026; in Com. of Sup., 765, 1133.
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sap., 1019,

1191.
Liquor Legislation and Licensed Victuallers (MI. for

Cor.) 80.
Loan, Canadian Consolidated Five per Cent. B. 21

(Sir Leonard Tilley) on prop. Res., 53; on-M. for 2ç
of B., 81 ; on M. for 30, 102.

Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Er. White, Hastinqs)
remarks, 501.

Lumber, Importation of, into Man.., on M. for Ret., 95.
Mackenzie, Judge, Widow of, in Com. of Sap., 1132.
McLennan, Roderick, Claim to land in N. W.T. (M.for

Cor.) 778.

BLAIx, Hon. E.-Con.
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup., 952, 953.
Mann, C. H., Claim of, in Com. of Sup., 1157.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of B. 89 (Mr. McLlan)

in Com. on Res., 430; in Com., 708.
Militia Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 544-546,

583, 729-732.
Militia Blankets, Tenders, &o., for purchase of (M. for

copies) 230.
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 859, 1239-1241; con., 1316.
Ministerial Explanations, on the, 33.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1038-1042, 1044,

1191-1193, 1195-1197, 1878-1381 ; conc., 1128,
1387.

Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as
Witnesses, B. 6 *(Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. for
Com., 316; on M. to place on Orders, 332.

Naturalization of Aliens in Man. B. 140 (Sir John
A. Macdonald) in Com., 1387, on M. for 3' (Amt. to
recoin.) neg., 1387.

Nortbern Ry. Co.'s B. 93 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.
for 20, 375; on M. for 3°, 1095, 1C97.

Oblate Fathers Incorp. B. 19 (Mr. Boyal) in Com.,
244; (Amt. to recom.) q68.

Ocean and River Service, in Coin. of Sup, 953.
O'Connor, Hon. John, Suns paid (M. for Stunt.) 56.
Order of Business (remarks) 1391.
Parliamentary Companion, iit Com. of Sup., 1197.
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 753-756, 1237.
Penitentiaries Laws Consolidation B. 111 (Sir John A.

.Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 1038; in-Com., 1309; on M.
to recom., 1387.

Permanent Building Societies B. 17 (Mr. Williams)
on M. for 10, 40; on M. for 2°, 124.

Personal allusions in Newspapers (remarks) 1363.
Petition for Private Bill (C. P. Mattock) on M. to

read and receive, 138.
Phair vs. Venning, in Com. of Sup., 1193.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) 710-716.
Post Office, in Coin. of Sup., 1079, 1197 ; conc.,

1123.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fnd Act Amt. B.

39 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 20, 164.
Prince Albert and N. W. T. Lands, Claims of Inhabit-

ants (M. for Cor.) 130.
Prince EdwardIsland Ry., in Com. of Sp., 1064.
Private Bills, on Ms. to extend time, 36, 88.
Promissory Notes, &c., Repeal of Duty Act Amt. B. 78

(Mr. Weldon) in Com., 427.
Public Business, State of (rema'rks) 55, 106, 1235.
Public Contracta, Fraud in relation to, B. 5 (Air.

Casgrain) on Amt. (Mr. Bos, Middlesex) 304.
Public Lands Acte Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 1°, 98; in Com., 879, 882-
884, 936; on Sen. Amts. (M. to disagree) 1310.

Public Works, in Com. of Sap., 908-913, 923, 931,
1180-1184, 1247.
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Publie Works, Salaries charged against (M. for Ret.)
86.

Public Works, Telegraphie Rxpenditure charged to (M.
for Stmnt.) 84.

Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1233.
Quebec Harbor Commissioners Act Amt. B. 130 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com. on Res., 1214.
Queddy River Driving and Boom Co., on M. to re-

ceive petition, 186.
Queen's Bench (Man.) Chief Justicesliip (M. for Ret.) 60.
Quinze Pier, Booa and Improvement Co. Incorp. B. 66.

(Mr. Tassé) on M. for Com., 942.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sap, 998, 999,

1060-1063, 1070-1073, 1137-1141, 1149, 1150,
1154, 1157-1160,1245; con'c., 1214, 1219, 1221.

Railway Subsidies, Applications for, on M. for Stmnt.
(Amt.) 301.

Railway Trust and Construction Co. B. 141 (Sir John,
A. Macdonald) on M. for 20, 1386.

Rathbun, H. B., and Sons Incorp. B. 26 (Mr. JVhite,
Hastings) on M. for 2°, 77.

Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I., in Com. of
Sap., 1381.

Returning Offlcers in Goneral Elections (M. for List)
57.

Ricbards, S., Allowance to, in Com. of Sup., 1878.
Rideau Canal, in Conm. of Sap., 1073.
.Rolling Stock transferred by Purcell & Co., in Com.

of Sup., 1149; cone., 1219.
Royal Military College, in Com. of Sup., S59.
]Russell vs. The Queen (M. for copies of Judgment) 66.
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. B. 138 (&r

Leonard Tilley) on prop. Res., 1199; in Com ., 1334;
on M. for 3° of B., (Amt.) 1363.

St. Lawrence River and Canals, in Com. of Sup.,
1071.

Sales and Leases of Lands in the N.W. (M. for Rot.) 41
Salaries charged against Pub. Works (M. for Rot.) 86.
Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Cor., on Res., 1311, 1315.
Saskatchewan University Incorp. B. 18 (Mr. Wi-

liams) in Com., 244; (Amt. to recom.) 261.
Select Standing Committees, on M. to conc.in Lists, 36.
Senate, Reforrm in the, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 759.
S3hreiber, Mr., Allowance to, in Com. of Sap,, 1158.
Scientific Institutions, in Com. of Snp., 957, 1190.
Shanly, Frank, Widow of, in Com. of Sup., 1378.
Shipbuilding Trade of Que., in Com. on W. & M., 668.
Speaker, Eleotion of, on M., 1.
Standing Orders Com., on prop. M. to forrm Joint

Com. 233 ; on prop. M. tt6send Mess. to Sen., 291.
Standing Orders, on Res., 74 ).
S:atisties, Iealth and Agricultural, in Com. of Sap.,

842-845.
Subsidies to Rys. B. 137 (Sir Charles Tupper) on

prop. Res., 1257, 1269; in Com., 128d-1290; B. in
Come., 1332; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 18.

BLAKE, Hon. E.-Con.

Superannuation Fund (M. for Ret.) 301.
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice, 753; suppl. (Widow of
Judge Mackenzie) 1132, (Woodward vs. Russell)
1133, (S. Richards, allowance to) 1178, (Widow
of Judge Fisher) 1236.

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Armhives, care of, 4.) 836;
(Census) 837; (Damnion Exhibition) 840;
(iealth Statisties) 842; (Agricultural, &c., Statis-
tica, Man.) 845.

Canal1--Capital: Williamsburg (Entrance and Lock
at Rapide du Plat Canal) 1070, (Compensation
for Land taken for Rapide du Plat Canal) 1159;
St. Lawrenen River :aud Canals, 1071; Murray,
1071; Trent River Nav.. (Loeks, &c., between
Lakefield and BaIsam Lake). 1071; Tay (Con-
struction of Works) 1072; Grenville (Heney,
Stewart & Co., Awar4) 1158, conc., 1221 ;
Culbute (to complete) 1159; Welland (Compen-
sation to Messrs. Daun and Page) 1160. Income:
Trent Valley (Sarvey of Nav.) 1072; Rideau
(Toll Collectni's Office) 1073.

Charges of Management, 743.
Charges on Revenue - Castoms, 119q ; Excise (H. H.

Grant, difference of Salary) 1193; (J. Griffith,
diffarence required to increase his Salary) 1198;
Publie Works (Telqgraph Linos, B.C.) 1199.
P.E.I. Ry. (Compensation for Inries) 1223.

Civil Governmeut (pustois) 1131; (Governor
General's Secretary's Qice) 743, suppl., 1235;
(Privy Council) 743. .pppl., 1'9; (Justice, Peni.
tentiaries Branch) 744; (Interior) 745, suppl., 1175,
1237; (Inland Revenue) 747, suppl., 1132;
(Agriculture) 748, suppl., 1132; (Public Works)
749; (Railways and .4anals) 1,35; (Post Office
and Finance .Depts:, ntingencies) 75; (Civil
Service Examiners) 7ô; (ligh Commiesioner,
Contingencies) 1177.

Col(ection of Reveaues: Repairs and Working Ex-
penses (Interçolonial ,y.) 1073-1076; (SalarieP,
&c., Canal Officers).1078; Maintenance and Repairs
(Harbors and Slides) 10718, (Telegraph Lines,
Man. and N. W. T.) 1079; Excise, 1250, cone.,
1317.

Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys) 1112. [acome
(Outside Service) 1113 ; (Land Guides) 1380.

Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1022; cone., 1120.
Fisheries (Salaries,&c., Overseers and Wardens) 1010.
Geological Survey, 1091.
Immigration, 846, 849; coac., 1114,1214; suppl., 1238.
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1191; (N. W.T.: Indus.

trio] Schools) 1377.
Legislation (Salaries, &c., Senate) 759; House of

Commons (Salaries, &o.) 763, (Pablishing Dabates)
763, (Grant to Library) 765, suppL., 1133,

(Reports for Supreme Court) 83», (Sessional
Indmnity, Mr. Houde) 1880.
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SUPPLY-Orn.
LIghthouse and Coast Brvice (Lighthouses and Fog

Alarms) 1019; (Surveys, Lakes Huron and Supe-
rior) 1191.

mail ubsidies (West Indies and Brazil) 952; (France
and Quebec) 952; (Cape Canso and Port Hood)
952; (Canada and Germany) 953.

Militia (Royal Military College) 859; (Purchase of
Property, Artillery Battery and Cavalry and Lin-
fantry Schools) 1229-1241; conc., 1316.

Miscellaneous (aanada Gazette) 1038; (N.W.T., Ex-
penses of Government) 1039; (Dominion Statutes
Consolidation)104O, conc., 1387; (Legal Expenses,
John Burgess) 1192; (Factory Commission) 1197;
(N.W. Mounted Police, Compensation to Members)
1041; (Phair us. Venning, Costs and Damages)
1193; (Mounted Police Barracks) 1043, 1044;
(Extra Clerks, Services of) 1196; (Governor Gen-
eral's Expenses to B.C.) 1191; (International
Fishery Exhibition) 1044, suppl., 1191; (Parlia-
mentary Companion) 1197; (Surveys, Lakes Huron
and Superior) 104; (Royal Society, Publication of
Proceedings) 1195; (Library, Department of Jus-
tice) 1944; (Retiring allowances to Dominion
Policemen) I192; (Cases decided on B. N. A. Act)
1045, cone., 1128; (Widow of Frank Shanly) 1378;
(Mr. Fabre's Salary and Contingencies) 1378;
(Costs of litigated matters) 1381 ; (Refund of Du-
ties to Merohants in P..I.) 1381.

Ocean and, River &rvice (Government Steamers) 953.
Penitentiaries (Kingston) '53, conc., 1127, suppl.

(Year's salary to J. Dillon) 1237; (St. Vincent de
Paul) 754; (borchester) 755; (Man.) 756; (B.C.)
756.

Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1079; suppl., 1197;
conc., 1123.

Public Works-Capital: Buildings - (Ottawa, addi-
tional) 908; suppl., 1180. income: Buildings
(N.S.) 909; N.B., 910; (Que.) 911, suppl., 1182;
(Ont.) 912; (Man.) 912; (N.W.T.) 913; (Repairs,
&c.) 913; suppl. 1183. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.)
923; (N.B.) 1381; (Ont) 1183; (Prince Arthur's
Landing) 1247; (Miscellaneous) 931; (O. Dionne,
Services of) 1184.

Quarantine (Sydney, N.B.) 1238.
Raidways-Capital: C. P. R. (Canada Central Sub-

idy) 998; (Prince Arthur's Landing to Red River>
999; (British Columbia) 999; (Canadian Pacific
Subidy) 999; (Georgian Bay Branch) 1137;
(West of Red River) 1138; (Dawson Route: Claim
of James Diük) 1139, conc., 1214; (Contract
15: Joseph Whitehead) 1141; (Rolling Stock
transferred by Purcell & Co.) 1149, cone., 1219.
Inte.eolonial Ryt (Increased Accommodation at
St. John) 1060; (Halifax Extension) 1061; Rolling
Stock, 1061, 1062; (St. Charles Branch and Ferry)
1063, suppL, 14; (Construction A ooant, old,

BLAXE, Hon. E.-Con.
SUPLY-.Co.

Commission, &c.) 1150; (Refand to Mr. Ketoham)
1154; cone. 1219; (Legal Bpenses 'n e
Western Counties Ry.) 1257; (Claim of C. H.
Mann) 1157; (Mr. Walsh, damage to property)
1158; (Cape Traverse Ry., P.E.1.) 1064. Oneral
(Surveys and Inspections) 1065; (Subsidy, Bridge
over Red River) 1158; (Allowanoe to Mr.
Schreiber) 1158; (Railway Statistics) 1065;
Town of Pembroke Bonus) 1065-1067.

SBeiific Institutions (Meteorological Observations)
9571; suppi., 1190. .

Weights and Measures and Gas, 1046; cono., 1120.
Supply B. 128 (Sir Leonard TULey) on M. for 2°,1390.
Supreme Court Jurisdiction B. 100 (Mr. Landry) on M .

for 19, 383.
System of Transfer of Lands in N.W. (X. for Cor.) 79.
Tarif Alterations (M. for Ret.) 547; (remarks) 548.
Tarif Resolutions, specitic and ad val. Duties (Mfor

Stmnt. of values*) 556.
Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 3072.
Telegraphic Expenditure chargedj

(M. for Stmnt.) 84.
Three Rivers Harbor and Harbor

Bowell) on M. for 20, 1038.
Timber and Lumber Tolle and

Costigan) in Com. on Res., 1037;j
-1209

Timber Licenses (M. for Rot.) 61.
Titles to Land, Transfer of, B. 97

M. for 10, 573.

against Pub. Works

Master B. 121 (Mr.

Dues B. 16 (Mr.
in Com. on B., 1207

(Mr. McCarthy) on

Tobacco and Snuff, in Com. on W. & M., 673.
Toronto Harbor and Esplanade B. 106 (Mr. Small) on

M. for 2°, 709.
Town of Pembroke Bonus, in Com. of Sup., 1065-

1067.
Trent River Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1071, 1072.
Troops, withdrawal of, from Halifax (K. for Despatche,

&-.) 502.
Iays and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (acetic acid) 661;

(sulphuric acid, &c.) 662; (playing cards) 662;
(printed musie) 662; (braces or suspenders) 662;
(carriages) 662 - (railway cars, &c.) 662; (children's
carriages) 663; (cotton duck) 663-665; (cordage)
668; (glazed and unglazed pipes) 671; (furniture)
671; (iron, and manufactures of) 672; (carbolie oil,
&c.) 673; (Iubricating oil) 673; (union paper collar
eloth) 673; (tobacco and snuif) 673; (wools and wool.
lens) 675; (printed and dyed cottons) 676; (agriculta-
ral implements) 691 ; (coal dust) 692; (india rubber
clothing) 692; (pumps, iron, &c.) 692; on conc.
(books) 732.

Weights and Keasures ani Gas, in Com. of Sup.,
1046; conc., 1120.

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1160.
Williamsburg Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1070, 1159.
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Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co. Incorp. B. 48
(.Mr. Beaty) on M. to disagree with Sen. Amts., 767.

Woodward vs. RusselL, in Com. of Sup., 1133.
Wools and Woollens, in Com. on W. & M., 676.

BLANCHET, lion. J. G., Lévis
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Dejardina)

on M. for 30, 369.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election: Rep. of Com. on

Priv. and Blec. (M. to cono. in) 793; (Res.) summon-
ing Clerk of Crown in Chancery to attend and amend
Return, 826.

Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act Amt. B.
39 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 2°, 163.

BLONDEAU, Mr. C. B., Kamouraska
Murray Bay and River Ouelle Winter Service (M. for

Cor.) 106.

BOLDtC, Mr. J., Beauce
Dominion Elections Act (1874) Ant. (B. 85, 10) 233;

20 m., 903; in Com., 1034.
Hemlock Bark, Export Duty on (Ques.) 1025.
Spruce Logs, Export duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr. Ives)

208; (Ques.) 1025.

BossÉ, Mr. J. G., Centre Quebec
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Ives) to i. to
receive Rep. of Com., 196.

Miedemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as Wit-
nesses, B. 6 (Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. for Com.,
317.

Quebec and James Bay Ry. Co. Incorp. (B. 54, 1°*)
129.

Quebec Fire In&. Co. Capital Stock Reduction (B. 23,
1°*).56.

BoURAssA, Mr. F., St. Johns, Q.
IlFe Aux Noix and St. Johns 'Barracks (Ques.) 1025;

(M. for RopE. of Engineers*) 1034.
Pensior.s to Militiamen of 1812 (hi. for Stmnts.*) 55.
Scottsville Postmastership (M. for Ret.*) 52.

BOURBEAU, Mr. D. O., Drummond and Arthabaska
Agricultural Fertilizers, on M. for Sel. Com., 207.
Canadian Tobacco Regulations (Ques.) 41.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costigan)

on prop. Res., 576; in Com. on B., 917, 9.9.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 122.
Lord's Day, Railway Trafflc on, on M. for Ret., 902.
Reciprocity with the United States, on M. for Cor., 272.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop Res. (Mr. les)

212.
SUPPLY-Militia (Royal Military College) 859.

BoWELL, lon. Mr., Northffastings
Agrieultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M.; 688.

BownL, lion. Mr.-Con.
Alterations in Tariff, on M. for Res., 547, 548.
Amos Rowe and the Govt., Relations between, on M.

for Cor., 1029.
Brandon as a Port of Entry (Ans.) 166.
Burgess, John, Legal Expenses, in Com. of Sup., 1192
Canada at International Fishery Exhibition (Telegram

read) 1207.
Cape Race Light Dues, in Com. of Sup., 1191.
Carriages, in Com. on W. &'M., 662.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1198; conc.,

1226.
Children's Carriages, Importation of, on M. for Ret.

777.
Civil Government, in Com. of Supply, 747,1131.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir ector Langevin)

on M. for 20, 932; in Com. on Res., 935.
Concurrence-Fishery Overseers and Wardens, 1116;

Lighthouses and Fog Alarme, 1116; Excise, 1120;
Dominion Police, 1126; Kingston Penitentiary (Griot
Mill) 1127; Cases decided on B.N. A. Act, 1128;
Fishery Bounty, Services in connection with, 1224-
1226; Customs (Man.) 1226.

Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 672.
Cottons, Printed and Dyed, in Com. on W. & M., 678.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Dejardins)

on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Orton) 219.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1000-1009.
Customs Acts Consolidation (B. 34, Res.) 100; in Com.

101; 1e of B., 102; in Com., 587-593, 694-702;
Sen. Amis., 1037.

Customs Fraude, on M. for Ret., 42.
Customs Laws, Modification of, on M. for Cor., &c.,

508.
Customs Seizures, on M. for Ret., 41.
Debates, Official Reps. of (M. for Sel. Com.) 28; on

omission, 693; in Com. of Sup., 746.
Departmental Reps., Compilation of, on Prop. Res.

(Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 299.
Dionne, O, Services of, in Com. of Sup., 1186.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 885.
Drawbacks on Articles Manufactured for Export, on M.

(Sir Leonard Tilley), for Com. of Supply, 1130; on
20 Supply B. 128 (&r Leonard Tilley) 1388 -1390.

Dufferin Bridge, Remisaon of Duties on Iron for, on
M. for copies of Cor., 898.

Examination of Masters and Mates, in Com. of Sup.,
952.

Fitshery Bounty Augmentation (Ans.) 1025.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1010, 1014-1019, 1187-

1190 ; conc. 1117, 1224.
Fishories Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. McLelan) M. for

Com., 1200; in Com., 1204; Son. Amts., 1384.
Fishing by Foreign Vessels Extension to B.C. Act (B.

143, 10) 1363.
Government Steamers, in on. of Sup., 953.

vii a
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Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1249.
Inspection of Steamers (Ans.) 1025.
Insu'ing Goods in Bonded Warehouses (Ans) 204.
International Fisheries Exhibition, in Com. of Sup.,1191;

Canada at (Telegram read) 1207.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1361.
Iron, and Manufactures of, in Com. on W. & M., 672.
Jacques, James H., Appointment of (Ans.) 289; on M.

for Cor., 507.
Kearney, Charles, Appointment of, on M. for Cor., 507.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 764.
Life-boats, Purchase of, in Com. of Sup., 954, 1249.
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 956,

957, 1019, 1116, 1191.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarma, in Com. of Sup., 1019.
Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Mr White, Hastings)

on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for 2>, 259.
Lubricating Oils, in Com. of W. M., 673.
Lumber, Importation of, into Man., on M. for Rot., 95.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1039, 1044, 1045, 1191-

1193, 1197; conc., 1128.
Miscellaneons Printing, in Com. of Sup., 1039.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 953-956,

1249.
Phair vs. Venning, in Com. of Sup., 1193.
Portage La Prairie as a Customs Outport (Ans.) 166.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1186, 1241.
Quebec Harbor Police (Ans.) 890.
Richibucto River, Obstructions in (Ans.) 1025.
Robertson vs. The Queen, in Com. of Sup., 1197.
Scientific Institutions, in Com. of Sup, 957, 1190.
Selkirk as a Port of Entry (Ans.) 315.
-Spirituous Liquors, Importation of (Ans.) 502.
Steamboat Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1190.
SUrLr-Charges on Revenue (Custorms, Man.) 1198;

conc., 1226.
Civil Government (Customs) 747, 1131.
Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1000-1009.
Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens)

1010, 1014-1019, conc., 1117 ; (Services in
connection with Bonnty) 1187-1190, oonc., 1224.

Indians (N.B.) 1249.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 764.
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 956;

(Signal Stations) 957 ; (Lighthouses and Fog
Alarma) 1019, conc., 1116; (Cape Race Light
Dues, &c.) 1191.

Miscellaneous (Phair us. Venning, Costs and Dam-
ages) 1193; (Miscellaneous Printing) 1039; (In-
ternational Fisheries Exhibition) 1191; (Legal
Expenses, John Burgess) 1192 ; (Surveys of
Lakes Huron and Superior) 1044; (Cases decided
on B.N.A. Act) 1045, conc., 1128; (Robertson
vs. The Queen) 1197.

Ocean and River Service (Government Steamers)
2
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SUPPLY- Con.
953 (Examination of Masters and Mates) 953;
(Purchase of Life-boats, &c.) 954, suppl., 1249;
(Triennial List of Shipping) 956.

Public Works-Income : Miscellaneous (O. Dionne,
Services of) 1186; Buildings (P.E.I.) 1241:

Bientific Institutions (Observatories and Meteoro.
logical Observations) 957; suppl., 1190.

Steamboat Inspection, 1190.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1049, 1056.

Supply B. 128 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on 20, 1388-1390.
Sydenham River, Navigation of (Ans.) 1025.
Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 547, 548.
Tea, Differential Duty on (Ans.) 412.
Three Rivers Harbor and Harbor Master (B. 121, 1)

999; 2° m., 1038.
Trade and Navigation Tables (presented) 36,
Triennial List of Shipping, in Com. of Sup., 956.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (carriages) 662;

(railway oars, &c.) 663 ; (children's carriages)
663; (cotton duck) 664, 666; (iron, and manufh.
tures of) 672; (carbolic oil, &c.) 673; (lubricating
oils) 673; (printed and dyed cottons) 678; (agri.
cultural implements) 688.

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1049
1050.

Westhaver's Point, Lighthouse at, on M. for Cor., 781.

BREOKEN, Mr. F. DE ST. C., Queen's, P.E.I.
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks) 785.
Cape Breton under Confederation, on M. for Stmnt., 414.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1166.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1076.
Compensation for Injuries, P.E.I. Ry., in Com. of

Sup., 1166.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on M. for 30, 369.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1013, 1188.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1324, 1325; on Amt. to recom.
(Mr. Blake) 1367.

King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. (Sir John A.
Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv. and Elec., 153;
on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) to M. (Mr.
Blanchet) to conc. in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and
Elec., 825.

Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup,, 1382.
P. E. I. and Mainland Mail Service (remarks) on M.

for Com. of Sup., 1376.
Prorogation, Congratulations, &o. (remarks) 1897.
Refund of Duties to Merchante in P.E.L, in Com. of

Sup., 1382.
Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. (acdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1312.
Signal Stations at North Cape and Eat Point (M.

for Ret;) 1026.
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Steam Communication, P.E.I. and Mainland (M. to
conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com.) 1027.

SUPPLY-Charges on Revenue: P.E.I. Ry. (Compensa-
tion for Injuries) 1166.

Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working Ex-
penses (Windsor Branch Ry.) 1076.

Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens)
1013 ; (Services in connection with Bounty) 1188.

.Miscellaneous (Refund of Duties to Merchants in
P.E.I.) 1382.

Tarif-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &
M., 615.

BRYsoN, Mr. J., Pontiac
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1275.
SUPPLY-Public Works-Income : Harbors and Rivers

(Ont.) 1247.
Quinze Pier, Boom and Improvement Co. Incorp. B.

66 (Mr. Tassé) on M. for Com., 941.

BjUENs, Mr. K. F., Gloucester
Booms, &o., in Navigable Waters B. 96 (Sir Bector

Langevin) in Com., 789.
Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Mr. White, Hastings)

on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for 2°, 256;
on Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for 20, 646.

Reciprocal Trade with Brazil, &c., on M. for Cor., 772.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1265.
SUPPLY-Pisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseeers and War-

dons) 1017; (Services in connection with Bounty)
1187.

Immigration, 847.
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (Contract 15, and Joseph

Whitehead) 1145.
Tarif Alterations, on M. for Ret., 551.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 476; in Com. on

Res. 2 (cordage) 668.

Btpz, Mr. C., Sunbury
Immigrant Agents, Temporary (M.
Immigration into Canada, 1882 (M..
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B.

Macdonald) in Com., 1323, 1326.

for Ret.) 86.
for Stmnt.) 80.
132 (Sir John A.

BURpEE, Hon. I., St. John, N.B. (City and County)
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 947.
Coal entered Ex-Warehouse (M. for Ret.*) 80.
Coal, Export of, from N.S. (M. for Ret.) 76.
Consolidated Fund Roceipts and Expenditure (M. for

Ret.) 76.
Customs Act Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in

Com. on Res., 101; in Com. on B., 588, 699-702.
Dominion Lands, Receipte from Sales (M. for Ret.) 76.
Grain, Flour and Coal Duty, Abolition of (M. for

Ret.*) 80.
Importe and Exporte (M. for Rot.) 76.

BUnrPEE, Hon. I.-Con.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1249.
Intercolonial Ry. Revenue and Working Érpenses (M.

for Stmnt.) 76
Intercolonial Ry., Rolling Stock Purchases (M. for

Ret.) 76.
Queddy River Driving and Boom Co., on M. to receive

Petition, 185,
Shipbuilding Materials, Drawbacks on (M. for Ret.) 76.
Shipping Materials, Drawbacks on (M. for Ret.) 76.
St. Tohn River Ry. Bridge (M. for Ret.*) 80.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1206.
Sugar, Drawbacks on (M. for Ret.*) 80.
Superannuation of Civil Servants, in Com. on Res., 793.
SUPPLY-Civil Government (Finance and Treasury

Board) 747; (Customs) 747.
Indians (N.B.) 1249.

Tariff Alterations, on M. for Rot., 549.
Ways and Ieans-in Com. on Res. 2 (cordage) 668.

CAMERoN, Mr. HEOToR, Yorth Victoria
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

223, 224; (M. to recom.) 286, 306.
Atlantic, Pacific and Peace River Telegraph Co. Incorp.

(B. 62, 10) 140.
Bayfield Harbor, Engineers' Reps., &c., on M. for

copies, 774.
Building Societies, Permanent, Act Amt. B. 17 (Mr.

Williams) on M. for 20, 125.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 1°,

38.
Chignecto.Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 51,

1°*) 106; 2° m., 164; on 2°, 244.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (&r Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1298, 1303, 1305, 1307.
Credit Valley Ry. Co. Act Amt. (B. 50, 1°*) 106; 2°

m.,164; Sen. Amts., 1098.
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. (B. 49,

10*) 106; in Com., 373; Sen. Amts., 804.
Grand Trunk and North Shore Rys. Amalg. B. 113

(Mr. Colby) in Com., 803.
Great North-Western Ry. Co. Incorp. (B. 74, 1**) 150.
Insolvents,ischarge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 120.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac

donald) in Com., 1320, 1326, 1328-1330, 1339,
1342, 1343, 1348, 1357, 1359, 1360, 1362; on M. for
30 (Amt. to recom.) carried, 1372.

King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. (Sir John A.
Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv. and Elec., 166;
on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Oameron, Huron) to M. (Mr.
Blanchet) to òone. in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and Blec.,
82L

Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B,
36 (Mr. Gunn) in Com., 372.
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Library of Parliament, on M. (Mr. Colby) to cono. in
Joint Coms, Rep., 631.

Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Mr. White, Hastings)
on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for 20, 255.

Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 93 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.
to ref. back to Ry. Com., 803; 3° 'm., 1095, 1096.

Pacifie and Peace River Ry. Co. Incorp. (B. 64, 10*)
140.

Pig Iron, Bonnty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard
. Tilley) 716.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act Amt. B.

39 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 2°, 164.
Promissory Notes, &c., Repeal of Duty Act Amt. B.

78 (Mr. Weldon) in Com., 427.
Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and Saskatchewan Railroad and

Steamboat Co. Incorp. (B. 72, 10*) 150.
Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1313.
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Stoamship Co.

and Nelson Valley Ry. and Transportation Co. Amalg.
(B. 88, 10*) 261.

CAMERoN, Mr. HUGH, Inverness
Cape Breton under Confederation (M. for Stmnt. of

Expenditure on Railways, Canals, &c., in all the Pro-
vinces, area and population, &c.) 412.

Geological Reps. of Victoria, Inverness and Richmond
Counties, (M. for copies) 779.

Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)
1272.

SUPPLY-PubliC Worke-Income : Harbors and Rivers
(N.S.) 923.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and dyed
cottons) 681.

CAMERON, Mr. M. C., West Euron
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

224; on M. to recom., 283, 306.
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) in

Com., 781.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on M.

(Mr. aHawkins) for Sp. Com., 513.
Campbellton and Gaspé Steam Service, on M. for Cor.,

505.
Charybdis, Disposal of (M. for Cor.) 135.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 746, 748.
Colonization Lands (f. for Ret.) 55.
County Judges' Criminal Court B. 11 (Mr. Robertson,

-amilton) on M. for 2°, 103.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 20, 145.
Criminal Law Amt., Offences against the Person (B. 7,

1°*) 32; M. for 21, 87 ; in Com., 116; M. to receive
Rep. of Com., 195; in Com., on M. (Mr. Rykert) that
Com. rise, 200; M. to receive Rep. of Com., 201.

CmRo, Mr. M. C.-Con.
BEpenses of Members of the Govt. in England, on M.

for Ret., 381.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election (M. for Clerk of

Crown in Chancery to attend Hs.with Ret.) 40; Clerk
in attendance, 52; (Res.) 89; (Ques.) 116, 140; on
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) to M. (Mr. Blanchet) to conc. in
Rep. of Çom. on Priv. and Elec. 800; (Amt. to Amt.)
806.

Maritime Court of Ont. (M. for Ret.) 105.
Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as

Witnesses (B. 6, 10*) 32; 2> and ref. to Sel. Com.,
87; rep. from Sel. Con. with Amts., 140; M. for
Com. 315; M. to place on Orders, 331.

Port Albert Harbor Improvements (M. for Rot.) 376.
Privileges and Elections Con., on Rep. of (remarks)

693.
Regina as the Capital of the N.W., on M. for O.C., 278
SUPPLY-Civil Government (Interior) 745; (Indian

Affaire) 746; (Marine and Fisheries) 748.
Timber Licenses, on M, for Ret. 229.

CAMPBELL, Mr. 0. J., Victoria, NS.
Tarif-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Con. on W. &

M., 612.

CARLING, Hon. J., London
]Burpee,. S. G., Postmaster at Florenceville, Charges

against, on M. for copies, 505.
Farnham and Guillaume Mail Service (Ans.) 125.
Flesherton and Vandeleur Mail Service (Ans.) 547.
Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake Brie Ry. Bi-daily

Mail Service (Ans.) 781.
Letter Postage, ReducLion on (Ans.) 106.
Letters, Undolivered (Ans.) 889.
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup., 952.
Money Orders and the Postal Union (Ans.) 106.
Mount Forest and Glen Eden Mail Service (Ans.) 547.
Mount Johnson, Iberville Co., Postmaster at (Ans.) 547.
Newspapers, Free Delivery of (Ans.) 890.
Picton and Trenton Mail Service (Ans.) 502.
Post Office, in Com of Sup., 1079, 1081-1083, 1197.
Post Office Act (1875) Amt. (B. 92, 1°*) 283; 20 m.,

1037.
Report of Postmater General (presonted) 106.
SUPPLY-lail Subsidies (Lakes Huron and Superior)

952.
Post Oice (Mail Service, &c.) 1079, 1081-1083;

suppl., 1197.

CAaoN, Hon. J. P. R. A., Quebec County
c" A" and "B" Batteries, Vacant Commissions in

(Ans.) 204.
Annual Camps, on 31 of B. 31 (Ans.) 834.
Civil Government, in Con. of Sup., 748.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir Eector Langevin) in

Com., 1036.

xi



CARoN, Hon. J. P. R. A.-Con.
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) in Com., 374.
Drill Shed at Iona, Contract for, on M. for copy, 133.
Great Guns, Manufacture of, on M. for copy of Con-

tract, 57.
Militia Acts Amt. (B. 31, 1°) 67; 2° m., 526, 540 ; in

Com., 544, 546, 583-587, 729-732; adjd. deb., on
on Amt. (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) to M. for 31, 830; on
Amt. (Mr., Ros, Middlesex) 831.

Militia Blankets, Tenders, &c., for purchase of, on M.
for copies, 231

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 853-856, 858, 860, 1239-
1241.

Militia, Pay of Officers and Men (prop. Res.) 693; in
Com. on Res., 721-728 ; embodied as sec. 43 in
B. 31.

Militia Report (presented) 36.
Peters, Major, Charges against, on M. for Cor., 781.
Richmond Field Battery, Guns for, on M. for Ret., 205.
SUPPLY-Civil Goverment (Post Office) 748.

Militia (Military Branch and District Staff Salaries)
853 (Ammunition, &c.) 853, suppl., 1240 ; (Drill
Instruction and Drill Pay, &c.) 856; (Drill Sheds)
858; (Care of Military properties) 858; (Royal
Military College) 858, suppl., 1240; ("A " and "B"
Batteries) 860; (Artillerymen at Shoeburyness)
860; (Purchase of Property, Artillery Battery and
Cavalry and Infantry Schools) 1239-1241.

Pensions (Veterans of 1812) 852; (Compensation in
lieu of Land) 853.

Veterans of 1812 of Quebec (Ans.) 56.
Veterans of 1812-15, or Widows of, Pensions to (Ans.)

657.

CAsY, Mr. G. E., West Elgin
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

224.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tilley) 191.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on M.

(.Mr. Rawkins) for Sp. Com., 519.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1168.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir Bector Langevin) on

M. for 2°, 982.
Civil Service Superannuation Acts Consolidation B. 91

(Sir Leonard Tilley) on M. for 21, 1233 ; in Com.,
1234.

Communication between P.E.I. and Mainland, on M. for
Ret., 51.

Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for Com., 565.

Debates, Official Reps. of, on M. iMr. White, Cardwell)
to conc. in Fourth and Fifth Reps. ot Com., 1136.

Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com., 874, 880, 888.

Dominion, The, Persons entering, leaving, and settling,
on M. for Stmnt., 296.

CAsEY, Mr. G. E.-Con.
Drill Shed at loua, Contract for (M. for copy) 133.
Dufferin Bridge, Remission of Daty on Iron for (M. for

copies of Cor.) 897,
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1089.
Grenville and Carillon Canal Contract, Arbitrator's

Award on Claim (M. for copy*) 903.
Hudson's Straits, Exploration of (Ques.) 1137.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1108.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, on M. for 20, 121.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on M. for copies of Peti-

tions from Quebec, 214; B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com., 1326, 1328.

Jewish Refugees from Russia, Immigration of (M. for
copies of Cor.*) 659.

Legislation, in Com. ofSup., 763, 766, 1133.
Militia, in Com. of Saip., 855-859.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1043, 1196, 1197.
Morpeth Harbor Improvements (M. for copies of

Cor.) 556.
North-West Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1110.
Pembina Branch, Gravel Claim (M. for copies of Cor.)

902, 1034*.
Prisoners, Removal of, to Penitentiaries (M. for Cor.)

133.
Public Works, in Com of Sup., 913, 914, 927, 930, 1243,

1247.
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co., on M. for Ret., 85.
Railways and Canals, in Con. of Sup, 1141, 1144, 1149.
Regina as the Capital of the N.W. (M. for O.C., &c.)

273, 280.
Returning Officers in General Elections, on M. for

List, 58.
Returns, bringing down, on M. for Ret. of Timber

Licenses, 62.
Salaries of Sessional Messengers (remarks) 1386.
Subsidies to Rys., in Com. on Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1285.
SUPPLY-Charges on Revenue: P.E.1. Ry. (Compensa-

tion for Injuries) 1168.
Geological Survey, 1089.
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1108.
Legislation (Salaries, &c., House of Commons) 763;

(Grant to Library) 766, suppl., 1133.
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 851; Drill Instruction

and Drill Pay) 955; (Contingencies, &c.) 857;
(Royal Military College) 859.

-Miscellaneous (Publications of Proceedings of Royal
Society) 1196; (Parliamentary Companion) 1197;
(Mounted Police Barracks) 1043.

North-West Mounted Police, 1110.
Public Works -Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 913,

suppl., 1243; (Repairs, &c.) 914. Harbors and
Rivers (Ont.) 927, suppl., 1247. Telegraphs, 930.

Railways- Capital: C. P.R.(Contract 15, and Joseph
Whitehead) 1144, 1149; (Dawson Boute, Claim of-
James Dick) 1141.

Weights and Measures aand Gas, 146.
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CAUT, Mr. G. E.-Con.
Tarif Alterations, on M. for Ret., 555.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural

implements) 685.
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1046.

CAsGRAIN, Mir. P. B., L'Islet
Address to His Ex. on Departure, on Re& (Sir John

A. Macdonald) 1385.
Agricultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M., 685.
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Amt. B. 23 (Mr. Richey) in

Com., 782.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 840.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on M. for

20, 190; in Com., 282.
Booms, &c., in Navigable Waters B. 96 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com., 789.
Building Societies, Permanent Act, Amt. B. 17 (Mr.

Williams) on M. for 2°, 125.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

203; on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) as to constitutionality,
426.

Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 744.
Civil Service Employés in Montreal, on M. for Ret., 78.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1074.
Concurrence-Intercolonial Railway (St. Charles Branch

and Ferry) 1121; Adulteration of Food, 1125 ; Dom-
inion Police, 1126.

Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 145.

Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjar-
dins) on Amts. 6 m.h. (Mr. .Auger) 216, 312.

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1000, 1004.
Debates, Official Reps. of (attention of Ils. called to

an omission) 693; on M. to cone. in Fourth and Fifth
Reps. of Com.,1135.

Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1112.
Elgin Station Depot (Ques.) 40.
Fabre, Hon. H., Appointment of (M. for Cor.) 84;

Salary of (Ques.) 1136.
Genii, British Ship (M. for Cor. between Master and

Depts.) 380.
HElébert, H., Case of (Ques.) 78, 1169.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1105.
Interest in Canada, to fix the Rate of, B. 77 (Mr. Catu-

dal),M. to place on Order Paper for 20, 957.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on M. (Sir John A. Macdon-

ald) for Sel. Com. (Ques. of Order) 234; (objection
to serve on Sel. Com.) 264; B. 132 (Sir John A.
Macdonald) in Com., 1323.

King's County (P.E.I.) Eleetion, on alteration of Rot.
by Clerk of Crown in Chaneery, 826.

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 766.
Lieutenant Governors, Salaries of, in Com. of Sup., 1242.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Mastings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Air. Curran) to M. for 2°,
642.

Militia, in Cor. of Sup., 855.

CAsoRAIN, Mr. P. R-Com,
Miscellaneous., in Com. of Sup., 1184, 1379.
Morin, Lucien, Official Arbitrators Award to (Ques.)

220.
North-West Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1111.
Orange Demonstration at Ottawa, on expunging Rep.

from, Debates, 1199.
Parliament, Opening of, Formal Ceremonies at (re-

marks) 4.
Pelletier and others, Claims of (Ques.) 1025.
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1083.
Procedure of the House, Recording Votes (remarks)

827.
Private Bills, on M. to extend time, 88.
Public Contracts, Fraud in relation to (B. 5, 10) 32

M. for 20, 93 ; ref. to Sel. Com., 102; 3° m., 302.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 925, 1183, 1242.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1145, 1156, 1157.
Returning Officers in General Elections, on M. for List,

58.
Royal Military Col. Graduates as D.L.S. (B. 33,

1J*) 77; on wthdrl. of B.,1034.
Sailors, Release of Imprisoned, at Quebec (M. for copies

of Cor.) 380.
Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in

Com. on Res., 1312.
Secretary of State (Ques.) 951.
St. Jean Port Joli Wharf (Ques.) 41, 315; (M. for

Rets..) 64, 377.
Standing Orders, on Bos., 741 (vol. ii.)
SUPPLY-Ârts, Agriculture, &c. (Census) 840.

Civil Government (Justice) 744.
Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working Expenses

(Intercolonial Ry.) Ques., 1074.
Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1000, 1004.
Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys) 1112.
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1105.
Legislation (Grant to Library) 766.
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 854.
Miscellaneous (O. Dionne, for Services) 1184; (Mr.

Fabre's Salary and Contingencies) 1379.
North-West Mounted Police, 1111.
Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1083.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Man.) 1242;

Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 925, suppl., 1183.
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (Contract 15, and Joseph

Whitehead) 1145; Intercol. Ry. (Land and other
claims) 1156; (Rivière du Loup Branch) 1117.

CATUDAL, Mr. M., Napierville
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjar-

dâns) on Amt. 6m.h. (Mr. .Augr 308.
Interest in Canada, toix the Rate of (B. 77, 10*) 150.

CHALIAU, Hon. J. A., Terrebonne

Introduced, 1317.



IDDEX.

CHARLTON, Mr. J., North Norfolk
Adultery, Seduction, &c. (B. 13, 11) 38; 2° m., 123;

M. for Com., 220; in Com., 223; M. to recom., 283; in
Com., 286; on M. to recom., 306; in Com., 313.

Agreements between Companies and Govt. respecting
Colonization Grants (M. for Ret.*) 55.

Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 837.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com., 282.
Cereals, Duties and Importa, on M. for Stmnt., 775.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 745, 747, 748, 152.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1077.
Colonization Lands (Ms. for Rets.*) 55; (remarks on

delay) 557.
Concurrence-Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, 1117.
Contract 15, and Joseph Whitehead, in Com. of Sup.,

1146.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. fbr 2°, 148.
Debates, Officiai Reps. of, in Com. of Sup., 764.
Departmental Reps., Compilation of, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Ross, Middlesex) 300.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for Com., 864; in Com., 873
-888, 936; on M. for 3, 936 ; (Amt.) 940, 950.

Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1111, 1113.
English Artists vs. Canadian, in Com. of Sap., 763.
Excise, in Com. of Sap., 1022, 1023.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1013.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1089, 1092.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 846.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1101, 1102, 1105-1110.
James' Bay Expedition (Ques.) 1136.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 761, 764, 766.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, conc., 1117.
Lumber, Importation of, into Man., on M. for Ret., 95.
Manitoba Indian Agency (M. for Rep., &c.) 902.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1041.
North-West Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1110.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (&r Leonard

Tilley) 717, 721.
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1082.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act Amt. (B.

39, 1°*) 89; 2> m., 162; M. to wthdw., 288.
Public Lande Surveyed in the N.W (M. for Ret.*) 55.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 912, 913.
Question of Privilege, on Correspondence, Toronto

Mail, in re Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1057.
Railways, in Com. of Sup., 1146.
Regulations concerning Public Lands (M. for Ret.*) 55.
Sales of Public Lands (M. for Ret.*) 55.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr. Ives)

209.
Stationery supplied to Senators, in Com. of Sup., 762.
SUPPLY-rst, Agriculture, &c. (Census) 837.

civil GovemMent (Interior) 745; (Finance and Trea-
sury Board) 747; (Post Office) 748; (Contingent

Exponses, High Oommisioner) 7524

CHÂeARLTON, Mr. J.-Con.
SUPPLY- Con.

Collection of Revenues : Repairs and Working Bxpenses
(Canals) 1077.

Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys) 1111; Income
(Outside Service) 1113.

Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1022,,1023.
Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens) 1013
Geological Survey, 1089, 1092.
Immigration, 846.
Indians (N.S.) 1101; (B.C.) 1101; (Man. and N.W.T.)

1102, 1105-1110.
Legislation (Salaries, &c., of Senate) 761; fRouse of

Commons (Publishing Debates) 764; (Grant to
Library) 766.

Miscellaneous (Mounted Police Barracks) 1041.
North- West Mounted Police, 1110.
Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1082.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Man.) 912;

(Repairs, &c.) 913.
Railways-Capital: C. P. R. (Contract 15, and Joseph

Whitehead) 1146.
Ways and Means-on the Budget 431; (personal ex-

planation) 456.
Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 552.
United States, Reciprocity with the, on M. for Cor., 271.

CoCHRANE, Mr. E., East Northumberland
Ways and Means-tn* Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural

implements) 690.

COCKBURN, Mr. A. P., North Ontario
German Immigration and Naturalization, on M. #r

Cor., 98.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

on M. for 2°, 703.
Returning Offhoers in General Election, on M. for

List, 60:
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (cotton duck) 665.

COLBY, Mr. C. C., Stanstead
Atlantic and North-West Railway Co.'s Incorp. Acts

Amt. (B. 59, 10*) 129.
Charitable, Philanthropic and Provident Associaions

Act Amt. (B 102, 10) 497.
Cottons, Printed and Dyed, in Com. on W. & M., 676.
Cumberland Coal and Ry. Co. Incorp. (B. 71, 10*) 150.
Customs Acte Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. otwell) in Con.,

700.
European, American, Canadian and Asiatic Cable Co.'s

ActAmt. (B. 118, 1*) 828.
Grand Trunk and North Shore Rys. Amalg. (H.

to read and receive petitions).630 ; Ms. to suspend
Rules 51 and 43, and B. 113, 19, 692; recom., 888.

Library of Parliament, Joiit Committee's Rep. (Ms, to,
cono. in) 630, 1025.

Ways and Meaas-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and dyed
ottons) 676.



INDEX.
Coor, Mr. H. H., East imcoe

Midland Harbor Improvements (Ques.) 165.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr. Ives)

211.
SUPPLY-Indians (Annual Grant to supplement Fund)

1095.

CosTIGAN, Hon. J., Victoria, N.B.
Adulteration of Food Rep. (presented) 36; in Com. of

Sup., 1113.
Bill Stamps, Redemption of (Ans.) 502.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1198, 1199.
Civil Governmen, in Com. of Sup., 747.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1079, 1113

1249, 1251.-
Concurrence-Excise, 1117-1119; Weights and Mea-

sures and Gas, 1120.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

-Macdonald) in Com., 885, 987.
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1080-1024, 1383 ; conc., 1117.
General Inspection Act (1874) Amt. (Res. in Cor , and

B 104, 1°') 526; 20 m., 828; in Com., 829.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation (B. 115, prop. Res.)

574; Res. in Com., 790, 10* of B., 791; in Com., 915
-922; 3° m., 999; Sen. Amte, 1279.

Inland Revenue, Returns and S atistics (presented) 36.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1197.
SUPPLY-Civil Government (Inland Revenue) 747.

Charges on Revenue: Excise (Tobacco Stamps) 1198,
(Wainwright, F. G., extra services) 1198, (H. H.
Grant, difference of Salary) 1198, (C. J. Griffith,
diference to increase Salary) 1198; Inspection of
Petroleum (Martin Battle, for extra services)
1199.

Collection of Revenues: Maintenance and Repairs
(Slide and Boom Dues) 1079; (Adulteration of
Food) 1113; (Excise) 1249; (Weights and Mea-
sures and Gas) 1251.

Excisa (Salaries, &c.) 1020-1024; conc., 1117;
(Salary of Inspector of Tobacco) 1383.

Miscellaneous (Merchants Bank vs. Regina) 1197.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1045, 1052, conc.,

1120.
Timber and Lumber, Tolls and Dues (B.126, prop. Res.)

709; M. for Cor., 1037; 1°* of B., 1038; 20 m.,
1207; in Com., 1208.

Weights and Measures Act, on prop. Res. (Mr. Irvine)
to amend, 290.

Weights and Measu.res and Gao, in Cern. of Sap, 1045,
1052; conc., 1120.

Weights and Measures Rep. (preeented) 36.
Wells, Mr., Brewer of Goderich (Ans.) 889.

CoULIN, Mr. T., Sorth !iddlesex
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com., 314.

CouRsoL, Mr. C. J ., East Montreal
Boisvert, Julie, Case of (Ques.) 107.
Civil Service Employée in Montreal (M. for Ret.) 78.

CoURsoL, Mr. C. J.-con.
Insuring Goods in 13onded Warehouses (Ques.) 204.
Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (1Mr. White, Eastings)

on M. to fix day for 2° (Amt. 6 im.h.) 254, 255; on
Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Curran) to M. foi. 2°, 638.

Money Orders and the Postal Union (Ques.) 106.
National Ins. Co. Wirding-up (B. 20, 1°*) 52.
Ship Channel between Montreal and Quebec B. 142

(Si Leonard Tilley) on Res., 1336,1359.

CURRIAN, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal
iBoisvert, Julie, Trial of (Ques.) 41.
Citizens Ins. Co. of Canada (B. 67, 10*) 140.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences agninst the Person) B.

7 (Mr. Cameron, Euron) on Aimt. (Mr. Ives) to M.
toreceive Rep. of Com., 199.

Davis and Lawrence Manufacturing Co. Incorp. (B.
79, 1°*) 161.

1)ebates, Official Reps. of, on National Policy (M. for
copies) 502.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com., 1320, 1322, 1327, 1358, 1362.

Insolvent Traders Assets, Distribution of (B. 99,
1°) 267.

Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Mr. White, Eastings)
on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for 2°,
256; on M. for 20, 632; (Amt. 6 m. h.) 637.

Mcharg and Cooney, Provision for Widows of (Ques.)
126.

Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as
Witnesses, B. 6 (Mr. Cameron, Buron) in Com. (M.
that Com. rise) carried on a div., 322.

Mohtreal Custom House Supernumerary Clerks (M.
for Ret.) 72.

Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com. on Res., 1313.

Ship Channel between Montreal and Quebec B. 142
(Sir Leonard Tilley) on Res., 1337.

St. Lawrence Bridge and Manufacturing Co. Incorp.
(B. 68, 10*) 140.

DALY,.Mr. M. P., -Halifax
Animale, Cruelty to, Acts Amt., B. 25 (Mr. Richey) on

M. for 20, 228.
Bermuda, Telegraphie Communication with (Ques.) 39.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1198.
Concurrence-Fishery Bounty 'Services in connection

with) 1225.
Cordage, in Com. on W. & M., 669.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costigan)

916.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1363.
Orange Demonstration at Ottawa, on expuqging Rep.

from tn bates, 1199.
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IT D EX.
DALY, Mr. M. P.-Con.

SUPPLY- Collection of Revenues: Excise (J. Griffith,
difference of Salary) 1198.

Railways and Canals- Capital: Intercolonial (Rolling
Stock) 1062.

ViceAdmiralty Courts, Officers of, Emoluments, &c.
(M. for Ret.) 902.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (cordage) 669.

DAvirs, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.I.
Canadian Rapid Telegraph Co., limited (B. 120, 1°*)

922.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Çom., 203.
Charges on Revenue, n Com. of Sup., 1161; conc.,

1222.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1074, 1076.
Communication between P.E.I. and Mainland (M. for

Ret.) 43; on M. for Sel. Com., 68.
Concurrence-P.E.I. Ry. (Compensation for Injuries)

1222.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1301, 1302.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjar-

dins) on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Orton) 219; on M. for
30, 369.

Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B.
7 (Mfr. Cameron, Huron) in Com., 117.

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1008, 1009.
Dominion Piers in P.E.I. (Ques.) 1249.
Farmers' Bank of Ont. (B. 28, 1°*) 67.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1013, 1016.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com., 917.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1325, 1346; on Amts. (Mr.
Boss, Middlesex) 1366, (Mr. Blake) 1367, (Mr.
Poster) 1375.

King's County (P.E.T.) Election (remarks on printing
Returns) 53; on' Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to
ref. to Coin. on Priv. and Elec., 151; on Amt. to
Ant. (Mr. Mack3nzie) 183; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr.
Cameron, Buron) to M. (11fr. Blanchet) to conc. in
Rep. of Com. on Priv and -Elec., 816.

Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sap., 953.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1044, 1192, 1381.
Prince Edward Island and Mainland Mail Service

(remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1376.
Public Works, in Com. of'Sup., 910, 924, 1181, 1241.
Question of Privilege, on Toron-to Mail's Correspon-

dence in re Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1059.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1064.
Red Point (P.E I.) Breakwater (Ques.) 266.
St. Peter's Road Ry. Crossing (Ques.) 107, 125.
Salaries of Judges B. 134 (Sir John A. .Macdonald) in

Com. on Res. 1313.

DAVISs, Mr. L. HM-Con.
Steam Communication, P.E.I. and Mainland, on M. to

conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com., 1027.
Superannuation of P.E.I. Judges (Ques.) 204.
SUPPLY- Charges on Revenue (Compensation for injuries

on P.E.I.) 1161; conc., 1222.
Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working Ex.

penses (Intercol. Ry.) 1074, 1076; (Windsor Branch
Ry.) 1076.

Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1008, 1009.
Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens)

1013,1016.
Mail Subsidies (P.E.I. and Great Britain) 953; (flali-

fax and Murray Harbor) 953.
Miscellaneous (Surveys of Lakes Huron and Saperior)

1044; (International Fisheries Exhibition) 1192;
(Refund of Duties to Merchants in P.E.I.) 1381.

Public Works-Income: Buildings (P.E.I.) 910,
suppl., 1241; (N.S.) 1181. Harbors and Rivers
(N.S.) 924; (P.E I.) 1246. Dredging, 929.

Railways-Capital (Cape Traverse Ry.) 1064.
Tarff-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &

M., 602.

DAwsoN, Mr. S. J., Algoma
Bank of London, in Canada, Incorp. (B. 29, 1° *) 67.
Bnoys and Beacons in Lake Huron (M. for Rot.) 79.
Concurrence-Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, 1117;

Claim of James Dick, 1217.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 883, 884.
Edmonton and Peace River Ry. and Nav. Co., Incorp.

(B. 56, 1*) 129.
Fisheries Act Amrt. B. 101 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,

1203.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1013.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1093.
Hudson's Bay, Season of Navigation in (M. for Rot.) 62.
Hydrographie Survey, on M. for Cor., 83.
Immigration and Quarantine, in.Com. ofSup., :849.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1098, 1378.
Inspection of Steamers (Ques.) 1025.
Intoxieating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1325.
Lakes Huron and Superior, Water Lots in Harbors

(M. for Cor.) 503.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 765.
Lightbouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 956,

1019; conc., 1117.
Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (.Mr. Whiie, Hastings)

on Amt. (Mr. CoursL) to M. to fix day for 21, .259.
Masters and Mates, Certifcates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 429 ; on MI. for 21 of B., 705.
Militia Act Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 2, 539.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Snp., 955.
Public Works, in Com. of Sap., 148.
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DAwow, Mr. S. J.--Coa.
Quinze Pier, Boom and Improvement Co., Incorp.

B. 66 (Mr. Tasd) on M. for Com., 912.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1065.
Rainy. River Imp. Co. Incorp. (B. 38, 1°*) 89.
Shipping Disasters on Inland Waters (M. for Ret.) 29.
SteamboatInspection, in Com. of Sup., 1191.
Sabsidies to Rys., in Com. on Res. (Sir Charks

Tupper) 1290.
SuPPLY-Fsheries (Salaries, &o., Overseers and War.

dons) 1013.
Geological Survey, 1093.
Immigration and Quarantine, 843.
Indians (Annual Grant to supplement Fand) 1098;

(N.W.T., Industrial Schools) 1378.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 765.
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &c.) 956;

(Colchester Reef) 956 ; (Lighthouses and Fog
Alarme) 1019, conc., 1117.

Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-boats, &c.)
955.

Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Prince
Arthur's Landing) 1248.

Railways -Capital: General (Surveys and Inspec.
tions) 1065.

Steamboat Inspection, 1191.
Timber on Indian Lands (Ont.) on M. for Ret., 294.

DIBsAu3., Mr. G. R. L. G. H. S., Soulanges
Point des Cascades and Lake St. Francis Canal (Ques.)

266.
SurPPL-Canals-Capital: Lachine, 1068, 1070.

Dz ST. GORGErs, Mr. J. E. A., Portneuf
Inland Revenue Acta Consolidation, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Costigan) 582.
Lake St. John Ry. Co., Subsidy to (M. for copies of

Cor.*) 525.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (AIr.

.McLelan) on M. for 2°, ';04.
Montreal Harbor Commission and Pilote By-law (M.

for O.C.,&c.) 776.

DasJARDINs, Mr. A., Hochelaga
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks) 785.
Channel between Montreal and Quebec, Deepening of

(Ques.) 1251.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien (B. 22, 1°y) 56 ; M.

for Com., 161 ; M. for 30, 215; on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr.
Auger) 216; in Com., 261; 3° m., 307; on Amt.
6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 310; 3 m., 369.

Concurrence-Health Statistics, 1115.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) in Com., 117; on Amt. (Mr.
Ives) to M. to receive Rep. of Com., 196; in Com.,
200.

DESJARDINs, Mr. A.-Con.
Debates, Officiai Reps. of, on M. to cne. in First

Rep. of Com., 204
Health Statistics, conc., 1115.
Interest in Canada, to fix the Rate of, B. 77 (M. Catu.

dal) on M. to place on Order Paper for 2°, 957.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 131. (Sir John A.

.Macdonald) in Com., 1351; on Amt. to recom. (Mr.
Ouimet) 1364.

Logislation, in Com. of Sup., 1880.
Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent m

Witnesses B. 6 (Mr. Cameron) on M. to place on
Ordera,,332.

Personal Explabation (Newspaper Reports) 785.
Private Bills, on M. to extend time, 88.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 925, 1246.
Ship Channel, Montreal and Quebec, B. 142(Sir Leonard

Tilley) on Res., 1337.
SUPPLY-Legislation (Sessional Indemnity, Mr. Roude)

1380.
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rives (Que.)

925; suppl., 1246.

DODD, Mr. M., Cape Breton
SUPPLY-Lighthouse and ooast Service (Salaries, &c.)

956.
Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-boats, &c.)

953.
Quarantine (Sydney, X.S.) 1239.

DueAs, Mr. F., Montcalm
Controverted Elections Act of 1874 (Quos.) 56.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costi.

gan) on prop. Ries., 579; in Com. on B., 921.

DUNDAs, Mr. J. R., South Victoria
Gencral Inspectibn Act (1874) Amit. B. 104 (Er.

Costiga,) in Com., 829.
Inland Revenue Aets Consolidation B. 115 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 121.
Northern Ry. Co,'s B. 93 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.

for 30, 1097.

Subsidies to Rys., in Com. on Ros. (Sir Charles
Tupper) 1292.

DUPONT, Mr. F., Bagot
Farnham and Guillaume Mail Service (Ques.) 125.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation, on prop. Res. (Afr.

Co8tigan) 580.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. Wite,

Hastings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
20, 654.

Yamaska River Improvements (Que&.) 41.

FAIRBANK, Mr. J. H., East Lambton
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard TZey) on M. for

2Q, 187; in Com., 282.
Colleetion of Revenues, in 0Cm. of Sup. (Qums.) 1014.



INDEX.
FAIRBANK, Mr. J. 1.-Con.

Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles
Tupper) in Com., 1309.

Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for Com., 571.

Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 850.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1345.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1179.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles'Tupper)

1272; in Com., 1286.
SUPPLY-Collection Of Revenues : Repairs and Working

Expenses (Intercolonial Ry.) Ques., 1074.
Immigration, 850.
Public Works-CapitAl : Public -Buildings (Ottawa)

1179.
Weights and.Measures and Gas, 1050.

FARRow, Mr. T., East Huron
Electoral Divisions in Man., &c. (M. for Ret.*) 659.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1362.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Bastings) on Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
20, 655.

Port Albert Harbor Improvements, on M. for Ret.
377.

Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 552.
Tariff-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Qom. on W. &

M., 626.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and

dyed cottons) 681.
Wells, Mr., Brewer of Goderieh (Ques.) 889.

FRGUsoN, Mr. C. F., North Leeds and Grenville
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural

implements) 684, 685.

FEaGUsoN, Mr. J., Welland
Niagara and Ry. Bridge Co. Incorp. (B. 61, 10*)

140.

Fsm, Mr. S. A., Brome
Census Records, 1881 (M. for Stmnt.) 104.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 310, 312.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1324, 1329-1339, 1340, 1359.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural

implements) 689-691; cono. (book@) 736.

Limme, Mr. J., Peel
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (&r John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 30 (Amt. to recom.) ieg. (Y. 43,
N. 90) 1376.

SuPPY-1udians (B.C.) 1102; (Man. and N.W.T.)
1103.

FoRas, Mr. J. F., Queen's, N.B.
Coffin's Island, Completion of Works at (Ques.) 501.
Government Steamer Yewfßeld and wreeked Moravian

(M. for Ret.) 301.
Intoxicating Liquoro, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1319.
Liverpool Bay Breakwater (Ques.) 84; (Motion for

copies of Cor.*) 389.
Liverpool Harbor Buoy or Fgg-whistle (Ques.) 130.
Mocallum, W. D., Removal and Dismissal of (f. for

Ret.*) 55.
Newfield and lMoravian Steamships (Ques.) 1025.
Pudding Pan Works (Ques.) 130.
SUPPLY-Fisheries (Salarie, &c., Overseers and War-

dens) 1010.
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivera (N.S.)

1247.

FORTIN, Mr. P., GaspE
Camnpbellton and Gaspé Steam Service (K. for Cor.)

504.
Cordage, in Com. on W. & M., 669.
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,

1202-1205.
Fishery Bounty Augmentation (Ques.) 102&.
Hydrographie Survey (M. )r Cor.) 82.
Masters and Mates, prtificates of, R 89 (Air. cbelan)

in Com., 708.
Pictou Harbor Act Amt. B. 108 (Mr. JléLelag) o .

for 10, 741, (vol. ii.)
Reciprocal Trade with Brazil, &c. (M. for Cor.) 767.
Riparian Rights, in Com.. on B. 101 (Mr. McLelan)

1202.
St. Lawrence, Deepening Channel, on Personal

Explanation, 786.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (cordage) 669.
West Indies and Brazil, Trade with (M. for copy of

Petition*) 781.

FOSTER, Mr. G. E., King's, Y.B.
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Chariton) on M. to

recom., 285.
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 329
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 9) (Sir Rector Langena)

in C'om. on Res., 934.
Concurrence-lealth Statistics, 1115.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B.

7 (Mr. Cameron, Huron) on Amt. (Mr. Ivea) to M. to
receive Rep. of Com., 198; in Com. (Ques.) 200.

Health Statistics, conc., 1115.
Immigration into B.C., on M. for Cor., 74.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A Mac.

donald) in Com., 1325, 1328, 1329, 1331, 1340, 1346,
1351, 1356, 1358, 1359; on Amta. (Mr. Patterson,
Essex) 1373, 1374; on M. for 30 (Amt. to recom.)
carried, 1375.
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FOsTa, 1Mr. G. E.--Con.
Liquors, Distilled and Fermented, imported for Con.

,sumption, &c. (M. for Stmnt.) 78.
Newspaper Items, on Ques. of Priv. on Toronto Mail's

and Globe's Correspondence inre Increased Indemnity
(remarks) 1058.

Subsidies to Rys., in Com. on Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)
1292 .

Targ-on M. (Sir L.onard Titey) for Com. on W. &
M. (explanation) 608, 614.

Way8 and Means-on the Budget, 446.

GAGNÉ, Mr. J. A., Chicoutimi and Saguenay
Ste. Anne, Wharf or Pier at (M. for Ret.*) 138..

GIGAULT, Mr. G. A., RouWille
Coereas, Duties and Imports (M. for Stmnt.) 775.
Inland -Revenue Acts Consolidation, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Costigau) 579.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, Petitions from Quebec

(M. for copies) 213; (M. to ref. to Sel. Com.) 383;
B. 132 (Sir John A. Macdoald) in Com., 1322, 1329,
1343, 1346, 1348 ; on M. for 30 (Amt. to recom.) neg.,
1375.

Tobacco, Canadian, Licensed Manufacturrs of (M. for
Ret.*) 86.

Vote on Intoxicating Liquors B. (Ques. of Priv.) 1386.

GILtxoR, fMr. A. H., Charlotte
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 326.
Customs, in Com., of gup., 1004.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1342.
Leather, in Com. on W. & M.,672.
Lighthouse and Coast Service, in -Com. of Sup., 1020.
Masters and Mates, Cortificates of, B. 89 (Mr.

.McLelan) on M. for 29, 705.
Public Works, in Cam. of Sup., 910.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1270; in Com., 1289.
SUPPLYr-Cutoms (Salaries, &c.) 1004.

Lighthouse and Coast Service (iñghthouses and Fog
Alarms) 1020.

Public Works-Income : Buildings (N.B.) 910.
Wags and MIfnm-on the Budget, 487; in Com. on Res.

2 (leather) 672.

GIUAD, Mr. D., Jacques Cartier
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) on Amt.

(Mr. Ouimet) as to constitutionality, 420.
Court of RY. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

.Mcarthy) on M. for Com., 563.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. .Desjar-

dins) on Amt. 6 m.b. (Air. Auger) 311.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1359, 1360 ; on M. for 3° (Amt.
.to recom.)ecarried, 1374.

Ginoua, Mr. D.-Con.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, uron) to M. (Mr. Blanchet) to
cone. in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and Elec., 813.

GrnouAn, Mr. G.-A., Kent, N. B.
Riohibucto River, Obstructions in (Ques.) 1025.

GORDON, Mr. D. W., Vancouver Island
Agricultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M, 683.
Chinese. Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 328, 907.
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. (M. for Cor.) 301.
Immigration into B.C., including Çhinese, on M. for

Cor., 73.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

-Macdonald) in Com., 1345, 1346.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 944.
Pilotage Authorities in B.C., on M. for Cor., 207.
SuPPLY-Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-

boats, &c.) 954.
Vancouver Island Geological Survey (Ques.) 376.
Vancouver Island Ry. Reserve, Squatters'Rights (É. for

copies of Petitions, &c.*) 382.
Waya and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural im-

plements) 683.

GRANDBOfs, Mr. P. E., Témiscouata
Edmunston to Rivière du Loup Ry. (Ques.) 41.
Rivière du Loup and River Ouelle Ice Reps. (M. for

copies*) 215.
Serpaphore at Rivière du Loup (M. for Cor.) 134.

GUILLIT, Mr. G., West Northumberland
Grafton Harbor Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 42, 1°*) 89.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1360.
SUPPLY-Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1107.

Railways-Capital: Intercolonial,.(Construction Ac.
count, old, Commission, &c.) 1153.

GUN, fMr. A., Kingston
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act. Amt.

(B. 36, 1°*) 89; in Com., 371.
Tea, Differential Duty on (Ques) 412.

RAOKETT, Mr. E., Prince, P.E.I.
Brae, Survey and Harbor Improvements (M. for ReL*)

Cape Traverse Ry. (Ques.) 66.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1077.
Communication between P.E.I. and Mainland, on M. for

Ret., 49; on M. for Sel. Com., 70; (M. t ernploy
Shorthand Writers) 129; on M. to conc. in Rep. of
Sel. Com., 1028; (remarks) 1395.

Oustoms, in Com. of Sup., 1009.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. Whzè,

Hastings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
2°, 647.

i
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INDEX.
HACKETT, Mr. E.-Con.

Negatiations with B.C., in re Dry Dock and Island
Ry., on Explanations (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1395.

Shorthand Writers (M. to employ for Sol. Com.) 129.
Sunmmerside Harbor Survey (M. for copy of Engineers'

Rep.) 367.
SUWPLY-ColleCtion of ReVenues: Repaire and Working

Expenses (Windsor Branch Ry.) 1077.
Custome (Salaries, &c.) 1009.

Tarff-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &
M., 620.

HAGGART, Mr. J. G., South Lanark
Cowt of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

.cCarthy) on M. for 2°, 147.
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt.

B. 36 (Mr. Gunn) in Com., 371.
Presbylerian Church Temporalities Fund Act. Amt.

B. 3 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 2, 163.
SuPPLY-Canals-Capital: Tay (Construction of Works)

1072.

RALL, Mr. R. N., Sherbrooke
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) M. to

adj. deb., 498.
Domihion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49

(Mr. Caneron, Victoria) in Com., 373.
Intoieating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1320-1322, 1362.
King's Gounty (P.E. I.) Election, on M. (Mr. Blanchet)

to eonc. in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and Bloc., 793.
Petition for Private Bïl, C. P. Mattock, &c. (M. to

read and receive) 138.
Ways and Means-oonc. (books) 738.

HAwMNs, Mr. J. J., Bothwel
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge (M.

for $p. Com.) 508; (Ques. of Order) 519; reply, 524.
Lqyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Fastinge) on Amt. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to ßx day for
2P, 257; on Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for 2°,
644.

Sydenham River, Navigation of (Ques.) 1025.
Ways and Meae-on the Budget, 484.

*Ay, W. R., centre Toronto
Lendon and Ontario Investment Co's. Incorp. Act Amt.

(B. 53, 1°*) 116.
WcWs and Mean-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and

dyed cottons) 681.

Sasuon, M.r. S. R., North Perth
Animals, Cruelty to, Acte Amt. B. 25 (Air. Richey)

in Com., 782.
Arts, Agrieulture, &c., in Com. of Sap., 888.
Ootton Duck, in Oom. on W. & M., 665.
Castoma Acta Cousolida'tion B. 34 (Mr. Bowel) in

Com., 591, 598.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1002.

HEssoN, Mr. S. R.-Con.
Dominion Lands Acta Consolidation B. 45 (Bir Joka A.

Macdonald) in Com., 879,880; on Amt. (Mr. Charlton)
to M. for 3e (Ques.) 939.

Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1022, 1024.
German Immigration and Naturalization, on M. for

Cor., 97.
His Excellency's Successor (M. for Cor.) 65.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 847.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr.

Costigan) in Com., 922.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 2°, 122.

Land Improvement Fund (M. for Ret.) 39
Militia Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 2°, 536.
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1082.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1244.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Census) 838.

Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1002.
Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1022, 1024.
Immigration, 847.
Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1082.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 1244.

Tarzff-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W.
& M., 619.

Timber Permits, Rainy Lake and River District, on M.
for Ret., 17 8.

Ways and Means-on the Budget, 497; in Com. on
Res. 2 (cotton duck) 665; (wools and woollens) 674.

Woole and Woollens, in Com. on W. & M., 674.

HiKEYi, Mr. C. E., Dundas
SUPPLY-.Public Works-Income: Miscellaneous (Monu-

ment to Joseph Brant) 1249.

HoMER, Mr. J. A. R., New Westminster
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 904, 907.
Hawaiian Island, Reciprocity with (Ques.) 67; (Bos.)

231; wthdn., 232.
Immigration into B.C., including Chinese, on M. for

Cor., 73.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A. ac-

donald) in Com., 1346.
Pilotage Authorities in B.C., on M. for Cor., 207.
SUPPLr-Penitentiaries (British Columbia) 757.

HOUDE, Mr. F., Maskinongé
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadie B. 22 (Mr. Desjardùs)

on Amt. 6 m. h. (Amt. to recom.) 218; (remarks)
219.

InVINE, Mr. D., Carleton, N.B.
Burpee, S. G., Charges against (K. for copies) 505.
Jacques, James H., Appointment of (Ques.) 289; (M.

for cpies of Cor.) 506.-
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IRnrM, Mr. D.-Con.

Koarney, Charles, appointment of (M. for copies of
Cor.) 506.

Subsidies to Rys., in Com.on Res. (Bir Charles Tupper)
1287.

Weights and Meuures Act (prop. Res. to amend) 289.

Ivis, Mr. W. B., Richmond and Wolfe
Acadia Powder Go. Incorp. B. 40 (»r. Tupper) on Amt.

(&r. Amyot) to M. for 30, 425; in Com., 557.
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.,

223; on M. to recom., 287.
Bill Stamps (Ques.) 40.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Air. Cameron, Euron) in Com. (Ques. of Order) 117;
on M. to receive Rep. of Com. (Aimt. to recom.) 195;
on M. that Com. rise, 201.

Debates, Officiai Reps. of, on omission (remarks) 694.
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) in Com., 373.
Insolvents, Disclarge of Pat, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 119.
Loyal Orange Association B. 87 (Mr. White, Hastings)

on Amt. (br. Coursol) to M. to fix day for 21>, 260.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Air. Caron) on M. for 20, 534;

(Ques.) 540; in Com., 586.
Petition for Private Bill (C. P. Mattock, &c.) on M. to

read and receive, 139.
Richmond Field Battery, Guns for (M. for Ret.) 204.
Spruce Loge, Export Duty on (prop. Res.) 207, 210;

wthdn., 213.

JAcKsON, Mr. J., Bouth Norfolk
Ontario, Disputed Territory

Timber and Mine Lands in
&c.*) 232.

of, Permission to cut
(M. for copies of Cor.,

JAMISsoN, fMr. J., North Lanark
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49 (Mr.

Cameron, Victoria) in Com., 374.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A. Mac-

donald) 1322, 1326, 1330, 1341, 1347, 1348, 1360.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act Amt. B.

39 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 2e, 163.
Promissory Notes and Bille of Exchange Repeal Act

Amt. B. 78 (Mr. Weldon) in Com., 427.
Ways and Meanu-on the Budget, 459.

JNINs, Mr. J. T., Queen's, F.RJ.
Communication between P.E.I. and Mainland, on M.

for Rot., 47; (M. for Sel. Com.) 68, 71.

KEIL, 1Mr. T. T., Ltmenburg
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts. Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) in

Com., 782.
Blandford Breakwater (Ques.) 68.
Dauphenée, James, Claim of (M. for oopies of Petitions,

&c.) 781

Enara, Mr. T. T.-Con.
Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) in Coin. ofSup., 92
Intqxicating Liquors, Sale of, B 132 (Br JoA A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1361.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (E.*chiLm)

in Com., 708.
Petit Rivière Breakwater (Ques.) 265.
SUPPLY-.PbliC Works-Income: Harbors and Rive

(N.S.) 923;i (Generally) 929.
Westhaver's Point, Lighthouse at (M. for copies of

Cor.) 180.

KJILVERT, Mr. F. B., Bamiton
Civil Service Examinations in Ont. (Quoi.) 107.
Federal Life Aus. Co. Incorp. (B. 85, 1°*) 88.

KIG, Mr. t. G., Queen's, N.B.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 456.

KINNEY, Mr. J. B., Yarmouth
Immigration into B.C., on M. for Cor., 75.
Ways and Mean-in Com. on Res. 2 (cotton duck)

666.

Kiax, Mr. J. A., Guysborough
Antigonish and Guysborough Mail Route (M. for ReL.*)

77.
Customs Laws, Modifications of (M. for Cor., ".) 507.
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. .MoLelan) in Com.,

1207.
Goose Island Lighthouse, N.S. (Ques.) 166.
Indian HJarbor Breakwater (M. for Rot.*) 116.
Lobster Fishing, Close Season (M. for 0.0., &c.*) 659.
New Harbor Breakwater (Ques.) 78; (M. for Bet.*)

116.
Semaphores on Cost of Guysborough Co. (Ques.) 547.
Spirituous Liquors, Importation of (QuS.) 502.
SUPPLY-Pisheris (Salaries, &o., Overseers and War-

dens) 1012, 1018; (Services in connection with
Bounty) 1190.

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Salaries, &o.) 956
(Signal Stations) 957.

Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (N.S.)
923; Dredging, 929.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Ros. (cotton duck) 665;
(cordage) 666; (leather) 672.

KIEKPBTmoK, Hon G. A., Frontenac
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B.

36 (Mr. Gunn) in Com., 371.
SUyPPr-Lislation (Grant to Lib*ary) 76, 766.

Collection of Revenues (Excise) 1250.
[B&e SPAKM, ir.)

Kzuirz, Mr. H., North Waterloo
Germany, Direct Steam Communication with (M. for

Cor.) 96.
Immigration and Naturalization of Germans (. for

Cor.) 96, 104.



LÂndssE, Mr. B., Prescott
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidrióôn, on grp. Re. .

cYostigdn> s0.

LAU>MXNMr. G., Bouth Grey
Animalse Oruelty to, Acte. Amt. B. 25.(Jfr. Richey)

in Com., 78t.
Arts, Agriculturei &c.in Çong. of Supý. 841.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (8ir Leonard TiUy) on M. for

21>, 194.-
Doiiinion Lan s cts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 888.
Durham and Walkerton Mil Route (M. for Roit.) 8&.
FevéiT oo6ftraièd in Camp, in Com. on Militia B., 6;

in Com. of Sap., 85.
Fior-bierton and Vandeleur Mail Service (Qneî.) 547.
Grand Trunk, Georgian iy aand ÍIke Erie ky. 1-

daily Mail Siidé '(QLs.) 7k1.
Inter-provincial Trade, on M. for Sel. Com., 115.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sile of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1322.
Militia, in'Com. of Sup., 858.
Militia Acte Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 585.
Mount Forest and Glen Eden Mail Service (Ques.) 547.,
SuJPPLYr-Art, Agriculture, &c. (HIealth Statistics) 844.

Militia (Drill Instruction and Drill Pay, &c.) 855.
Weights and Measures and Ga, 1053.

Weights and Meeu es andQ as, in Com, of Sup., 1053.

LANDRY, Mr. A. C. P. R., Montmagny
Bernatchez, N., Seizure of Tobacco on Promises of'(M,

far Ret.*) 383.
Confederation Debateà, Index to (reinarks) 785.
Debates, Official Reps. of, French Reporting Staff

(remarks) 415.
Dominion Laws, 0odifioStion of (Ques,) 890.
Ferry Boats (Ques.) 376.
Grosse Isle and Mainland Communicatioin (Ques.) 890.
Grosse Isle Semaphore Communication (Ques.) 78.
Hébert, Hubert, Charges preferred agains# (M. for

copies) 381.
Inland Revenue ,cts Consolidation, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Costigan) 577.
Intercolonial Ry. Offilo in Quebec (Ques.) 376.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1322.
Lake St. Peter, Deepening of (Ques. of Priv.)-19.
LientenintGovernor of Quebec, Occupation of, iî Com.

of Sup., 1243.
Loyal Orange AÉsooiation Incorp. B'. 87 (Mr. Weite,

Eastings) on Amt. 6 m.b. (Mr OCWiR) to . for
20, 653.

Masters and Mates, Certificates of,B. 89 (Afr. McLelan)
on M, for 2°, 706; on M. for àb, T43.

1othdhorá. Ry., Ferry Boats at Teriius (Que.) 35.
Orange Demonstration at Ottawa, Report o frceed-

ugee þipu$héed (reàd) 11&.

ianar, 1r. À. C. P. R.-Con.
Passenger Accommodation at "The )rossing " (Ques.)

'o6.
Propogation, Congratulations, &c. (remarks) 1397.
»iéi*àArksin CO6iLI. 'ôf "'-., 11.
Qnpbec Harbor Police (Ques.) 890.
üLfl s ajd d à't , s m n. ô&fSüp .,21244.
Salaries of Judgen B. 134 (Sr John A. Nddnktd) h

Con4 on Res.,1313.
Ship Channe1 Montreal and Quebée, B. 14; (Sir

Leo*ard n dy 4 o jieS., 138.
Standing Orders, Rules ad Regulations (remarka) 741.
St. Jean Port Joli Wharf, on M. for:]et., 378.
SUPPLY-Public Works-Iacome : Miscellaneous (O.

Dionne, for services) 1186; Buildings (Mal.) 1243.
RailWays and Canals-Oapital; Intercolonial, 1244.

Supreme Court Jurisdiction (B. 100, 1°) 383.
Sipreme Cçurt (Ques.) 29.
Vôtes and Proceeding, Translaiion of (rernarks) 828.

LANGEVIN, Hon. Sir EcToR L, Thee iRiter
Address to i Excellency on Departutie, on Res. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 1385.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 1133.
Accommodation in Buildings (remarks) 785.
Aùimals, Cruelty to, Acte Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) in

Com., 782.
Bayfield Qf.S.) Breakwater Extension (Ans.) 657.
Bayfield (Ont.) Harbor Engineers' Reps., &c., on.M.

for copig, 774.
]ernuda, Telegraphic Communication-with (Ans) 39;

further explanation, 81.
Blandford (N.S.) Breakwater (Ans.) 68.
Booms, &c., in Navigable Waters (B. 96, 1°*) 315,20mt

786.; in Com., 789, 935.
Brandon Post Office (Ans.) 166.
Buckhorne, Lake Erie, Pier at (Ans.) 890.
Cable Extension from Barrington to Cape Sable Island

(Ans.) 107.
Clanadian, Pacific Ry. Co. and The North Amercan

Contracting Co., on M. for copy of Cdntract, *779.
Cape George (N.S.) Breakwater, Rebuilding (Ans.) 502.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarty) on Amt. (Mr.

Ouimet) as to constitutionality (M. to adj. deb.) 426.
Cartier, Sir Geo. E., Widow of, in Com. of. >Sp., 1378.
Channel between Montreal and Quebec (Ans.) 1251.
Chatham to Escuminac Telégrâþh (Ahs.) 81.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1199.
Civil Service Examiners Rep. (presented) 77.
Civil Service Examinutiohsin Ont(Ase.) 107.
CivilService Act Amt.(B.90, 1m) 92; 2° m., 931; Res.

in Com., #3; B. in Con., 136-10Š7; 3° m., 1060,
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 744, 747, 749, 750,

752,1131,1175, 1249.
bËàn' Titaýd, Coinpledon of Worke at (Ans.)501.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1078, 1079.
Cocurrnce-LibrarySM@ies, &c.) 1114; Public Build-

ings (Ota4a) 1116; Exci9e, ž1120; Weights and

à
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Measures and Gas, 1121; Post Offee (Mail Service,
&c.) 1123; Library, Dept. of Justice, 1128; H. of C.
(Shorthand Writers, &c.) 1214; Immigration (Winni-
peg Hospital) 1214; L. J. Deners, balance of acet.,
1279; A. Audet, for translating, 1280.

Confederation Dabates, Index to (remarks) 785.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt.B . 137 (Sir Charleq TWper)

on objection to 20, 1213.
Controverted Elections Act of 1874 (Ans.) 56.
Cotton Wood Canon (B.C.) Improvements (Aps.) 315.
Court of Ry. Commissioners B. (M. to print Stmnts.

made before Ry. Com.) 331.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Detj4rdins)

on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Orton) 219; on M. fo4r 3°, 369.
Crimipal Law Amat. (Offences against the Pers7p) Bl 7

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) in Com. op Qgçi. of rQer, 200.
Debates, OCieial Reps. of Froeh geporting Stafr

(remarks) 415.
Dominion Elections Act (1874) Amt. .5 (Afr. Solduc)

on M. fér 20, 903.
Dominion Piers in P.E.I. (Ans.) 1249.
Drill Shod at St.Thomas, Removal j, on Q . fr Rot. 133.
Fabre, Hon. H., Appoiptment of, pn M. fÇ Çor., 84; on

Salary of, 1136; in Com. of Si4p., 1379.
Frontenac Terrace, Quebec, on M. for Ret., 54.
Grand Trunk R. Co.'s Rets. (Ans.) 166.
Grosse Isle Semaphore Communication (Ans.) 78;

890.
Hawaiian Islands, Reciprocity with (Ans.) 68.
Uoude Mr., Sessional Indemnity, in Com. of Sap., 1380.
Indian Harbor, li.S. (Ans.) 78.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1376, 1378.
Isep aux LNoix and Pt. Johp BarrQcks (An». 1025.
Jeanpoytps Cree (Ont.) Obstruction of, by G. T. R.

(Ans,), .890.
King's OCQnty (P..I.) Election (Ans.) 116.
L'Avênîr, Postmaster, Coriplaints against, on M. for

copies, 902.
Legislation, in om. of Sup., 766, 1133, 1238, 1380.
Library of Parliament, on M. to conc. in Rep. of Com.,

1026; in Com. ef Bap., 766, 1133.
Liquor Certificates grantei by Physicians, on M. for

Ret., 77.
Little Bear Oreek (B.C.) Navigation of (As.) 56.
Liverpool Bay Breakwater (Ans.) 84.
Lord', Day, Railway TraMic on, on M. for R1t., 900.
Malpeque (P.E.I.) Breakwater Repaira (Ans.) 889.
Matnitóba Indian Agency, on M. for Rep., &c., 902.
Marine Telegraph, Canada and Asia, Act Amt. (B. 116,

10*) 791.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

on M. for 20, 704.
McLennan, Roderick, Claim to Land in N.W.T., on M.

for Cor., 778.
Meharg and Cooney, Provision forWidows of (Aue.) 126.
Midland Harber Improvemente (Ans.) 145.
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 1134.

1~~

LANGEvIN, Sir HECToR L.-on.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1044, 187P, 1879.
Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as

Witnesses B. 6 (Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. to place
on Orders (Ques. of Proced.) 332.

Montreal Çustom House Supernumerary Clerlit, on M.
for Ret., 72.

Montreal Haýbor Commission and Pilot By-aw, on M.
for 0.., 776.

Xorpeth Harbor (Ont.) Improvements, on M. for
Cor., 5.

Nwfied nd &Moravian Steamships (Ans.) 1025.
New Harbor (N.S.) Breakwater, (Ans.) 78.
Norther ey. Co.'s B. 93 (.Mr. White, Cardweil) M. to

ref. back to Ry. Com., 803.
Oliver, DAvIdson& Co., in Com. ofSup., 1160.
Petit Rivi4re (N.S.) Breakwater (Ans.) 266.
Piteau, L. J., Indemniflcation to, in Com. ofSupply,1238
Police, Wsninion, B4p. (presented) 40.
Port Albert Harbor Improvements, on M. for Ret., 377.
4.9st Ofime, in Com. of Sup., 1083; conc., 1123.
Brivate BiDs, Reps. of(Ms. to extend time) 660,783, 915.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup. 907, 809-918, 922, 924

-926, 928-930,1160,1180-1184, 1186,1241-1249,
1381; conc., 1116.

Publie Works Reps. (presented) 36; foim 1887 to 1882
(presented) 1169.

Public Works, Telegraphic Expenditure charged to, on
M. for Stmnt., 85.

Pudding Pan (N.S.) Works (Ans.) 130.
Quebec Geographical Society, in Com of Sup., 1878.
Quebec Harbor Commissioners Act Amt. B. 130 (Sire

Leonard Tilley) in Com. on Res., 1214.
Quinze Pier, Boom, and Improvement Co. Incorp,

B. 66 (Mr. Taud) on M. for Com., 942; in Com., 943,
Railway Act, Consolidated (1879) Amt. B. 69 (Mr,

W4ite, ZRenfrew) on M. for 2°, 287.
Reciprocity with the Hîýwaiian Islande (Ans.) 56.
Red Point (P.E.I.) Breakwater (Aps.) 266, 815.
Regina, Immigrant Shed and Improvements (Ans.) 265.
Repatriation of Canadians, on. M. for Stmnt., 894.
Russeli ut. Woodward, in Com. of Sup., 1133.
Sable Island Telegraph Communication (Ans.) 68.
Secretary of State's Rep. (presented) 36.
Semaphore at Rivière du Loup, on M. for Cor., 135.
Semaphores on Coast of Guysborough Co. (Ans) 547.
Semaphore Communication with Grosse Iole (Ans.) 78.
Signal Station& at North Cape and Rast Point (RE.I.)

on M. for Ret., 1026.
Speaker, Election of (M. sec.) 1.
S'tanding Orders (Res.) 741 (vol. ii.)
St. Francis Wharf, Island of Orleans (Ans.) 890.
St. Jean Port Joli Wharf (Ans.) 41, 315; on M. for

net., 379.
St. Thomas Drill Shed, Removal of on M. for Rot., 133.
Summ.rdide Post OfiMs nd OaStom roufs (An.) 140,
Superannuation a if RE. Jedges (Aa)

ý , , 1

Xiiffl



IND EX.
LA neNVIN, Sir HECToE, L.-Con.

SUPPLY-Administration of Justice (Contingencies,
Supreme Court) 1133; (Russell vs. Woodward
Expenses), 1133.

Charges on Revenue : Public Works (Telegraphs,
B.C.) 1199.

Oivil Government (Cuastoms) 1131; (Interior) 1175;
(Privy Council) '744, suppl., 1249; (Inland
Revenue) 747, suppL., 1131; (Publie Works) 749,
750; (Civil Service Examiners) 752.

Collection of Revenues : Maintenance and Repairs
(Harbors and Slides) 1078; (Telegraphs, Man.
and N.W.T.) 1078; (B.C.) 1079; (Agent and
Contingencies, B.C.) 1079.

Indians (N.W.T., Industrial Schools) 1376; (In-
dian Agents, B.C.) 1378.

Lgistlation (Grant to Library) 766, suppl., 1133;
(Indemnification to L. J. Piteau) 1238 ; (Sessional
Indemnity, Mr. Houde) 1380.-

Militia (Guard at Government House) 1134.
Miscellaneous (Library, Dept. of Justice) 1044 ; (Do-

minion Statutes Consolidation) 1378; (Quebec
Geographical Society) 1378; (Widow of Sir George
B. Cartier) 1378; (Mr. Fabre's salary and conting-
encis) 1379.

Po* Offce (Mail Service, &c.) 1083, conc., 1123.
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, ad-

ditional) 907, cone., 1116, suppl., 1180; (Compen-
sation to 0. Vaux) 1181. Telegraphs (B.C.,
Oliver, Davidson & Co.) 1160. Incone: Build-
ings (N.S.) 909, suppl., 1181, 1241; (P.E.I)
910, suppl., 1241; (N.B.) 910, suppl., 118,
1242; (Que.) 910, suppl., 1182, 1242; (Ont.)'

911, suppi., 1182, 1242; (Man.> 912, suppl., 1182,
1243 ; (N.W.T.) 913, suppl., 1243 ; (B.C.) 913;
(Prince Arthur's Landing) 1,1S2; (Generally)
913; (Repairs, &c.) 913, suppl., 1182. Harbors
and Rivera (N.S.) 922, suppl, 1245 ; (P.E.I) 924,
suppl., 1246; (N.B.) 924, sup pl., 1246; (Que.)
925, suppl., 1183, 1246; (Maritime Provinces,
generally) 925 ; (Ont.) 926, suppl., 1183, 1247,
1381; (Man.) 928; (Prince Arthur's Landing)
1247; (B.C.) 928, suppl., 1183; (Generally) 929.
Dredging, 929. Roads and Bridges, 930. Tele-
grapha, 930; (B.O.) 1249. Miscellaneous, 930,
suppl,, 1184; (Surveys and Inspections) 1186;

(Fort Dafferin) 1245 ; (Costs of litigated matters)
1381.

Telegraphie Expenditure charged to Public Works, on
M. for Stmnt., 85.

Timber Permits, Rainy Lake and River Distict, on M.
for Ret., 778.

Toronto Harbor and Esplanade B. 106 (Mr. Bmall)
20 n., 709.

Two Creek's.(B.C.) Harbor (Ans.) 56.
VauX C., ompensation to, in Com. ofSup., 1181.

Westport (T.S.) Pir.(Ans.) 376.

LANGVIn, Sir H cRToB L.-Con.
Westhaver's Point, Lighthouse at, on M. for Cor., 780.
Winnipeg Post Office Site (Ans.) 889.
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B. 48

(Mr. Beaty) on M. to disagree with Son. Amts., 767.
Yamaska River Improvements (Ans.) 41.

LAuaRIa, Hon. W., East Quebec
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 1171.
Concurrence-Weights and Measures and Gas, 1120;

Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1124.
Confederation, Picture to commemorate, on M. for

Com.ofSup., 1171.
Damour, David, Dismissal of (M. for copies of 0.0.,

&c.*) 903.
Dominion Elections Act (1874) Amt. B. 85 (1fr.

Bolduc) in Com., 903.
General Inspection Act (1874) and B. 118(Mr. Costigan)

on M. for 20, 828.
Hébert, Hubert, Charges preferred against, on M. for

copies, 382.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Costigan) 576; B. 115, in Com., 915-920.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on M. for copies of Pe-

tition from Quebec, 214.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 1238.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. McLelan) 429.
Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as

Witnesses B. 6 (Mr. Cameron, Euron) on M. for
Com., 318.

Post Office Depart., Contracta with, for Carrying Mails
(M. for copies *) 86.

Post Office, in Con. of'Sup., 1082; conc., 1124.
Premiuma of Insurance (M. for Stmnt.) 1030.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 910, 914, 925.
Quebec Harbor Commissionerd Act Amt. B. 130 (ir

Leonard Tilley) in Com. on Res., 1214.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1063,1064, 1157
Royal Academy of Arta, Picture to commemorate

Confederation, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1171.
St. Francis Wharf, Island of Orleans (Ques.) 890.
Subsidy, Increased, for Quebec (M. for Ret.) 779.
SUpptir-Civil Government (Inland Revenue) 747.

Legislation (Indemnification to L. J. Piteau) 1238.
Post Ofice (Mail Service, &c.) 1082, conc., 1124.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Que.) 910; (Re-

pairs, &c.) 914; Harbors and Riveras (Que.) 925.
Bailways-Capital: Intercolonial (St. Charles Branch

and Ferry) 1063,1064; (Rivière du Loup Branch)
1157.

Timber and Lumber Tollanard Dues B. 126 (Mr.
Costigan) in Com., 1208.

LausGu, Mr. C. A., Dorchster
Inland Revenue Acta Consolidation, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Obstigan) 578.
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INDEX.
Luase, 1Mr. A. C.-Con.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) 1365.

Vital Statistics (Ques.) 56.

LisT, Mr. J. F., West Lambton
Concurrence-Excise, 1118-1120.
Consolidated Ry. Acte Amt. B. 127 (Bir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1301.
Excise, in Com of Sup., 1023; cone., 1118-1120.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (kir John A. Mac-

donald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1368.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

on M.for 2°, 705.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 20, 536.
Militia, Pay of Offcersand Men, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caro) 723.
SUPPLY-Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1023; conc., 1118-1120.
Walpole Island, Sale of Oak Timber on (M. for Cor.)

1b31.

MADONALD, Mr. A. C., King's, P.E.1.
SUPPLY-Miscellaneous (Refund of Duties to Merchants

in P.E.I.) 1383.

MACDONALD, Rt. Hon. Sir JoHN A., Carleton & Lennox
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on M.

to adj. deb., 498, on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 500.
Address, on the, 22; M. for Com. to draft, 28; draft

reported, 28; His Excellency's reply, 77.
Address to His Excellency on his Departure (m.) 1384.
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 753, 1178.
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) on M.

for 2", 123; in Com., 223, 224, 313.
Agricultural Fertilizers, on prop. Res., 116.
Amos Rowe and the Govt., Relations between, on M.

for Cor., 1029.
Bannon, Rev. Mr.,Compensation to, in Com. of Sup.,1191.
Bill Stamps (Ans.) 40.
Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes, P.E.I. (B. 135,

10 *) 1316; 20 m.,1339.
Boisvert, Julie, Trial of (Ans.) 41, 107.
Booms, &c., in Navigable Waters (B. 96, introd.) 298;

in Com., 789.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on

M. (Mr. Rawkins) for Sp. Com., 507, 523.
Burgess, John, Legal Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 1193.,
Burpee, S. G., Charges against, on M. for copies, 505.
Canada Central Ry. and Town of Pembroke Bonus, on

M. for copies of Petitions, &c., 230.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Reps. (remarks) 87.
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. 111 (Mr. Abbott) on

Amt. (Mr. Sutherland, Selkirk) to M . for 30, 889.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for 21,

124; in Com., 202.
Census Records (1881) on M. for Stint., 105.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1199.
Chief Justiceship of Queens Bench (Man.) on M. for

Ret., 61.

MACDONALD, Sir JOHN A.-Con.
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'se Act Amt. B.

51 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 20, 165.
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.

Shahespeare) 905.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 744, 746, 752, 1174,

1177, 1237.
Colonization Lands, on Ms. for Rets., 55.; on delay in

bringing down Rets. (remarks) 558.
Concurrence-Dominion Statutes Consolidation, 1387.
Confederation Debates, Index to (Ans.) 266.
Confederation, Picture to Commemorate, on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1173.
Consolidated Ry. Act (1879) Amt. B. 15 (Mr. Muloch)

on M. for 2°, 104.
Contract 15, and Mr. Whitehead, on Ques. of Priv. (Mr.

Machintosh) 1283.
County Court Judges, Ont. (B. 123, 1*) 1024.
County Judges' Criminal Court B. 11 (Mr. Robertson,

Bamilton) on M. for 20, 103.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 148.
Criminal Cases, Procedure in, B. 2 (M. for 2° and ref.

to Sel. Com.) 87.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Mr. Cameron, Buron) on M. for 2-, 87; in Com., 117;
on M. that Con. rise, 201.

Criminal Law Consolidation (Ans.) 78.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1010.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on National Policy, on If. to

supply copies to new Members, 502.
Dillon J., year's salary to, in Com. of Sup., 1237.
Dionne, O., Services of, in Com., of Sup., 1185.
Dominion Land's Acte Consolidation (B. 45, 1) 98;

M. for Com., 860; in Com., 873-888, 935, 936; on
Amt. (JUr. Charlton) to M. for 30, 943.

Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1111, 1113, 1199.
Dominion Laws, Codification of (Ans.) 890.
Dominion Phosphate and Mining Co. Incorp. B. 49

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) in Com., 374.
Dominion Police, in Com. of Sup., 753.
Dominion Policemen, Retiring Allowances, in Com. of

Sup., 1192.
Dominion Statutes, Consolidation of, on M. for Stmnt.,

57; in Com. of Sup., 1040.
Dominion, The, Persons entering, leaving, and settling,

on M. for Stmnt., 296.
Dry Dock and Island Ry. (B.C.) 657, 1392.
Dufferin Bridge, Rernission of Duty on Iron for, on E

for copies of Cor., 898.
Baster Adjournment (Ms.) 81, 289.
Elections, General, Records of, on M. for Stmut., 57.
Electoral Franchise (B. 107, 10) 593; wthdrl. 1387.
Evidence in Qriminal Matters pending before Foreign

Tribunals (B. 125, 1°*) 1024; 2° m., 1338.
Excise, in Oom. of Sup., 1023.



INb lE.
MAcDONALD, Sir JoHN A.-Con.

Expiring Laws Continuation (B. 133, 1°) 1310, 2° m.,
1336.

Galt, Sir Alexander, Resignation of (Ans.) 263.
Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1088, 1090, 1092.
Government Business (M. to take in Wednesdays) 596;
(M. to take in Mondays) 1281.

Germany, Direct Steam Communication with, on M. for
Cor., 96.

Hawaiian Islands, Reciprocal Trade witli, on Res. (Mr.
Bomer) 231.

High Commissioner, Sdccessor to (Ans.) 376; Contin-
gencies, in Com. of Sup., 752.

High Court of Justice, Ont. (B. 124 1°*) 1024; 21 .
1386.

His Excellency's Successor, on M. for Cor., 65.
Hudson's Bay, Season of Navigation, on M. for Rot., 64.
1ludson's Straits, Exploration of (remarks) 1137.
Immigration into B. C., on M. for Cor., 75.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 848.
Imports and Exporta, on M. for Ret., 76.
Indian Affairs, Departmental Rep. (presented) 36.
Indian Affairs and Dept. or Interior (B. 139, 10) 1335.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1094, 1099, 1101, 1102, 1106

-1110, 1191.
Increased Indemnity on Ques. of Priv. (remarks)

1060.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Gos.

tigan) in Com., 917-919, 912.
Ireland, Resolutions of Sympathy with, MesA. from Ris

Excellency (presented) 28.
Insolvente, Dischargo of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 119.
Insolvent Banks, Ins. and Loan Co.'s, &c. (B. 103, 1°*)

631; 2° m., 791.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1151.
Interest in Canada, to fix the Rate of, B. 77 (Mr.Catudal)

on M. to place on Order Paper for 20, 957.
Interna. Economy Commission, Mess. from His Exéel-

lency (presented) 98.
International Fisheries Exhibition, in Com. of S:p.,

1014.
Interior, Rep. of the Dept. (presented) 331.
Interpretation Act Amt. (B. 95, 19*) 298.
Inter-provincial Trade, on M. for Sel. Com., 115 ; on M.

fbr Com. to send for persons, papers, &c., 139.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of (Res.) 187 ; M. to read

par. from Speech from the Throne, 234; M. for
Sel. Com., 234; Explanation, 235; M. submitting
names of Com., 254; on objection of ertain Members
to serve on Com. (remarks) 254; on M. for Ret.
380 ; M. substituting names, 526; M. for Com. on
Re., 1226; in Com. and . 132, 1°*, 1227; 2 >m.,
1318; in Com., 1319, 1321, 1323-1331, 1341, 1345,
1353, 1856-1858, 1360, 1361; 30 m,, 1364.

James' Bay Expedition (Ans.) 1186.
Juvenile Offenders, Aiding and Abetting (Ans.) 78.
Keewatin, Govt. of, in Com. of Sup., 1040.

MACDONALD, Sir JoHN A.-Con.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on M. for Clerk of

Crown in Chancery to attend House with Returns,
40; remarks on printing Returns, 53; on prop. M.
(Mr. Cameron, Huron) 93; (Ans.) 140 ; deb. resmd.,
150; (Amt., to refer to Com. on Priv. and Elec.) 151;
(personal) 156; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mackenzie)
Ques. of Order, 175; on Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) as to legality of Amt., 806, 824, 826.

Lakes Huron and Superior, Water Lots in Harbors, on
M. for Cor., 504.

Lands (North-West) System of Transfer, on M. for
Ret., 79.

Lande, Public, of the Dominion, Acta Consolidation (B.
45, 10) 98; M . for Com., 860 ; in Com. 873-888, 935,
936; on Ant. (Mr. Charlton) to M. for 3°, 943.

Leprohon, Mr., Superannuation of, in Com. of Sup., 763.
Library of Parliament, Com. (M. for Mes. to Son.) 36;

on M. (Air. Colby).to conc. in Joint Committee's
Rep., 630, 1026.

Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 757, 758, 762, 766*
Lotteries Amt. Law (B. 136, 10*) 1316; 2° m., 1339.
Manitoba Land Claims Act Amt. Bill 109 (Mr. Royal)

on wthdrl., 1034.
Manitoba Roads and Road Allowances Act Ant. B. 110

(Mr. Royal) on M. for 20, 103b.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 544-546i

on Amt. (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) to M. for 30, 832.
Ministerial Explanations, 32.
Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as

Witnesses B. 6. (Mr. Cameron, Euron) on M. for
20, 87; on M. for Com., 316.

Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1039-1045, 1193-1197;
conc., 1387.

Messages from His Excellency (presented) 28, 71, 98
Naturalization Act of Canada (Ans.) 104; (explana-

tion) 1387.
Naturalization of Aliens in Man. (B. 140, 10*) 1335;

20 m., 1387.

Negotiations with B. C., in re Dry Dock and Island
Ry. (Ans.) 657 ; Explanations as to Progress, 1392;

North-West Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 1110,
1191.

Oatbs of Office (B. 1,1°*) 3.
Order of Business (remarks) 1391.
Parliamentary Companion, in Com. of Sup., 1197.
Phair vs. Venning, in Com. of Supply, 1193.
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 233.
Penitentiaries, in Com. of Sup., 753, 755, 756, 1178,

1237.
Penitentaries Laws Consolidation (B. 111, 1°*) 693;

Res. in Com., 1035; 2° of B. m., 1038; in Com.,
1309; recom., 1387.

Petition for Private Bill (C. P. Mattock, &c.) on M. to
read and recoive, 139.

Portraits of Speakers of Son., in Com. of Sup., 761.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Pand Act Amt. B.

39 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 20, 163.
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INDEX.
MAODONALD, Sir JoHN A.-Con.

Prince Albert and N. W.T. Lands, Claims of Inhabi-
tante, on M. for Cor., 131.

Prince' Albert and Edmonton Mail Route (Ans.) 265.
Printing, Joint Committee on (M. for Mess. to Sen.) 33.
Private Bills, Petitions for, on Mi to extend time, 36.
Privileges and Elections Com., on Rep. of(remarks) 6J3.
Procedure in Criminal Cases Acts Amt. B. 83 (Mr.

Weldon) on M. for 20, 323.
Provincial Governments' Claims against Dominion for

Administration of Justice, &c., on M. for Cor., 267.
Public Business, on the state of, 56, 106.
Public Contracte, Fraud in relation to, B. 5 (Mr. Cas-

grain) on M. for 20, 94; on ref. to Sel. Com., 102; on
Amt. (Mr Ross, Middlesex), 303.

Public Lands Acte Consolidation (B. 45, 1°) 98; M. for
Com., 860; in Com., 873-888, 935, 936; on Amt.
(Mr. Charlton) to M. for 30, 943.

Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 913, 1185.
Railways and Canals, in Qom. of Sup., 1150.
Railway Trust and Construction Co., limited (B. 141,

1i>*) 1336.
Rathbun, H. B., and Sons Inoorp. B. 26 (Mr. White,

Bastings) on M. for 2°, 77.
Regina as a Por of En+ýry (An,;) 265.
Regina as the Capital of the N.W., on M. for O.C., 275.
Reply to Address of H. of C., Mess. from Hia Excellency

(presented) 77.
Returning Officers in General Elections, on M. for

List, 58.
Richards, S., Allowance to, in Com. of Sup., 1178.
Roya4 Academy of Arts, Picture to commemorate Con-

federation, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1173.
Royal Military College Graduates as D.L.S. B. 33 (Mr.

Casgrain) on wthdrl. of B., 1034.
Royal Society, in Com. of Sup., 1194.
Salaries of Judges (B. 134) Res. in Com., 1310, 1314.
Salaries of Sessional Messengera (remarks) 1386.
Secretary of State (Ans.) 951.
Select Standing Committees (M. for) 4; M. for Sp. Com.

to prepare Liste 28; Liste presented, 35; conc. in, 36.
Senate's Extravagance, in Com. of Sup., 758:
Speaker, Election of (m.) 1.
Speaker of Senate's Picture, in Com. of Sup. (remarks)

758.
Speeeh from the Throne, Consideration of (m.) 4.
Standing Orders Com., on prop. M. (Mr. Beaty) for
Mess. to Sen., 292.

Steam Communication (P.E.I. and Mainland) on M. to
conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com., 1027.

Stewart, John, Volunteer of 1837-98, on M. for Cor., 266.
SUPPLY-Administration of Justice, 753; (S. Richards,

allowance te) 1178.
Charges on Revenue (Dominion Lands, Capital) 1199.
Civil Government (Privy Council) 744; (Justice)

744; (Penitentiaries Branch) 744; (Interior)
744, suppl., 1174, 1237; (Indian Affairs) 746, suppl.,
1177; (ligh Commissioner, Contingencies) 752.

MACDONALD, Sir JOHN A.-Con,
SUPPLY-Con.

(ustoms (Salaries, &c.) 1010.
Dominion Lands-Capital (Surveys) 1111. Income

(Outside Service) 1113.
Dominion Police, 753.
Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1023.
Geological Survey, 1088, 1090, 1092.
Immigration, 848.
Indians (Annual Grants to suppl. Fund) 1094, 1099;

(N.S.) 1101; (B.C.) 1101; (Man. and N. W.T.)
1102, 1106-1110,'suppl., 1191; (N.B., Compensa.
tion to Rev. Mr. Bannon) 1191.

Legislation (Salaries, &c., Senate) 757, 758. Houe of
Commons (Salaries, &o.) 762; (Grant to Library)
766.

Miscellaneous (Government of N.W.T, Expenses)
1039 ; (Extra Clerks, Services of) 1196; (Parlia-
mentary Companion) 1197 ; (Government of Kee.
watin, Expenses) 1040; (Publications of Proceed-
ings of Royal Society) 1194; (Dominion Statutes
Consolidation) 1040, conc., 1387; (Legal Expenses,
John Burgess) 1193; (Mounted Police Barracks)
1041-1044; (International Fisheries Exhibition)
1044; (Retiring Allowances, Dominion Policemen)
1192; (Library, Dept. of Justice) 1045; (Cases
decided on B.N.A. Act) 1045; (Phair vs. Venning,
Costa and Damages) 1193.

North.West Mounted Police, 1110 ; suppl., 1191.
Railways-Capital.- Intercolonial Ry. (Construction

Account, old, Commission, &o.) 1151.
Penitentiaries (Kingston) 753; (Year's Salary to

Dillon) 1237; (St. Vincent de Paul) 755; (Dor-
chester) 755; (Man.) 756; (B.C.) 756; (P.E.I.)
1178.

Public Works-Income : Buildings (N.W.T.) 913.
Miscellanenus (0. Dionne, Services of) 1185.

Weights a& i Measures and Gas, 1047, 1050-1052.
Supreme Court (Ans) 29.
Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 550.
Timber Licenses, on M. for Ret., 61, 229.
Timber on Indian Lands, on M. for Ret., 294.
Troops, Withdrawal of, from Halifax, on M. for Ret., 502
Vancouver Island Geological Survey (Ans.) 376.
Walpole Island, Sale of Oak Timber on, on M. for Cor.,

1032.
Ways and Ieans-on the Budget (reference to a

garbled extract) 456.
Weights and geasures and Ges, in Com. of Sup., 1047,

1050-1052.

MAOKENZIE, Hon. A., East York
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 836, 838, 840,

841, 845.
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tilley) in Com.

on Res., 100; on M. for 2° of B., 192.
Bayfield (Ont.) Harbor Engineer' Reps., on M. fo;

copies, 775.
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INDEX.
MACKENZIE, Hon. A.-Con.

Campbellton and Gaspé Steam Service, on M. for
Cor., 505.

Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com., 262.
Census, in Com. of Sup., 838.
Chignecto' Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s Act Amt B. 51

(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) on M. for 2°, 165.
Chinese Immigration into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mfr.

Shakespeare) 905.
Civil Governmont, in Com. of Sup., 743, 746, 748-752.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (fr.

McCarthy) on M. for 20, 147.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on M. for 3°, 370.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1007, 1009.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on National Policy, on M.

for copies, 503.
Dominion Exhibition, in Com. of Sap., 840.
Dufferin Bridge, Remission of Duties on Iron for, on M.

for copies of Cor., 898.
Easter Adjournment (remarks) 289.
Electoral Franchise B. 107 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on M. for 10, 594.

Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 841.
High Commissioner,. Contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

752.
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1024.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission, Claims settled by, on M.

for Ret., 134.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on objection of certain

Members to serve on Sel. Com., 254.
King's County (P.E.I.) Eleetion, on Amt. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv. and Blec., 172;
(Amt. to Amt.) 175.

Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B.
36 (Mr. Gunn) in Com., 372.

L'Avenir Postmaster, Complaints against, on M. for
copies, 902. •

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 757, 760, 835.
Lord's Day, Railway Traffic on, on M. for Ret., 900.
Masters and Mates, (ertificates of, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

XcLelan) 429.
Militia Acta Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on Amt. (Mr.

Ross, Middlesex) to M. for 30, 832.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) 708, 712, 716.
Portraits of Speakers of Sonate, in Com. of Sup., 761.
Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act Amt. B.

39 (36r. Charlton) on M. for 20, 163.
Public Works, in Cor. of Sup., 907, 909, 911-913,

922, 924-928.
Railway Act, Consolidated (1879) Amt. B. 69

White, Benfrew) on M. for 2q, 287.
Railway Cars, &c., in Com. on W. & M., 663.
Rathbun, H. B., and Sons Incorp. B. 26 (Mr.

Bastings) on M. for 2°, 77.
Reform in the Senate, in Com. of Sup., 760.

(Mr.

White

MACKENZIE, Hon. A.-Con.

Returning Officers at General Elections, on M. for
List, 60.

Speaker, Election of, on M., 2.
Speaker of Senate's Pamphlets, in Com. of Sup., 760.
Statistical Accounts of Railways (Ques.) 80.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Patent Record) 836;

(Census) 838; (Dominion Exhibition) 840; (Health
Statistics) 841; (Agricultural, &c., Statistics, Man.)
845.

Civil Government (Privy Council Office) 743; (Inter-
ior) 746; (Indian Affairs) 746; (Marine and
Fisheries) 748; (Public Works) 749, 750; (De-
partmental Contingencies) 751; (Contingent
Expenses, Iigh Commissioner) 752.

Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1007, 1009.
Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1024.
Legislation (Salaries, &c., Senate) 757, 760; (Salaries,

&c., Library) 835; (Printing, &c., the Laws) 835.
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, additional)

907. Income: Buildings (N.S.) 909; (Que.) 911;
(Ont) 912; (Repairs, &c.) 913. Harbors and
Rivers (Que.) 922; (P.E.I.) 924; (N.B.) 924;
(Maritime Provinces, generally) 925 ; (Que.) 925;
(Ont.) 927; (Man.) 928.

Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 551.
Tariff-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W.

& M., 596.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (railway cars,

&c.) 663.

MACKINTOSH, Mr. C. H., Ottawa City
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Hastings) on Amt. 6 m. h; (Mr. Curran) to M. for 2°,
648.

Question of Privilege, on Mr. Charlton's personal refer-
ence in Debate in Supply on Contract 15, and Mr.
Whitehead (remarks) 1281.

MÂCMASTER, Mr. D., Glengarry
King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. to Amt. (Mr.

Cameron, Buron) to M. (Mr. Blanchet) to conc. in
Rep. of Com. on Priv. and Elec., 806.

MACMILLAN, Mr. D., East Middlesex
Intoxicating Liquors, sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1360.

McCALLUM, Mr. L., Monck
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on M.

(Mr. Hawkins) for Sp. Com., 521.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

202, 315.
Concurrence-Intercolonial Ry. (St. Charles Branch and

Ferry) 1122.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Air,

McCarthy) on M. for Com., 564.
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MOCALLUx, Mr. L.-on.

Crédit Foncier F'ranco.Canadian B. 22 (Mr.Desjardins)
Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Orton) 219.

Inter-provincial Trade: Subsidy to Steamers between
Western Lakes and Quebec, on Rep. of Oom., 1122.

SUPPLY-Ctutoms (Salaries, &c.) 1004.
Railways- Capital: C.P.R (Contract 15, and Joseph

Whitehead) 1145.
Timber on Indian Lands (Ont.) on M. for Ret., 295.
Tarif-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &

M., 613.

MOCARTHY, Mr. D., North Simcoe
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on

Amt. (Mr. Blake) to recom., 500; in Com., 557.
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) in Com.

(Amt.) 286; in Com., 313.
Bills of Lading Law Amt. (B. 84, 1°*) 233; 2° m., 428.
Carriers by Land (B. 14, 10) 38; 20 m., 124; in Com.,

202, 314; on Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) as to constitution.
ality, 418, 426.

Concurrence-Cases decided on B.N.A. Act, 1128.
Consolidated Ry.Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

1295; in Com., 1298, 1302, 1304-1306, 1308; on M.
for 30, 131t.

Court of iRy. Commissioners for Can. (B. 3, 10*) 29;
20 m., 140, 149 ; M. for Com., 558.

Criminal Cases, Procedure in (P. 2, 10) 29.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John.A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1319-1321,1323, 1324, 1326, 1328
-1331, 1339, 1342, 1345--1347, 1350, 1351, 1355,
1358, 1360-1362; on Amts. to recom. (Mr. Ouimet)
1364; (Ir. Blake) 1366, 1369; (Mr. Patter8on,
Esscx 1373, 1374; on M. for 3" (Amt. to recoin.)
carried, 1375.

King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. (Sir John A.
1iMacdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv. and Elec., 157.

Northern and North-Western and Sault Ste Marie Ry.
Co.'s Act. Amt. (B. 76, 10*) 150.

Northern and North-Western Boundaries of Ont. (M. for-
copies of Cor.) 556.

Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 93 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.
for 30, 1096.

Salaries of Judges B. 13.4 (Sir John A. Macdonald) in
Com. on Res., 1311.

Subsidies to Rys.,in Com. on Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)
1292.

Titles to Land, Transfer of (B. 97, 1°) 572.
Wesleyan Methodist Church Missionary Soc. (B. 43,

1°*) 89.

MoCan"Y, Mr. W., Halton
Children's Carriages, Importation of (M. for Ret.) 777.
Concurrence-Intercolonial Ry. (St. Charles Branch and

Ferry) 1122.
Expenses at last Dominion Elections rM. for Ret.*) 383.
Inter-provincial Trade: Subsidy to Steamers between

Western Lakeseand Quebec, on >p. of Com., 1123,

MoCRN, Mr. R.-(bn.
Intoicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (&ir John A.3fac.

donald) in Com., 1324, 1329.
Liquor Certificates granted by Physicians (M. for Ret.)

777.
SUPPLY-Àtail Subsidies (Hamilton and Point Levis)

Ques., 953.
Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Lif-boats,

&c.) 955.
Public Works-Income: ilarbors and Rivers (Ont)

927.
Timber Permits, Rainy Lake and River District (M. fbr

Ret.) 777.

McDoNALD, Mr. W., Cape Breton
Cape Breton under Confederation, on M. for Stmnt., 414,
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1271.
SUPPLY-Quarantine (Sydney, N.S.) 1239.
Truro and Pictou Branch Ry. (M. for Cor.*) 129.

McINTYaR, Mr. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Communication between P.E.I. and Mainland, on M. for

Ret., 48.
Harmony and Elmira prop. Ry. (M. for Rot.) 115.
Red Point Breakwater (Ques.) 315.
StPPLY-Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivera

(N.S.) 924; Dredging, 929.

McIsAAo, Mr. A., Àntigonish
Bayfield Breakwater Extension (Ques.) 657.
Cape George Breakwater, Rebuilding of (Ques.) 502.
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 101 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.

1203.
Fishing Leases and Licenses, in Com. on B. 101, 1203.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com., 708.
SUPPLY -Fisheries: (Salaries, &c., Overseers and

Wardens) 1010, 1018; (Services in conection with
Bounty) 1186.

MoLiLAN, Hon. A. W., Colchester
Civil Government, in Com. of Sap., 748.
Fisheries Act Amt. (Res. in Com., and B. 101, 10*)

526.
Fisheries in Inland Waters (Ans.) 82.
Fisheries, Protection of, on Georgian Bay, &o, on M.

for Cor., 659.
Fishing Leases and Licenses in N.B., on M. for Ret.,

288.
Fog Whistle at Shelburne Harbor (Ans.) 107.
Goose Island (N.S.) Lighthonse, (Ans.) 166.
Hydrographic Survey, on M. for Cor., 82.
Life-Saving Stations, on M. for Cor., 128; as to keepers

(Ans.) 502.
Liverpool Harbor Buoy (Ans.) 130.
Masters and Mates. Certificates of (B. 89) Res. in Com.,

428; 10* of B., 431; 2° .m., 702; in Coin., 708,
3° M. 734
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INDEX.
MoL.AN, Hon. A. W.-Con.

Marine and Fisheries Rop. (prosented) 66.
Pictou Harbor Act Amt. (Res. and B. 108, 1°*), 741.

(vol. ii.)
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Con. on Res. (Sir Leonard

Tiey) 713, 718.
Pilotage Acts Amt. (Ans.) 165
Pilotage Authorities in B.C., on M. for copies of

Cor., 207.
Sailors, Release of Imprisoned, at Quebec, on M. for

Cor., 381.
Shipping Disasters on Inland Waters, on M. for Ret., 32.
St. Lawrence River, restrictions in the use of the

Channels (Ans.) 657.
SUPPLY-Civil Government (Marine and Fisheries) 748.
Washington Treaty, Termination of (Ans.) 81.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 496; in Com. on

Res. 2 (cordage) 668.

MOMILLAN, Mr. J., South Buron
Bayfield Harbor, Engineers' Reps., &c. (M. for copies)

774.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 463; in Cor. on

Res. 2 (printed and dyed cottons) 680; (agricultural
implements) 687.

McMULLEN, Mr. J., North Wellington
Animals, Crnelty to, Acts Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) in

Com.1 782.
Bill Stamps, Redemption of (Ques.) 502.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir iector Langevin)

in Com. on Res., 934.
Civil Service Superannuation Acts Consolidation B. 91

(Sir Leonard Tilley) on M. for 20, 1228; on M. for 30
(list of names presente l 1364.

Concurrene-Intercolonial Ry. (St. Charlcs Branch and
Ferry) 1121.

Customs Daties Refunded at Port of Toronto (M. for
Ret.*) 660.

Intercolonial Ry. Barnings per ton per mile (Ques.)
1121, 1122.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A
Macdonald) in Com., 1320.

Lord's Day,. Observance of (Ques.) 767; Railway
Traffic on (M. for Ret.) 899.

Question of Privilege, on Toronto .Mail's correspond.
ence in re Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1059.

SuPLYr-Canals-Capital: Cornwall (Construction of
Drain) 1072.

Railways-Capital: Intercolonial (Rolling Stock)
1062; C.P.R. (Contragt 15, and Joseph Whitehead)
1148; (Refond to Mr. Ketchum) 1156.

Tariîf-on M. (Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &
M., 624.

Ways and Mans-in Com. on Bos. 2 (glass show cases)
671; (wools and woollens) 675; (printed and dyed
cottons) 679

MONILL, Mr. A., North Bruce
Animals, Cruelty to, Acta Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Rlchey) on

M. for 2°, 228.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (.Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for Com., 557.
England's Commercial Policy, 'on M. (Sir Leonard

Tilley) for Com. of Sup., 1084.
Englishmen as Foreigners, in Com. of Sup., 761.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. fae-

donald) in Com., 1330, 1360; on Amt. to recom.
(Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1373.

Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,
Bastings) on Amt. (Mr. Courso) to M. to fix day for.
20, 260; on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Ourran) to M
for 20, 641.

Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) 719.

Reciprocity with the United States, on M. for,
Cor., 272.

SUPPLY-Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and War-
dens) 1014.

Legisation (Salaries, &c. Senate) 761.
Timber on Indian Lanis, Ont. (M. for Ret.) 292.
Ways and Meana-in Com.on Be. 2 (printed and dyed

cottons) 680.
MAssuE, Mr., Richelieu

Agricultural Fertilizers (prop. Res.) 116; (M. for Sel.
Com.) 207.

Great Eastern Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. (B. 80, 1°*)
161.

Veterans of 1812 (M. for Ret.*) 40

MT'HoT, Mr. F. I. O., lNIcolet
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

in Com., 162; on Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Auger) 311.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1357.

MITCHELL, Hon. P., Northumberlan, .B.
Accidents and Casualties on Rys. (M. for Ret.) 659.

~Address, on the, 27.
Bannon, Rev. Mr., Compensation to, in Com. of Sap.,

1191.
Booms, &c., in Navigable. Waters B. 96 (Sir Hector

Langevin) on M. for 2°, 788.
Burgess, Mr., Legal Expenses, in Com. of Sap., 1192.
Chatham to Escuminac Telegraph (Ques.) 81.
Concurrence-Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, 1117; Inter-

colonial Ry. (St. Charles Branch and Perry) 1123.
Cordage, i Com. on W. & M., 669.
Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 664.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 148.
Customs Acts Consolidation B. 31 (fr. Bowell) in Com.,

587-593, 695-697
Dionne O., Services of, in Com. of Sap., 118 1.
Fisheries Act Armt. B. 101 (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,

1205.
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1011, 1016.
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t i~AD!EX
EoM LL, Hon. P.-CoM.

erand Trunk Ry. Co.'s Accidents and Casualties (M. for
]?t.*) 232.

Grand Trunk and North Shore Bys. B. 113 (Mr. Colby)
onM. fqr 1°,692; in Com., 804.

Grand Trunk Ry. Co. purohasing Bonds and Shares of
other Companies (M.for copies of Cor., &c.) 232.

Grand Trunk Ry. Oo.'s Returns (Ques.) 166, 204.
Grand Trunk Ry. Co., Sale of the Rivière du Loup

Branch, &c. (M. for copies of Cor., &c.) 232.
Indians, in Com. of Sup, 1095, 1191.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 120.
Intercolonial Ry.,Qoast and Island Communication with

(Ques.) gl
Intoxicating Liguers, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1339; on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1367.
Iron and Manufacturers of, in Com. on W. & M., 672.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, conc., 1117.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLeCan)

on M. for 20 ,705.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 21

(Ques.) 540, 543.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1193, 1194.
Phair vs. Venning, in Com. of Sup., 1194.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard

TIley) 710.
Portage Island, Miramichi River (M. for copies of Cor.)

272.
Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange Repeal Act

Amt. B. 78 (Mr. Weldon) in Com., 427.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1184.
Queddy River Driving and Boom Co. (M. to receive

Petition) 185 ; wthdn., 187.
Railway Accidents and Casualties (M. for Ret.) 659.
Railways and.Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1063, 1156

conc., 1123.
Railway Cars, in Com. on W. & M., 663.
Representation in N.B., remarks on the Address, 27,
Riparian Rights, in Com. -on B. 101 (Mr. McLelan)

1205.
Royal Academy of Arts (request for membors to speak

louder) 1173.
Royal Canadian Passenger Steamhip Co. Incorp. (B.

55, 1°*) 129
Signal Stations at North Cape and Est Point (P. E. I.)

on M. for Ret., 1026.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Ras. (Mr. Ives)

210.
St. Charles Branch .and Ferry, in Coin. of Sup., 1063;

conc., 1123.
SUPPLY-Fiheriea (Salaries, &c., Overseers and War-

dens) 1011, 1016.
Indians (Annual Grant to supplement Fund) 1095;

(N. B., compensation to Rev. Mr. Bannon) 1191.
Miscellaneous (Legal Expenses, John Burgess) 1193;

(Phair vs. Venning, Costa and Legal Expense4
1191.

MITCMLL, Ion. P.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

.Public Works-Income: Misoellaneous (O. Dionnet
for services) 1184.

Bailoays-Capital: Intercolonial (St. Charles Branch
and Ferry) 1063; cono., 1123, (land and other
dlaims) 1156.

Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret.,549,551,555.
Washington Treaty, Termination of (Ques.) 81.
Ways and .Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (railway cars, &o.)

663; (cotton duck) 664; (cordage) 669; (iron, and
manufacturers of) 672.

MoriAT, Mr. R, Bestigouche
Jacques, J., and Kearney, C., appointment of, on M.

for copies of Cor., 507.
Public Contracts, Fraud in Relation to, B. 5 (Mr.

C(agrain) on Amt. (Mr. Boss, Middlesex) 306.

MULOCE, Mr. W., North York
Consolidated Ry. Act (1879) Amt. (B. 15, 10) 39; M.

for 20, 103; wthdn., 281; (Ques.) 383.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1307.
Patent Rights, Prevention of Fraud in (B. 98, 1°*) 315.
SUPPLY-Pubic Works-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.J

1243,

O'BRIEN, Mr. W. E., Muskoka
Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard Tley) in Com.,

282.
Civil Service Superannuation Acts Consolidation B. 91

(Sir Leenard Tilley) on 2°, 1231.
Consolidated IRy. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1300.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 881.
Fisheries, Protection of, on Georgian Bay, &c. (M. for

copies of Cor.) 657.
Militia Acts Amt. B 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 2°, 531;

in Com., 586, 731.
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 853, 858.
Militia, Pay of Officers and Men, in Com. on Bes. (Wr.

Caron) 724.
Northern- Ry. Co.'s B. 93 (Mr. White, Cardwell) on M.

for 30, 1097.

Returning Officers in General Elections, on M. for
List, 58.

Richmond Field Battery and Field Batteries generally
(remarks on the position of the officers) on M. for
Rot., 205.

SUPPLY-Militia (Ammunition) 853; (Drill Instruc-
tions and Drill Pay, &c.) 858.

ORTON, Mr. G. T., Centre Wellington
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 842, 844.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com., 315.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

McCarthy) on M. for 8°, 144; on M. for Com., 566.
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mi 1,NDEX.
ORTON, Mr. G. T.-Con.

Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)
in Com. (Amt.) 162; (Amt. to Amt.) 219; on M.
for 30, 870.

Dominion Lands Acta Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.
.Macdonald) on M. for Com., 868; in Com., 875, 880.

Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costigan)
in Com., 920.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Bir John A. Mac-
donald) in Dom., 1328, 1340, 1317; on Amts. (Mr.
Blake) 1369, (.Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1373.

Legislation in Com. of Sup., 765.
Miscellaneous,-in Com. of Sap., 1041.
Ordnance Lands or Naval Reserves (M. for Ret.) 54.
Prince Albert and Edmonton Mail Route (Ques.) 265.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1244.
Regina as a Port of Entry (Ques.) 265.
Regína as the Çapital of the N.W., on M. for O.C.,

&c., 274.
Regina, Immi-grant Shed and Improvements at,

(Ques.);265.
Suppry-Arts Agriculture, &c. (Health Statistics)

842; (Agricultural, &c., Statistics, Man.) 844.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 765.
Miscellaneous (N. W. Mounted Police, Compensation

to Members) 1041.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (N.W.T.) 1244.
Weights and Mea8ures and Ga8, 1048.

OUMET, Mr. J. A., Laval
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on Amt.

(Mr. Amyot) 499.
Carriers by Land B. 14 (1fr. McCarthy) on M. to

consd. B. (prop. Res. as to cnstitutionality) 415.
Crédit Foncier Franco Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr. Auger) 309.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on M. for 3° (Amt. to recom.) 1364; carried
(Y. 148, N. 1) 1365; on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1368.

Militia, Pay of Officers and Men, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
Caron) 725.

Promissory Notes, &c., Repeal of Duty Act Amt. B. 78
(Mr. Weldon) in Com., 428.

Ship Channel between Montreal and Quebec B. 142
(Bir Leonard Tilley) on Res., 1337.

PANT, Mr. H. N., Richmond, N.S.
Concurrence-House of Commons (Shorthand Writers,

&c.) 1214; Fishery Bounty (Services in connection
with) 1223.

Gulf of St. Lawrence Telegraph (Ques.) 68.
Inter-provincial Trade (M. for Sel. Com.) 113; Com.

appointed 135; M. for power to send for persons,
papers, &c. 139.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) in Com., 1361.

Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (J&r. McLeian)
on M. for 2°, 707; iin Com., 708.

PAINT, Mr. H. N.-Con.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 544.
Sable Island Telegraph Communication (Ques.) 68.
SuPPLY-Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-

boats, &c.) 956; (Triennial List of Shipping) 956.

PATTERON, Mr. J. C., North Essex
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McClarthy) in Com., 315.
Customs Acts Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in

Com., 591.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on Amt. to recom. (Mr. Blake) 1368; on M.
for b° (Amt. to recom.) 1373; neg. (Y. 58, N. 80)
1374; (Amt. to recom.) neg., 1374.

PATERSON, Mr. W., Bouth Brant
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sap., 1113.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 837.
Brant County Bank Incorp. (B. 52, 1°*) 106.
Canada and Spain, Trade Relations between, Instruc-

tions to Sir A. T. Galt (M. for Ret.) 547.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 746.
Civil Service Superannuation Act Consolidation B. 91

(Sir Leonard Tilley) on M for 2°, 1233.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup.,,1113; conc.,

1125.
Concurrence-Adulteration of Food, 1125; Dustoms

(Mau.) 1226.
Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 664-666.
Customs Acta Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in Dom.,

593, 696,702.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1000, 1003, 1006, 1008.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on M. (Mr. White, Cardwell)

to conc. in Fourth and Fifth Reps. of Com , 1135; in
Com. of Sap., 765.

Drawbacks, Claims for (M. for Ret.) 66.
Drawbacks on Articles manufactured for Export, on M.

(Sir Leonard Tilley) for Com. of Sup., 1129; on 2°
Supply B. 128 (Sir Leonard Tilley) 1388 -1390.

Hawaiian Islands, Reciprocal Trade with, on Res. (Mr.
omer) 232.

Indians, in Com. of Sap., 1099, 1377.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Cos-

tigan) in Com. on Res., 790; in Com., 916-922; on
M. for 3°, 999.

Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.
for 2°, 122.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1368-1370.

Legislation, in Com. of Sap., 765.
Printed and Dyed Cottons, in Com. on W. & M., 678,

680.
Public Works, in Com. of Sap., 908.,
Question of Privilege, on Toronto Mai's Correspondence

in re Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1058.
Railway Cars, &c., in Com. on W. & M., 663.
Reciprocal Trade with Brazil, &c., on M. for Cor., 774.



INDEX.
PATERsoN, Mr. W.-Con.

Royal Academy of Arts, Picturie to commemorate Con-
federation, on M. for Com. of Sup., 1173.

Subsidies to ]Rys., on prop. Res. (remarks on Member
speaking twice) 1268.

Supply B. 128 (Sir Leonard Tilley) on M. for 2°, 1388-
1390.

SUPPLY-ArtS, Agriculture, &c. (Census) 837.
Civil Government (Auditor-General's Office) 746.
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 1113;

cono., 1125.
Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1000, 1003, 1006, 1008.
Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1021-1024; conc., 1118--1120.
Indians (Annual Grant to supplement Fnnd) 1099;

(N.W.T., Industrial Schools) 1377.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 765.
Public Works-Capital : Buildings (Ottawa, addi-

tional) 908.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1047, 1053, 1056.

Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 549; (personal expla-
nation) 552.

Tobacco and Snuff, in Com. on W. & M., 673.
Ways and Means -Budget Speech (reply to) 345; in

Com. on Res. 2 (braces or suspenders) 662; (railway
cars, &c.) 663; (cotton duck) 664-666; (tobacco
and snuff) 673; (printed and dyed cottons) 678, 680;
(coal dust) 692.

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1047,
1053, 1056.

PIcK&RD,Mr. J., York, N.B.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on omission (remarks) 694.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

-astings) Ques., 501.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1273 ; in Com., 1287.
SUPPLY-Administration of Justice (Widow of Judge

Fisher) 1273.
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Patent Record) 836.

PLATT, Mr. J. ML, Prince Edward
Concurrencè-Health Statisties, 1116.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir Hector Langevin) in

Com., 1036.
Life-saving Stations, &c. (M. for Cor.) 126; (Ques) as

to keepers, 502 ; in Com. of Sup., 954, 1249.
Mail Carriage, Change of, in Prince Edward County

(M. for copies of O.C., &c.) 226.
Masters and Mates, Certificites of, B. 89 (Mr. McLetan)

on M. for 20, 706.
Murray Canal and Presqu' Isle and Weller's Bay Har-

hors (M. for Ret.) 204.
Picton and Trenton Mail Service (Ques) 502.
SUPPLY-Canaes-Capital: Murray, 1071.

Militia (Drill Pay &c.) 857.
Ocean and River Service : (Bramination of Masters

and Mates) 953 ; (Purchase of Life-boats, &c.) 954,
suppl., 1249.

PLTT, Mr. J. M.-Con.
SUPPLY-0on.

Post Office (Mail Service, &o.) 1079.
Public Workt-Income : H arbQrs and

928.
Rivers (Ont.)

POPE, Hon. J. H., Compton
Agriculture, Dept. of, Rep. (presented) 583; in Com.

of Sup., 748, 1132.
Archives, Care of, in Com. of Sup., 836.
Arts, Agriculture; &c., in Çom. of Sap., 836, 837, 840,

841, 844, conc., 1115, 1129.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co. and The North American

Contracting Co., on M. for Cor., 779.
Canadian Pacific Ry., on Comparative Statement of

Freight Rates, 997.
Census, in Com. of Sup., 837.
Census Records (1881) on M. for Stmnt., 104.
Census Returns, Distribution of (Ans.) 89.
Civil Governmont, in Coin. of Sup., 748, 1132,
Concurrence-Patent Record, 1129.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1301.
Dominion, The, Persons entering, leaving and settling,

on M. for Stmnt., 295.
Immigrant Children, Care of (Ans.) 501.
Immigration and Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 845,

1134, 1238; conc., 1115.
Immigration to Canada (1882) on M. for Ret., 80.
Irish Immigration (Ans.) 547.
Library of Parlt., on M. to conc. in Rep. of Joint Com.,

1026.
National Policy, Trans. of Rep. of Sel. Com. (Ans.) 89.
Patent Act Amt. (B. 122, 1°*) 957; 2 m., 1227.
Patent Record, in Com. of Sup., 836; conc., 1U9.
Statistics, in Com. of Sup. (Criminal) 837; (lealth)

841; (Agricultural, &c., Man.) 814.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Care of Archives) 836;

(Patent Record) 836, conc.,1129; (Crimuinal Statis-
tics) 837; (Census) 837; (Dominion Exhibition)
840; (Health Statisties) 841, conc., 1115 ; (Agri-
cultural, &c., Statistics, Man.) 844.

Civil Government (Agriculture) 748, 1132.
Immigration and Qrnarantine, 815; coac., 1115 ; suppLi.,

1134, 1238.
Vital Statistics (Ans.) 56.

RED, Mr. J., Cariboo
Barkerville ani Fork-ij of Qussnelle Mail Srvice (M.

for copies of Cor.) 302.
Cotton Wood Canon Improvements (Ques.) 315.

BroHnc, Mr. M. H., Balifax
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp Bi (Mr. Tupper) on Amt.

(Mr. Blake) 499.
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Amt. (B. 25, 1°*) 56 ; 2°

m., 225; in Com., 781.
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RiHnEY, AMr. M. H.-Con.

Concurrence-Intercolonial Ry. (St. Chales Branch and
Ferry) 1121.

Criminal Laws Consolidation (Ques.) 78.
Fishery Bounty Augmentation (Ques.) 1025.
Immigrant Children, Care of (Ques.) 501.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Jr. Còs-

tigan) in Com., 918.
Inter-provincial Trade, Cheap Freights, conc., 1121.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 134 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1322, 1331, 1346, 1348; on Amt.
(Mr. Blake) 1370.

Juvenile Offenders, Aiding and Abetting (Ques.) 78.
Presbyterian Ministers' Widows' and Orphans' Fand

Amalg. (B. 63, 10*) 140 ; in Com., 372.
St. Charles Branch and Ferry, conc., 1121.
SUPPLY--Pensions (Mrs. Ed. Dackett) 1134.

RINFRET, Mr. C. J., Lotbiniere
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Costigan) 580.
Lake St. Peter and St. Lawrence River and Canals

Deepening of (M. for copies of Cor., &c.*) 903.
L'Avenir Postmaster, Complaints against (M. for copies)

902.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

on M. for 20, 704.
Octave C. de la Chevretiére, Dismissal of (M. for Ret.*)

40.
St. Lawrence River, Restriction in the use of the

Channels (Ques.) 657.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 399.

RIOPEL, Mr. L. J., Bonaventure
Consolidated Ry. Act Am.t. (B. 32, 10*) 77; 2° M.,

125.

ROBERTSON, Mr. T., Hamilton
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) on M.

to recom., 284.
Criminal Cases, Evidence in (B. 4, 1°) 33.
Criminal Cases, Procedure in, beforo Justices of the

Peace out of Session (B. 12, 1°*) 38.
County Judges, Criminal Court, Cases before (B. 11,

11) 38; 2° M., 103; M. to ref. B. to Sp. Com., 118.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on National Policy, on M.

for copies, 503.
Great Western and Lake Ont. Shore Junction Ry.

Co.'s Acts Amt. (B. 70, 1°*) 150.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com., 1345, 1360; on M. for 3Q (Amt to
recom.) carried, 1375.

Midemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as
Witnesses B. 6 (Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. for Com.,
321.

Navigable Waters, Unprotected Holes, &o. (B. 30, 10)
67;'2°m. and ref, toSel. Com, 125,

miv
RoBIERTBON, Mr. T.-Cn.

Petitimo f«r PrWare iRlI Giýost W.dMMv nd Lake On-
tario Short Junction I4. Üot (K tô remd and re-
toive) 139.

Ship Channel, Miontreal ard Quebee, B. 142 (Sir Leon-
ard Tilley) on Res., 1337, 1340.

Speedy Trials Acts Amt. Consolidation (B. 86, 11) 233.
Wife Beating, Punishment for, B. 81 (Mr. Wood, Brock-

ville) 2° in. and ref. to Sol. Co., 281.

RoBERTSoN, Mr. T., SÃelburne
Bounty to Fishermen, $156,000 (Sf. for Ret.*) 121.
Cable Extension from Barrington to Cape Sable Island

(Ques.) 107.
Concurrence-Fishery Overseers and Wardens, 1116;

Fishery Bounty (Services in connection with) 1224
-1226.

Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1014, 118a; conc., 116,
1224.

Geological Survey, in Com. of Sup., 1090.
Inter-provincial Trade, on M. for Sel. Com., 115.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 30 (Amt. to recom.) neg. (Y.
43, N. 90) 1376.

Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 1019.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

on M. for 2, 105, 707.
P.E.1., Claim of Govt. of, for refund of expenditure on

Publie Works, &c. (M. for Cor., &c.*) 232.
Shelburne Harbor Fog Whistle (Ques.) 107.
Steamboat Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1190.
SUPPLY-Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Ovorseers and War-

dens) 1014, conc., 1116; (Services in connection
with Bounty) 1189, conc., 1224.

Geological Survey, 1090.
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses and Fog

Alaris) 1019.
Steamboat Inspection, 1190.

Westhaver's Point, Lighthouse at, on M. for Cor., 780.

Ross, Mr. A. W., Lisgar
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for Com., 870 ; in Com., 880, 882.
Presbyterian Church Manse and Building Fand Incorp.

(B. 75, 10*) 150.
Selkirk as a Port of Entry (Ques.) 315.

Ross, Mr. G. W., West Middlesex
"A" and "B " Batteries, Number of Officers, &c., and

Cost of each Battery (M. for Ret.*) 659.
Acetie Acid, in Com. on W. M.> 661.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 836, 83*, 840,

841, 844; cono., 1128.

Bank Act Amt. B. 46 (Sir Leonard 1Tiley) on M. for 2°;
193; in Com., 282.

Books, on X. toconc. inRes. rep. from Com. on W'
& M.,739.
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IRoss, Mr. G. W.-Con.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on M.

(Mr. Hawkins) for Sp. Com., 520.
Burland, G. B. & Co., Contracts for Lithographing (M.

for copies of Cor.*) 556.
Canadian Pacific Ry., Contracta " A " and " B " (M. for

Stmnt.*) 556.
Cartridge Factory, Quebec, Cost of (M. for Ret.*) 659.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 743, 745, 746, 748,

751, 752, 1131, 1176, 1177; conc., 1114.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 90 (Sir Bector Langevin) in

Com. on Res., 933, 934; in Com. on B,, 1035.
Civil Service Superannuation Acts Amt. B. 91 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Com. on Res., 793; on M. for 3°
of B. (Amt.) 1364.

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1073, 1077.
Concurrence-Post Office and Finance Depts. (Contin-

gencies) 1114 ; Library (Salaries, &c.) 1114;
Printing, &c., the Laws, 1114 ; Excise,
1120; Canada Gazette, 1120; Intercolonial Ry.
(St. Charles Branch and Ferry) 1123; Trent Valley
Nav. (Survey) 1123; J. L. Demers (Balance of
Account) 1279 ; A. Andet (for Tranalating) 1280;
C.P.R. Commission (Sundry Expenses) 1280; Un-
provided Items, 1280.

Customns Acts Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in
Com. on Res., 101.

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1002, 1005.
Debates, Official Reps. of, on omission (r emarks) 694;

in Com. of Sup., 763, 765.
Departmental Reps., Compilation of (prop. Res.) 298;

wthdn., 301.
Grange Trust (limited) Incorp. B. 44 (Mr. White,

Cardwell) on M. for Com., 701.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com., 915.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission, Claims settled by (M.

for Ret.) 135.
Intercolonial .By, Purchase and Nature of Rolling

Stock (M. for Rot.) 380.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1319, 1320, 1323, 1324, 1326-1328,
1330, 1331, 1340, 1354, 1358-1360, 1362; on M. for
30 (Amt. to recom.) neg. (Y. 66, N. 79) 1366 ; on
Amt. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1373.

Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 757, 762, 763, 765, 766,
835; cono., 1114.

Leprohon, Mr., Superannuation of, in Com. of Sup., 763.
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup., 952,
Military Districts, Appointments of Officers, &c., in (M.

for Ret.*) 659.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (M. Caron) on M. for 2°, 533;

in Com., 584, 729-732; on adjd. deb., M80.
Mliitia, in Com. of Sap., 853, 854, 856, 858, 860.
Militia, Pay of Officers and Men, in Com. on Res. (Mr.

Caron) 724.

Ross, Mr. G. W.-Con.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1038, 1041, 1045, 1195;

conc,, 1120.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 955, 956.
Ontario Elections, Interference of Senators, in Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 758.
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 852, 853.
Peters, Major, Charges against (M. for Cor.) 781.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard

Tilly) 710.
Public Contracts, Frand in Relation to, B. 5 (Mr. Cas-

grain) on M. for 3° (Amt. to recom.) 302, 305.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 908, 915, 926, 929,

930, 1183, 1184.
Question of Privilege, on Correspondence in Toronto.

Mail in re Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1057.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1061, 1964, 1065,

1153.
Royal Military Col. Instruction Staff (M. for Ret.*) 659.
Royal Society of Canada Incorp. B. 37 (Mr. Tass) on

M. for 2°, 264.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1262, 1270.
Salaries of Sessional Messengers (remarks) 1386.
Scientific Institutions, in Com. of Sup., 957.
Speaker of Senate's Picture, in Com. of Sup. (re.

marks) 758.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Care of Archives, &c.)

836; (Patent Record) 836, conc., 1128; (Ciminal
Statistics) 837; (Census) 836; (Dominion Exhi-
bition) 840; (Health Statisties) 841; (Agricul-
tarai, &c., Statistics, Man.) 844.

Civil Government (Privy Council Office) 743;
(Interior) 745, suppl., 1176 ; (Auditor General's
Office) 746; (Finance and Treasury Board) 746;
(Post Office) 748; (Departmental Contingencies)
751 ; (Stationery Office) 751; (Contingent Ex-
penses, High Commissioner) 751, suppl., 1177;
(Post Office and Finance Depts., Contingencies)
752, conc., 1114; (Customs) 1131; (Indian
Affairs) 1177.

Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working Expen-
ses (Intercolonial Ry.) 1073; (Canais) 1077.

Customs (Salaries, &c.) 1002, 1005.
Legislation (Salaries &c., Senate) 757; House of Com-

mons (Salaries, &c.) 762; (Publishing Debates)
763, 765 ; (Grant to Library) 766 ; (Printing, &c.
the Laws) 835, conc., 1114; (Misceflaneous
Printing) 835.

Mail Subsidies (Lakes Huron and Superior) 952;
(West Indies and Brazil) 952.

Militia (Military Branch and District Staff Salaries)
853 ; (Ammunition &c.) 855; (Drill Pay) 856 ;
(Care of Military Properties) 858; (Royal Mili-
tary Colege) 858; ("A" and "B " Batteries) 860;
(Artillerymen at Shoeburyness) 860.



INDEX.
Ross, Mr. G. W.-Con.

SUPPLY-COn.
AMscellaneous (Canada Gazette) 1038, conc., 1120;

(Miscellaneous Printing) 1038 ; (Dominion
Statutes Consolidation) 1041; (Cases decided on
B.N.A. Act) 1045; (Royal Society, Publication of
Proceedings) 1195.

Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-boats, &c.)
955 ; (Triennial List of Shipping) 956.

Pensions (Veterans of 1812) 852; (Compensation in
lieu of land) 853.

Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, addition-
al) 908. Income: Buildings (Repairs, &c.) 915,
suppl., 1183; (Que.) 1182. larbors and Rivers
(Ont.) 926; Dredging, 929 ; Miscellaneous, 930;
(O. Dionne, for services) 1184.

Railways-Capital: Intercolonial (Rolling Stock)
1061; (Construction Account, old, Commission,
&c.) 1153. General (Surveys and Inspections)
1064; (Town of Pembroke Bonus) 1065.

Scientffic Institutions (Observatories) 957.
Unprovided Items, 1199; conc., 1280.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1045, 1046 1048, 1051

-1053.
United States, Reciprocity with the (M. for Cor.) 267.
Unprovided Items, in Com. of Sup., 1199; conc,,

1280.
Ways and Neans-on the Budget, 383; in Com. on Res.

2 (acetic acid) 661; conc. (books) 739.
Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1045,

1046, 1048, 1051-1053.

ROYAL, Mr. J, Provencher
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks) 785.
Agricultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M., 682, 684.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 844.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., Construction in Manitoba, &c.

(M. for Ret.*) 903.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Mr. Cameron, Huron) on M. to receive Rep. of Com.,
(Amt.) 201.

Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1008.
Dominion Lande Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for Com., 866; in Com., 873, 880,
936.

Hudson's Bay, Season of Navigation, on* M. for Ret., 62.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 846.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1371.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 765.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. (correction) 741.
Lumber, Importation of, into Man. (M. for Ret.) 94.
Manitoba Land Claims Act Amt. (B. 109, 10*) 660;

wthdn., 1034.
Manitoba Roads and Road Allowances Act Amt. (B.

110, 1°*) 660; 2° m., 1034,

ROYAL, Mr. J.-Con.
Prince Albert and N.W.T. Lands, Claims of Inhabi-

tante, on M. for Cor., 131.
Quarantine, in Com of Sup., 1239.
Repatriation of Canadians, on M. for Stmnt., 895.
]Révérends Pères Oblats de Marie Immaculée des Ter-

ritoires du Nord-Ouest Incorp. (B. 19, 1°*) 52; M.
for Com. 244; 3° m., 368.

Salaries of Sessional Messengers (remarks) 1386.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Agricultural, &c., Sta.

tistics, Man.) 844.
Customs (Salaries, &c.) Ques., 1008.
Immigration, 846.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 765.
Quarantine (Sydney, N.S.) 1239.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (agricultural im-
plements) 682, 684.

RYKERT, Mr. J. C., Lincoln
Canadian Pacific Ry. Commission, Sundry Expenses,

cone., 1280.
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. 114 (Mr. Abbott) 2°

objected to, 784.
Concurrence-Excise, 1120; C.P.R. Commission, Sundry

Expenses, 180.
Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Person) B. 7

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) in Com. (Amt. that Com. rise)
200.

Debates, Official Reps. of, on omission (remarks) 694.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. to adj. deb., 951.
Excise, conc., 1120.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, on M. for Sel. Com. (Sir

John A. Macdonald) 250.
Ontario Elections and Toronto Globe's charges, on Ques-

tion of Priv. on Increased Indemnity (remarks) 1058.
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1259,1268.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 392.

SCOTT, Mr. T., Winnipeg
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for Com., 872; in Com., 875, 876,
880.

Exhibition, Grant of Land for (M. for Cor.*) 1034.
Fort Osborne Park (M. for Cor.*) 1034.
Prince Arthur's Landing and Rat Portage, Ry. between

(Ques.) 1025.
Winnipeg Post Office Sites (Ques.) 889.

ScarvEa, Mr. J. C., Huntingdon
Canadian Electric Light Co.'s B. 105 (Mr. Bergeron)

on M. for 2°, 702.
Customs Acte Consolidation B. 34 (Air. Bowell) in Com.,

696, 700.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1005, 1008.
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SCaEliVa, Mr. J. C.-Con.
Indians, in Com., of Sup., 1094.
Inland Revenue Acta Consolidation B. 115 (&fr. Cos-

tigan) in Com., 918.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

llastings) on Amt. (AIr. Ooursol) to M. to fix day for
20, 256.

McMillan, J. D., Dismissal of (M. for Cor.*) 77.
Militia Act Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 20, 537.
Publie Works, in Com. of Sup., 926.
Returning Officers in General Elections, on M. for

List, 58.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Ives) 213.
SUPPLY-CUStOmS (Salaries, &c.) Ques., 1005, 1008.

Indians (Annual Grant to supplement Fund) 1094.
Public -Works- Income: ]Harbors and Rivers (Que.)

926; (Ont.) 926.

SHAKESPEARE, Mr. N., Victoria, B.C.
Chinese Immigration into B.C. (prop. Res.) 323, 906.
Mititia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 587.
Immigration into B.C., including Chinese (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 72.
Intoxicating Liquorp, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1327, 1341, 1345.
Pilotage Authorities in B.C., on M. for Cor., 207.
Salaries of Sessional Messengers (remarks) 1386.
SUPPLY-Penitentiaries (British Columbia) 757.

SMALL, Mr. J., East Toronto
Dominion Ry. Trust and Construction Co. Incorp. (B.

41, 1°*) 89; 2° m., 164.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1360.
SUPPLY- Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life.

boats, &c.) 954.
Toronto Iarbor and Esplanade (B. 106, 10) 574.

SMyrrH, Mr. H., Kent
Buckhorn, Lake Erie, Pier at (Ques.) 890.
Elm Loge, Export Duty on (Ques.) 889.
Jeannette's Creek, Obstruction of, by G. T. R. (Ques.)

890.

SOMERVIL1 E, Mr. J., -orth Brant
Expenses of Members of the Govt. in England (M. for

Ret.) 381.
Toronto Mail's Correspondence in re Increased Indem-

nity (Ques. of Priv.) 1058.

SPEATKER, THE (Hon. G. A. IRKPATRIc) FrontenaC
Accountant, Receipts and Expenditure (presented) 29.
Adjournment of Debate, verbal Motions: practice (re.

marks) 1369.
Bank Shareholders Lista (presented) 40, 77.
Canadian Electrie Light Co.'s B., on Ques. as to Petition

(Ans.) 547.

SPE&xna, The-Con.
Canadian Pacifie R.y. Ce.'s B., on objection to 2° (re-

marks) 784.
Commons, Rights and Privileges of, claimed in Sen , 3.
Controverted Elections, Judges' Reps. (read) 3, 4, 40,

187.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22, on Amt. to

A mt. (Mr. Houde) : ruled out of Order, no notice
having been given, 219; attention called to expira-
tion of time for consdn. of Private Bills, 313.

Ciminal Law Amt. B. 7, on consdn. of B. as rep.
from Com. as amended, 201.

Debate, Personal and Insulting allusions in, checked,
520.

Debates, Official Reps. of, on M. for copies containing
Dob. on N. P.: ruled out of Order as involving a
charge, 503.

Extract from Newspapers reflecting on Mcmbers:
rnled should be read by Clork at Table, 1170.

Fraud in relation to Public Contracts B. 5, on discharge
of Order and ref. to Sel. Cm. (remarks) 94.

General Eloctions and dofeatod ex-Ministers, irrelevant
matter, t24.

Incorrect Statement: ruled tlhat Ques. cannot be openod
again for discussion, 1369.

Interest, Rate of, B., M. to place on Order Paper for 20
in order, 957.

Inter-provincial Trade, on M. for Sel. Com.: attention
of l. drawn to notice of motion of names not having
been given, 115.

Intoxicating Liquors, on formation of Sel. Com., objec-
tions to serve on Com. by Mr. Blake and others:
ruled that Members, having declared against the
principle of the Res., are exempt from serving on
Com., 254.

Jacques Cartier Election, Judge's Rep., 4.
Joliette Election, Judge's Rep., 3.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election: Clerk of Crown in

Chancery in attendance with Returns (notification to
House) 52, Return altered, 827.

King's (N.B.) Election, Judge's Rep., 3.
King's (P.E.I.) Election, Judge's Rep., 40.
Library of Parliament, Rep. (presented) 4.
Member speaking twice allowed by courtesy of the

House, 949, 1120.
Messages from His Ex. (read) '28, 77, 98, 288, 999,

1207, 1363.
Misdemeanors B. 6, dropped, on M. to place on Order

Paper: ruled that no B. before the House can be
killed by Com., 332.

New Members, Return of (announcement) 3.
Newspaper Extracts, reading of, not in Order, unles M.

is to be made, 1169.
Northern Ry. Co.'s B., attention called to Amts. made

by Sel. Standing Com. on Rys. on Sen. B.: ruled, it
must be considered as having been amended in Com.
of W., 1098.,
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SPEAKER, The-Con.

Paragraph in Speech from the Throne relating to the
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors, on Res. to ref. to Sel.
Com., on Ques. of Order that no B. relating to trade
can be introduced except through Com. of W.: ruled,
Res. to ref. par. to Sel. Com., in Order, 235.

Personal and Insulting Allusions in deb. checked, 520.
Personal Explanation allowed if member has been mis-

quoted, 552.
Petition for Private B., on M. to read and receive:

ruled that Petitions from Foreigners seeking incor-
poration may be received, 138.

Proceedings of the House, altering King's County
(P.E.T.) Election Retuin (remarks) 827.

Prorogation, Communication from. Gov. Gen.'s Sec.
(read) 1391.

Queen's County (P. E. 1.) Election, Supreme Court
Jï gment (read) 81.

Qpestion of Order (Intoxicating Liquors B.) on Amt.
to Arpt. and main motion being similar: Precedents
qpoted, and Amt. to Amt. ruled in order, 176.

Questions of Privilege: Notice of add. deb. not appear-
ing on;Order Paper; practice (remarks) 102.

Rathbun, H. B., and Sons lncorp. B. 26 (explanation)
77.

Rouville Election, Judge's Rep., 187.
South Norfolk Election, Judges's Rop., 3.
Speech from the Throne (rep.) 3.
Speaker, Election as, 2.
St. Hyacinthe Election, Judge's iRep., 187.
St. Peter's Road (P.E.T.) Ry. Crossing, on Ques.: ruled

that no argument or opinion can be offered, nor fact
stated, 107.

Suspension of Rule 78, objection by Mr. Blak<e: ruled
that notice having been given it is within the power
of the louse to suspend Rule, 25q.

Tariff Deþate, latitude in, Member to usp his discretion,
551; permitted, 552.

Terrebonne Elpetion, ,Tudge's Rep., 3.
Throwing Pper in the louse, Members requested to

desist, 1086.
Unparliameutary Language (Communication with

P.E.I.) 71; (Bothwell Election and conduct of
County Judge) 519, 520; (Dom. Lands Acts Consoli-
dation B.) 948, 950; (Intoxicating Liquors B.) 1367.

Verchères EIeotion, Judge's Rep., 3.

SPRoULE, Mr. T. S., East Grey
Agricultural Implements, in-Com. on W. & M., 689.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sup., 842.
Books, on M. to conc. in Res. rep. from Com. on W. &

M., 740.
Carriers by Land R. 14 (Mr. M(cCarthy) in Com., 203.
Conolidted .ty. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sr Charles Tupper)

on M. for 20, 1297.

SPROULE, Mr. T. S.-Con.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.

.McCarthy) on M. for 2?, 144.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

.facdonald) in Com., 875-888; on Amt. (fr.
Charlton) to M. for 30, 947.

Fever contracted while in Camp, in Com. on Militia B.,
585; in Com. of Spp., 86.

Imnmigration *nd QuaraptiA, in Com. of Sup., 849.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1326, 1357.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Hastings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (&r. Curran) to M. for 20,
646.

Masters and Mates, Certifleates of, in Com. on Res. (Mr.
McLelan) 430.

Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Con., 585.
Militia, in Com. of Sup., 856.
Militia, Pay of Officers and Men, in Com. on Res. (Afr.

Caron) 724, 725.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1383.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 956.
Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange gepeal Act

Amt. B. 78 (Mr. Weldon) in Com., 427.
Regina as the Capital of the N.W., on M. for O.C., &c.,

279.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr. Ives)

21g.
SUPPLY-Arts, Agriculture, &c. (fealth Statistics) 842.

Immigration and Quarantine, 849.
Militia (Drill Instruction and Drill Pay, &é.) 856.
Miscellaneous (Refund of Duties to Merchants in

P.E.1.) 1388.
Ocean and River Service (Purchase of Life-boats,

&c.) 956.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1049, 1054.

Ways and Means-on the Budget, 468; in Com. on
Rest 2 (agricultural implements) 689; conc. (books)
740.

Weights and Measures and Gas, in Com. of Sup., 1049,
1054.

SUTHERLAND, Mr. H., Selkk
Agicultural Impi w1, in CM. on W. & M., 693.
Agricultural Implements, &c., imported into Man. (Ms.

for Stmnte.*) 52.
Brandon as a Customs Port of Eutry (Queq.) 166.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. 114 (Mr. Abbott) on M.

for 30 (Amt.) 889;. o M. to recom. 889,
Cotton ]D)cI, in Coma. on W. & , 65.
Dominion Lapds Acts Çonsoidltion B. 45 (&pn John

A. .Macdonald) on M. for Com., 86; in Cogn., 874-
881.

Lande South of Q.s.R,, wit4rswal from Rmestead
and Pree mption (M. for O.C., &c.*), 84.

~K~VtI1



tIMKx.
SUTEEILAND, Mr. .- Con.

Manitoba and Nòrth-Western Fire In. Oo. Ino>rps (B.
24, 1°*) 56.

Post Office, New, at Brandon (Ques.) 166.
Subsidies or Grants for lan. (M. for Cor., &c.*) 525.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 480; in Com. on

Res. 2 (cotton duck) 65; (agricultural implements)
683.

SUTrERL&ND, Mr. J., North Oxford
Intoxicating Liquors, Sak of, B. 132 (rit JoA A. Mac-

donald) 1361.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and

dyed cottons) 679.

TAssi, Mr. J., Ottawa Oity
Address, on the, 29.
French Rights and Privileges: remarks .on the Ad-

dress, 29.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 851.
Qainze Pier, Boom and Improvement Co. Incorp. (B.

66, 10*) 140; M. for Com., 941.
Repatriation of Canadiús (M. for Strnit.) 890.
Royal Society of Caniada InoI.g. (B. 37, 1 *) 89 ; 20

m., 262.
Subsidies to Rys., on Iprop. Be. (Sir (J/arles Tupper)

1273.
SUPPLY-Immigration, 854.

TArTto, Mr. G., South Leeds
Agricultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M., 683, 691
Animals, Cruelty to, Acts Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey)

in Com., 782.
Cottons, Printed and Dyed, in Com. on W. & M., 68L
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (ifr. Desjar-

dins) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 310.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donad) in Com., 1325, 1317, 1361.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) in Com., 586.
Walpole Island, Sale of Oak Timber on, on M. for Cor.,

1033.
Way8 and Means-on the Budget, 475; in Com. on

Reg. 2 (printed and dyed cottons) 681 ; (agricultu.
ral implements) 683, 691.

THOMPsoN, Mr. D., llaldimand
Annual Camps, on 3° of B. 31 (Ques.) 834.
Miitis Ats Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Cafon) in Com., 583.
Militia,,Pay Officers and Men, in Gom. onRes. (Mr.

Caron) 728, 725.
Paper thro*ing in the House-(Ques. of Order.) 1086.
Vetérans-of 1812-15, or Widows of, Pensions or Grant$

of zLand: to (as)657.

Tnait, H oni. Sir LUoNADÉa St. John, .B.
Adfa. Powder co. Tcerp. B. 40 (J. Tupper) in

Get.p292.
Adrnments (M.) 931.

TILLEY, Hon. Sir LEoNARD.--Co.

AgriSultural Implements, in Com. on W. & Mq 682.
Animals, Oruelty to, Acta Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Riddy) in

Coin., 782.
Auditor General's Rep. (presented) 35.
Bank Act Amt. (B. 46) Reas. 98; in Com., 99; P* 4f B.,

100; 2* in., 187, 189, 192; in Com., 282.
Books, on M. to conc. in Res. rep. frémi bi. d W. &

M., 732, 735.
Bobms, &c., in Navigable Waters Act linÀ (8. 144,

1°*),1384.

Canada Central Subsidy, in Com. of Sup, 998.
Canadian Consolidated Five per cent. Lban (B. 21)

prop., Res., 39;_in Com., 53; 1°¥ of B., 54; 2ç 'M., 81;
30 m. 102.*

Canadian Pacitie Ry., Rop. in account with Govt. (pre-
sented) 66.

Canadian Tobacco Regulations (Ans.) 41.
Cereals, Duties and Imports, on M. for Stmnt., 776.
Charges of Management, in Com. of Sup., 748.
Civil Government, in Com. of Sup., 743, 746 750-752,

1235; conc., 1114.
Civil Service Superannuation Acts Consolidation (B. 91,

1°*) 283; prop. Res., 791 ; in Com., 792 ; conc. in,
860; 2° of B. m., 1227, 1231 ; in Com., 1234.

Commercial Treaties, on M. for Ret., 76.
Concurrence-Post Office and Finance Depts. (Con-

tingencies) 1114; Library (Salaries, &c.)1114,; Print-
ing, &c., the Laws, 1114; Canada Gazette, 1120 ; Un.
provided Items, 1280.

Cordage, in Com. on W. & M., 667-67V.
Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 663-666.
Ciédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

in Com., 162.
Departmental Reps., Compilation of, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 300.
Dominion Lands, in Com. of Sup., 1380.
Diress or Costume Cloths, in Com. on W. & M., 682.
Elm Logs, Export Duty on (Ans.) 889.
Estimates, The, 1883-84; Mess. from His Ex., 288;

ref. to Com. of Sup., 288; Suppl. Est., 1882-83,
Meks., 999; Suppl., 1883-84, Mess., 1207; Further
Suppi., 1883-84, Mess., 1363.

Factories, Offences against Persons employed in (B.
117, 1°) 827; wthdn., 1386.

Factory Commission, in Com. of Sap., 1197.
Fisher, Judge, 'Services of the late (explanation)

1387.
Governmont Business (Mf. to take in Thursdays) 412.
Gulf of St. Lawrence Telegraph (Ans.) 88.
Hemlock Bark, Duties on (Ans.) 78.
llemlock Bark, Export Dd:ty on (Ans.) 105.
Inland Revenue Acte Consolidation, in Coni. én OEs.

(Mr. Costigan) 790.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) i Oom., 1341; on Amts, to recom. (Mr.
pattern, Baex) 1873, 137

xxxii



xi INÏDEX.
TILLÎr, Hon. Sir LEoNARD.-Con.

Iron, and Manufactures of, in Com. on W. & M., 672.
Jellies and Jams, in Com. on W. & M., 692.
Land Improvement Fund, on M. for Ret., 39.
Land Plaster, Duty on (Ans.) 376.
Legislation, in Com. of Sup., 764, 765, 835; conc., 1111.
Lévis Graving Dack (B. 129, Res. and 10*) 1213.
Liquor Certificates granted by Physicians, on M. for

Rot., 777.
Loan, Five per cent. Canadian Consolidated (B. 21,)

prop. Res., 39; in Com., 53; 1°* of B., 54; 2° m., 81;
30 m., 102.

Lord's Day, Observance of (Ans.) 767.
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup., 952, 953.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, in Com. on Res.

(Mr. McLelan) 430.
Merchants Bank vs. Regina, Refund to, in Com. of Sup.,

1379.
Milling Wheat in Bond (Ans.) 56.
Miscellaneous, in Com. of Sup., 1038,1379,1381 ; conc.,

1120.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 953.
Pig Iron, Bounty on (B. 131,) prop. Res. 693; in Com.,

710-716; conc. in, 743; 1°* of B., 1226.
Premiums of Insurance, on M. for Stmnt., 1030.
Printed and Dyod Cottons, in Com. on W. & M., 675.
Promissory Notes and Bills of Exchange Repeal Act

Amt. B. 78 (Ar. Weldon) in Com., 427,
Public Accounts (presented) 35.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 1381.
Quebec Harbor Commissioners Act Amt. (B. 130) Res.,

1213; 1°*, of B., 1214.
Queddy River Driving and Boom Co., on M. to receive

Petition, 187.
Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 998.
Reciprocal Trade with Brazil, &c., on K. for Cor., 773.
Refund of Duties paid by Merchants in P. E. I., in Com.

of Su p., 1381.
Ship Channel between Montreal and Quebec (B. 142,)

prop. Res., 1316; M. for Com., 1336; in Com. and
1°* of B., 1338.

Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (Mr. Ives)
209; (Ans.) 1025.

Standing Orders Com., on prop M. (Mr. Beaty) for
Mess. to Sen. (M. to adj. deb.) 292.

St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. (B. 138) prop.
Res., 1199; M. for Com., 1333, 1°* of B., 1335;
30 m., 1363.

Superanntiation Fund, on M. for Rot., 301.
Supply (B. 128, 1°*) 1388; 2°, 1391.
SUPPLY-Res. for Com., 28. Administration of Justice

(Widow of Judge Fisher) 1236.
Charqes of Management, 743.
ivil Government (Gov. General's Secrotary's Office)
743, suppl., 135; (Privy Couneil 0ee) '743;

TILLr, Hon. Sir IEONARD.-COm.

SUPPLY-Con.
(Auditor General's Office) 746; (Finance and Trea-
sury Board) 746, suppl., 1235; (Departmental Con-
tingencies) 750; (Contingent Expenses, Hligh Com-
missioner) 751, suppl., 1177; (Post Office and
Finance Depts., Contingencies) 752, cone., 1114;
(Secretary of State) 1235; (Railways and Canals)
1235.

Dominion Lands-ncome (Land Guidcs) 1380.
Legislation (Publishing Debates) 764; (Grant to

Library) 765; (Salaries, &c., Library) 835, conc.,
1114; (Printing &c., the Laws) 835, conc., 1114.

Mail Subsidies (Magdalen Islands) 952; (West
Indies and Brazil) 852; (France and Quebec) 952;
(Liverpool and St. John, N.B.) 952; (Cape Canso
and Port Hood) 952; (P'E.I. and Great Britain)
953; (Halifax to Murray Harbor and Charlotte-
town) 953; (Canada and Antwerp) 953; (Canada
and Germany) 953.

.Miscellaneous (Canada Gazette) 1038, conc., 1120;
(Miscellaneous Printing) 1038; (Refund to Mer.
chants Bank) 1379; (Costs of litigated matters)
1381; (Refund of Duties Paid by Merchants in
P.E.I.) (1381; (Governor General's Expenses
to B.C.) 1191; (Factory Commission) 1197.

Ocean and River Service (Sir James Douglas) 953;
(Hamilton and Point Levis) Ans., 953.

Public Works-lncome: Harbors and Rivers (N.B.)
1381.

Railway and Canals-Capital (Canada Central Sub-
sidy) 998.

Tariff of Duties of Customs Act Ant. (B. 119, 10*) 1251.
Tarift-reply to Mr. Mackenzie, 600.
Tobacco and Snuff, in Com. on W. & M., 673.
Ways and Means-Res. for Com., 28; Budget Speech,

332. [For Debate, see WAYs AND MEANs]; in COm.
on Res. 1 (Free List) 629; in Com. on Res. 2 (acetic
acid) 661, (sulphurie acid, &c.) 662, (playing cards)
662, (printed music) 662, (braces or suspenders) 662,
(carriages) 662, (railway cars, &c.) 662, (children's
carriages) 663, (cotton duck) 663-666, (cordage)
667, 670, (glazed and unglazed pipes) 671, (fruits,
dried) 671, (show cases) 671, (furniture, &c.) 671,
(iron, and manufactures of) 672, (leather) 672,
(marble) 672, (carbolic and heavy oil) 672, (lubricat-
ing oils) 673, (paper hangings, &c.) 673, (union collar
paper cloth) 673, (spices) 673, (tobacco and enuff)
673, (spirits of turpentine) 674, (vegetables) 674,
(vinegar) 674, (wools and woollens) 674, (printed
and died cottons) 675, (dreus or costume cloths) 682
(agricultural implements) 682, (coal dust) 692, (india
rubber clothing) 692, (jellies and jams) 692, (pumps,
iron, &c.) 692, (steel) 692; on conc. (books) 732,
735. Res. conc. in, 741; RoS. ren. from Com., 1388;
see Supply Bill.



INDITX.
TJLLEY, Hon. Sir LEoNAu>-Com.

Wools and Woollens, in Com. on W. & M., 674.

Taow, Mr. J., South Perth
Dominion Lands Acte Consolidation B. 45 (&r John

A. Macdonald) in Com., 874, 877, 881.
Irish Immigration (Ques.) 547.
Negotiations with B.C. in re Dry Dock and Island

Ry., on explanations (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1394.
Prorogation, Congratulations, &c. (remarks) 1397.
SurnLY-Collection of Revenues: Maintenance and Re-

pairs (Telegraph Lines, Man. and N.W.T.) 1079.
Legislation (Sessional Indemnity, Mr. Houde) 1380.
Mtlitia (Drill Pay) 857 ; (Royal Military College)

858.
Public Works--Income: Buildings (Que.) 1182.

Turppa, Mr. C. H., Pictou
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. (B. 40, 1°*) 89; in Com.,

262, 372; 3° m., 372, 422; on Amt. (Mr. Amyot)
425.

Address, The (moved) 5.
Bank of N.S. and Union Bank of P.E.I. Amalg. (B. 10

1°*) 38.

Chineso Immigration ,into B.C., on prop. Res. (Mr.
'Shakespeare) 330.

Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 146.

Misdemeanors, Persons charged with, competent as
Witnesses B. 6. (Mr. Clameron, Huron) on M. for
Com., 319.

Regina as the Capital of the N.W., on M. for O.C., &c.,
275.

Turpm, Ion. Sir CaAntas, Cumberland
Administration of Justice, in Com. of Sup., 1132.
Acadia Powder Co. Incorp. B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on M.

to adj. deb., 498.
Bonus, Town of Pembroke, in Com. of Sup., 1065.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge, on M.

((Mr. Hawkins) for Sp. Com. (Ques. of Order) 520.
Bridge over Red River, in Com. of Sup., 1158.
Campbellton and' Gaspé Steam Service, on M. for

Cor., 504.-
Canada and Spain, Trade Relations between, Instruc-

tions to Sir A. T. Galt, on M. for Rot., 547.
Canada Central Subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 998.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. 114 (Mr. Abbott) on M.

for 20, 783.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Contracts (copies presented) 116.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., in 0om. of Sup., 998, 999, 1137,

1141-1149; cone., 1218, 1219.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., Location and Lands, on .for

Maps, 76, 87.
Canadian Pacifle Ry. Monopoly, on M. for Rot., 113.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., North of Lake Superior and East

af Current River (Ans.) 502.

TupPa, Hon. Sir CHAuLes-Cmo.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., on M. for Com. of dupply

(AnInumal Statement) 957.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Rep. as to route, progrs, &o.

(presented) 66; (remarks) 67, 77, 80, 81.
Cape Traverse Ry. (Ans.) 66; in Com. of Sup., 1064.
Charges on Revenue, in Com. of Sup., 1160, 1169; cone.,

1222.
Civil Government, in Com of Sap., 751, 1235.
Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1073, 1076,

1077, 1245.
Comparative Local Freight Rates, Table of, 968.
Court of Ry. Commissioners for Can. B. 3 (Jb.

cCarthy) on M. fbr 2°, 142.
Concurrence-Health Statisties, 1115; Lighthouses and

Fog Alarms, 1117; Intercolonial Ry. (St. Charles
Branch and Ferry) 1121; Adulteration of Food,
1125; Claim of James Dick, 1218; Contract 15
(Joseph Whitehead) 1219; Heney, Stewart & Co.
Award, 1221; Refund to Mr. .Ketchum, 1220;
Canals (Capital) 1317; Trent Valley Nav., 1128.

Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 32 (Mr. Biopel) on M.
for 2°, 125.

Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. (B. 127, 1°) 1084; 2° m.,
1209, 129d, 1294, 1296; in Com., 1297-1802, 1305
-1309; 3° m., 1317.

Contract 15, and Joseph Whitehead, on Ques. of Priv.
(Mr. Mackintosh) 1283.

Dartmouth Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1380.
Dick, James, Claim of, in Com. of Sup., 1131, cono.

1218.
Duckett, Mrs. Edward, in Com. of Sup,, 1134.
Dunn and Page, Messrs., Compensation to, in Com. of

Sap., 1160.
Edmunston and Rivière du Loup Ry. (Ans.) 41.
Elgin Station Depot (Ans.) 40.
Ferry Boat at Terminus ofNorth Shore Ry. (Ans.) 35,
Georgian Bay Branch (C.P.R.) in Com. of Sup., 1137.
Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'s Returne (Ans.) 204.
Halifax Extension (Intercol. Ry.) in Com. of Sup., 1061,

1150.
Hébert, H., case of (Ans.) 78.
Heney, Stewart & Co. Award, in Com. of Snp., 1158

cone., 1221.
Intercolonial Ry., Coast and Island Communication

with (Ans.) 81.
Intercolonial Ry. Commission, Claims settled by, on M.

for Rt., 134;. in Com. of Sup., 1150.
Intercolonial Ry. Freight Rarnings per ton per mile,

(Ans.) 1121.
Intercolonial By., in Com. of Sup., 1060, 1061, 1063,

1064, 1073, 1077, 1150,1154, 1156-1158, 1244, 1245,
1380, con., 1120, 1121.

Introlonial Ry. O£e in Quebec (Ans.) 376.

xi



INDEX.

TuPmER, Hon. Sir CHARLE-Con.1
Intercolonial Ry., Purchase and Nature of Rolling

Stock, on M. for Rot., 380.
Ketchumi, Mr, Refund to, in Com. of Sup., 1154; conc.,

1220.-
KEingsten and PembrokeRy. Go.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B.

36 (11r. Gumn) in Com., 312.
Lieutenant Governors, Occupations of, in Com. of Sap.

1248.
Maekenzie, Judge, Widow of, in Com. of Sap., 1132.
Manu, Mr., Claim of, in Com. of Sup., 1157.
Maste-s and Mates, Oertifmates of, B. 89 (Air. Mc Lelan)

in Com., 708.
McInnis, Mrs. A. A., Compensation to, in Corm. of Sup.,

1160; conc., 1222..
Miséellanoeus, in Comn. of Sup., 1379.
Morin, ~Lucien, Official Arbitrators Award to (Ans.)

220.
Murray Canal and Presqu' Isle and Weller's Bay Har.

bors, on M. for Ret., 204.
Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 93 (1wr. White, Cardwell) on M.

for 2°, 75.
North Shore Ry., Ferry Boats at Terminus of (Ans.) 35.
Passenger Accommqdation at "-The Crossing," Inter-

colonial Ry. (Ans.) 376.
Pelletier and others, Claims of (Ans.) 1025.
Peniten vies, in Gie. of Sup., 757.
Pensions, in 0om. of Supý, 1134.

ig Tron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (Sir Leonard
Tiley) 114.

Point des Cascades and Lake St. Francis Canal (Ans.)
266.

Prince Arthur's Landing and Rat Portage, Ry. between
(Ans.) 1025.

Prince Arthur's Landing to Red River (C.P.R.) in Com.
of Sup., 998.

Prince Edward Island and Mainland Mail Service,
oM. for Com. of ßup, (remarks) 1376.

Prince EdWard Island Ry., in Co . cf Sup., 1076.

Pullman Car Charges on Interpolonial Ry. (Ans.) 1122
Public Worke, in Com. of Sup., 1243.

Railways and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 998, 999, 1060
1061, 1063-1065, 1068, 1070-1073, 1137, 1141-
1150, 1154, 1156-1160, 1380; conc., 1121, 1218-

1221, 1245j 1317.
Railways and Canals Rep. (presented) 77.
Bilway Ferry Boats.(Ans.) 376.
Railway Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1065.
Zeeeiver General and Min. of Pub. Works Act Amt.

(B. 94, 10) 298.
Rivière du Loup Branch, in Com. of Sup., 1157.
Rolling Stock transferred by Pbrcel & Co., in Com. of

Sup., 1149.
Schreiber, Mr., Allowance to, in Com. of Sup., 1158.
Senators and Local Blections, in Com of Sup., 759.

TUPPER, Hon. Sir CHARLFS-Con.

Shanly, Frank, Widow of, in Com. of Sup., 1379.
Shorthand Writers, on M. to employ for Sel. Conm., 129.
Speaker of Senate's Picture, in Com. of Sup., 759.
Statistical Account of Railways (Ans.) 80.
St. Charles Branch and Ferry, in Com. of Sup., 1063,

1244; conc., 1121.
St. Peter's Road (P.E.I.) Ry..Crossing (objection to

Ques) 107; (Ans.) 126.
Steam Com. between P.E.I. and Mainland, on M. for

Sel. Comn., 71.
Subsidies to Rys. (B. 137) prop. Res., 1252, 1260 1275;

in Coni., 1284-1290; conc. in, 1317; 1°* of B.,
1317; in Com., 1331.

Summerside Ry. Station (Ans.) 84.
Swing Bridge at Valleyfield, in Con. of Sup., 1072.
SUPPLY-Administration of Justice (Widow of Judge

Mackenzie) 1132.
Canas-Capital: Lachine, 1068 ; Cornwall, 1070,

(Enlargement) 1159 ; Williamsburg. (Entrance
and Lock Rapide Plat Çanal) J070, (Lands-taken
for Construction of Rapide Plat Canal, Compensa-
tion to Owners) 1159, Galops Canal, 1245; St.
Lawrence River and Canals, 1070; Murray, 1071;
Welland, 1071, (Compensation to Messrs. Dunn
and Page) 1160; Trent River Nav. (Locks, &c.,
between Lakefield and Balsam Lake) 1071; Ste.
Anne, 1071; Carillon (Canal, Dam and Blide)
1071; Grenville, 1072, (Heney, Stewart & Co.
Award) 1158, conc., 1221 ; Tay (Construction of
Works) 1072; Culbute, 1159, suppl., 125; St.
Peter's, 1245. Income: Beauharnois (Swing Bridge
at Valleyfield) 1072; Welland (Cleaning out
Ditches) 1072; (Purchase of Steam Pump) 1190 ;
Burlington (Removal of Pier) 1072; Trent valley
(Survey of Nav.) 1072, conc., 1123 ; Chambly
(Raising Bank, &c.) 1073; Rideau (Tol House for
Collector) 1073.

Charges on Revenue: P.E.T. Ry. (Compensation to
Mrs. A. A. McInnis) 1160, conc., 1222; Canals,
1169.

Civil Government (Departmental Contingencies) 751 i
(Railways and Canals) 1235.

Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working Ex-
penses (Intercolonial Ry.) 107g; (P.E.I. Ry.)
1076; (Windsor Branch Ry.) 107ù; (Canais) 1077,
suppl., 1245.

Miscellaneous (Widow of Frank Shanley) 1379.
Penitentiaries (B.C.) 757.
Pensiens (frs. Edward Duckett) 1134.
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Man.) 1243.
Railways-Capital: C.P.R. (Canada Central Subsidy)

998; (Prince Arthur's Landing to Red River) 998;
(B.C.) 998; (Georgian Bay Branch) 1137; (West
of Red River) 1137; (Dawson Route, Claim of
James Dick) 1137, cone., 12t8; Contract 15, and

r. i



INDEX. xII .
TurPEa, Hon Sir CHARLE-Con.

SurPPL.Y-Con.
Joseph Whitehead) 1141-1149, conc., 1219
(Rolling Stock, transferred by Purcell & Co.)
1149; Station Accommodation) 999; (Canadian
Pacifie Subsidy) 999. Intercolonial Ry. ([ncreased
Accommodation at St. John) 1060, suppl., 1150;
(Halifax Extension) 1061, suppl., 1150; (Rolling
Stock) 1061 ; (St. Charles Branch and Ferry)
1063, conc., 1121, suppl., 1244; (Construction
Account, old, Commission, &c.) 1150; (Refund to
Mr. Hetchum) 1154, conc., 1220; (Land and other
claims) 1156; (Claim of C. H. Mann) 1157; (Mr.
Walsh, damage to property) 1158; (Legal Ex.
penses in re Western Counties By.) 1157; (Rivière
du Loup Branch) 1157 ; (Dartmouth Branch)
1380. Cape Traverse Ry. (P.E.T.) 1064. General
(Surveys and Inspections) 1064; (Subsidy, Bridge
over Red River) 1158; (Allowance to Mr. Schrei-
ber) 1158; (Railway Statistics) 1065; (Town of
Pembroke Bonus) 1065*.

Walsh, Mr., Damage to Property, in Com. of Sup., 1158.
Western Counties Ry., &c., Legal Expenses, in Com. of

Sup., 1157.
Whitehead, J, epb, %otmet 15 Account, in Com. of

Sup., 1141-1149, cone., 1219.
Windsor Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1076.

TrawMTT, Mr. R., South Simcoe
Debates, Oficial Reps. of, on omission (remarks) 694.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Bastings) on Amt. 6 m.h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
2°, 643.

VAIL, Hon. W. B., Digby
Concurrence-Intercolonial Ry. (St. Charles Branch

and Ferry) 1122.
Cuastoms Acts Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in

Com., 591.
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 1006, 1007.
Digby Pier Wharfage Dues Collected (h. for Stmnt.*)

525.
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1021..
Fisheries, in Com. of Sup., 1016, 1188.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John À. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1322; on Amt. to recom. (Mr.
Blake) 1369, 1370.

Lighthouse and Coast Service, in Com. of Sup., 1191.
Masten and Mates, Certificates, of B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 429 ; in Com. on B., 708.
Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 29,

530; in Com., 544-516, 584; on Amt. (Mfr.
Ross, Middlesex) to M. for 30, 834.

Militia, in Com. of Sup., 853, 854, 857, 858, 860.
Militia, Pay of Officers and Men, in Com. on Res.

((Mr. Caron) 724.
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 1134.

VAL, lon. W. B.-Con.
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 1079, 1083.
Publie Works, in Com. of Sup., 909, 911, 913, 914

923, 1245.
Pullman Car Charges on Intercolonial Ry. (Ques.)1122.
Quebec Harbor Commissioner3 Act. Amt. B. 130 (Sir

Leonard Tilley) in Con. on Res., 1214.
Subsidies to Rys. B. 137 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Con.

on Res., 1285, 1287; in Com. on B., 1332.
SUPPLY-OUstoms (Salaries, &c.) 1006, 1007.

Excise (Salaries, &c.) 1021.
Fisheries (Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens)

1016; (Services in connection with Bounty) 1188.
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Cape Race Lighthouse

Dues) 1191.
Pensions (Mrs. Ed. Duckett) 1134.
Post O§ice (Mail Service, &c.) 1079, 1083.
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, addi.

tional) 909. Income : Buildings (Que.) ,11;
(Generally) 913; (Repairs, &c.) 914. Harbors
and Rivers (N.S.) 923, suppl., 1245.

Militia (Military Branch and District Staff Salaries)
853; (Ammunition, &c.) 853, 854; (Drill Pay)
857; (Drill Sheds) E58; ("A." and "B" Bat.
teries) 860; (Artillerymen at Shoeburyness) 860.

Weights and Measure and Gas, 1047, 1050, 1056.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 494; in Com. on

Bes. 2 (cordage) 669; (leather) 672.
Weights and Measures and Gs, in Gom., of Sup.,1047,

1050, 1056.
Westport (N.S.) Pier (Ques.) 376.

VALIN, Mr. P. V., Montorency
Customs Acts Consolidation B. 35 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

695, 696.
Ex-Lieutenant Governor of Manitoba, Occupation of, in

Com. of Sup., 1243.
Hudson's Bay Winter Navigation (remarks) 1137.
Immigration and Naturalization of Gormans, on M. for

Cor., 97.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Bea. (&tr Leonard

Tilley) 718.
Public Contracts, Fraud in relation to, B. 5 (Air. Cas

grain) on Amt. (Mr. Ross, Miiddlemxe) 303, 306.
Spruce Logs, Export Duty on, on prop. Res. (&fr. lues)

212.
SuPPLY-Public Works-lncome; Buildings (en.)

1243.
Tobacco, Seizure of, from brig Adelme (K. for Ret* 382.
Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (cotton duck)664;

(cordage) 668.

VANASSE, Mr. F., Yamaska
National Policy, Translation of Rep. of Sol. Com. on

(Ques.) 89; (M. for Âppendix to Rep.*) 116.

1



N INE X.
VAwAss,XMr. F.-Con.

Provincial Governments' Claims against Dom. for Admi-
nistration ofjuitice, &c. (M. for copies of Cor.) 266.

Railway Subsidies, Applications, &c., for (M. for Stmnt.)
301.

WALLACE, Mr. N. C., West York
Cottons, printed and dyed, in Com. on W. M., 679.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 880.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132.(Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1347.
loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

MHstings) on Amat. (Mr. Coursol) to M. to fix day for
20, 255; on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
2°, 639.

Stewart, John, Volunteer of 1837-38 (f1. for copies of
Cor.) 266.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res. 2 (printed and dyed
cottons) 679.

WÂTAs, Mr. R., Marguette
Agricultural Implements, in Com. on W. & M., 691.
Animals, Cruelty to, Aots Amt. B. 25 (Mr. Richey) on

M. for 20, 229.
Arts, Agriculture, &c., in Com. of Sap., 845,
Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 666.
Dominion Lands Acte Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on M. for Com., 869; in Co.874-
888, 935, 936.

Glendon, Steamer to replace the (M. for Ret.*) 106.
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1106, 1108,
Immigration, in Com. of Sap., 852.
Lumber, Importation of, into Man., on M. for Ret., 95.
Portage La Prairie as a Customs Out-port (Ques.) 166.
Public Works, in Com. of Sup., 928-930.
Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co. (M. for Ret.) 85.
SUPPLY-.Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Agricultural, &c.,

Statistics, Man.) 845.
Immigration, 852.
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1106, 1108.
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Man.)

928; Dredging, 929; Roads and Bridges, 930;
Telegraphe, 930.

Tarj-on M. (Bir Leonard Tilley) for Com. on W. &
M., 627.

Ways and Means-in Coma. on Res. 2 (cotton duck)
666; (agricultural implements) 691.

Wat.oN, Mr, C. W., St John, N. B., Cty and County
" A'" and "B " Batteries, Vacant Commissions in

(Ques.) 204.
Acadia Power Co. Incorp.-B. 40 (Mr. Tupper) on M.

for Com., 262; on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 500
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Oiarlton) in

Comn., 313,

WELDON, Mfr. C. W.-Oon.

Booms, &c., in Navigable Waters B. 96 (Sir Hmector
Langevin) on M. for 20, 786; in Com., 789.

Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCOarthy) in Com., 203,
315.

Collection of Revenues, in Com. of Sup., 1074, 1075.
Concurrence-Refund to Mr. Ketchuin, 1220.
Cordage, in Com. on W. & M., 667,668.
Cotton Duck, in Com. on W. & M., 666.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins)

on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 216.

Fisheries Act Amt. B. 101 (3fr. McLelan) in Com.,
1200,1203,1204.

Fisheries, in Com of Sup., 1189.
Fishery Inspector for N. B. and Dept. (M. for Ret.*)

660.
Fishing Leases and Licenses in N.B. (M. for Ret.) 287;

in Com. on B. 101 (-Mr. McLelan) 1200, 1204.
Intercolonial Ry. Casualties, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 129.
Intercolonial Ry. Depot (St. John, N.B.) Tenders for,

&c. (M. for Ret.*) 106.
Ketchum, Mr., Refand to, in Com. of Sup.,1154 ; cone.,

1220.
King's and Albert County Courts (M. for Ret.*) 106.
King's County (P.E.I.) Election, on Amt. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv. and Elec., 159;

on M. (Mr. Blanchet) to conc. in Rep. of Com. on

Priv. and Elec., 796; (Amt.) 800; on Amt. to Amt.

(Mr. Cameron, -uron) 823.
Mail Subsidies, in Com. of Sup., 952.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. 89 (Mr. McLelan)

in Com. on Res., 429; on M. for 20 of B., 702; in
Com.. 708.

Mill and Pond Streets, Damages for lands expropriated
in, for Intercol. Ry. (M. for Ret.*) 106.

Miscellaneous, in Com of Sup., 1194, 1197.
Naturalization Act of Canada (Ques.) 104.
New Brunswick Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 57, 1*) 129.
New Brunswick Subsidy, Moneys advanced to Govt. of

N.B. (M. for Ret.*) 659.
Ocean and River Service, in Com. of Sup., 953.
Port Lorne Breakwater (M. for Ret.*) 106.
Procedure in Criminal Cases Acts Amt. (B. 83, 10*)

204; 2° m., 322.

Promissory Notes and Bills of Erchange Repeal Act

Aint. (B, 78, 1°) 150; 20 and ref. to Sel. Com., 315i

in Com., 427.
Public Works, in Com. of SUp., 925.
Quaco (N.B.) Lighthouse, Building of (M. for Bet.*)

106.
Railways and Canals, in Comn. of Sap., 1060,1154,1156;

conc., 1220.
Riparian Rights, in Com. on B. 101 (Afr. MefCani)

1200.
Royal Military College Grdutos (IL for Btt. 1889



INDBX.
WEanoz, Mr. C. W..-CM.

Salmon Fishing.Licenses, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 129.
SUPPLY-Collection of Revenues: Repairs and Working

Expenses (Intercolonial Ry.) 1074, 1075.
Fisheries (Services in connection with.Bounty) 1189.
Mail Subsidies (Liverpool and St. John, N.B.) 952.
Miscellaneous (Phair us. Venning, Costs and Legal

Bxpenses) 1194; (Robertson vs. The Queen) 1197.
Ocean and River Bervice (Glendon and Fox Round) 953.

(Purchase of Life-Boats, &c.) 954.
Post Office (Mail Service, &c.) 1083.
Public Works-Income: H arbors and Rivers (N.B.)

925.
Railways-Capital : Intercolonial (Increased Accom-

modation at St. John) 1060; (Refund to Mr. Ket.
chumý 1154; cono., 1220; (Land and other Claims)
1156.

Ways and Means-in Com. on Res.2 (cotton duck) 666;
(cordage) 667, 668.

WVELLs, Mr. R M., East Bruce
Naturalization of Aliens (B. 60, 1) 129.
Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s Act Ant. (B. 27, 1°*) 67.

WaIRLEM, Mr. G., West Ontario
Land Plaster, Duty on (Ques.) 376.
Mihling Wheat in Bond (Ques.) 56.
Newspapers, Free Delivery of (Ques.) 890.
Salt Duties (M. for copies of Cor., Petitions, &o.*) 232.

Wwrr, Mr. J., East Eastings
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Deajardins)

on Amt. 6 mi. h. (Mr. Auger) 217, 312.
Debl'e , O"icial Reps. of, on omission (remarks) 694.
Increasod Ilidemnity, on Ques. of Priv. (remarks)

1060.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. (B.87, 1°*) 254 ; M.

to fix day for 2°, 254; order for 2° allowed to stand,
501; M. for 2°, 632,656.

Rathbun, H. B., and Sons Incorp. (B. 26, 1°*) 67; M.
for 20, 77.

WetrT, Mr. P., North Renfrew
Booms, &c., in Navigable Waters B. 96 (Bir Hector

Langevin), in Com., 935.
Canada Central Ry. and Town of Pembroke Bonus, on

M. for copies of Petitions, &c., 230.·
Carriers by Land B. 14 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com., 203.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 20, 1295; in Com., 1298, 1300.
Court of Ry. Commisioners for Can. B. 3 (Ar,

McCathy) on M. for Com., 567.
Insolvent, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M.

for 20, 120.

Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt.
B. 36 (Mr. Gunn) in Com., 372.

I*umber, Importation of, into Man, on M. for Ret., 96.
Promissory Notes, &c., Repeal of D)uty Act Amt. B. 78

(fr. Weldon)in.Com, 428.

WaE, Mr. P.-Oa.
Quinze Pier, Boom and Improvement Co. bieorp. B.

66 (1fr. Tass) on M. for Com., 941.
Railway Act, Consolidated (1879) Amat. (B. 69, 1°)

140; 2° m., 287.,
Subsidies to Rys., in Com< on Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1291.
SuPPLy-Eaihways-apital: General (Town of Pem-

broke Bonus) 1066, 1068.
Timber and Lumber ToIls and Dues B. 126 (Mr. Coati-

gan) in Com., 1208.

WmTr, Mr. T., Cardoell
Accommodation in the Buildings (remarks) 784.
Adultery, Seduction, &c., B. 13 (Mr. Charlton) on M. to

recom. (M. to adj. deb.) 286.
Canadian Pacifie Ry.o.'s B. 111 (Mr. Abbott) in Com.,

889.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., Duty paid on Articles Imported

by Co. (M. for Stmnt.*) 659.
Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. 127 (Sir Charlès Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 1213; on 20, 1297; in Com., 1803.
Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Dejardins)

on Aint. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 370.
Customs Acta Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. BoweU)in Com.,

698.
Debates, Official Reports of: First Rep. of Com , (pre-

sented) 98; M. to conc. in, 204; French Reportipg
Staff (remarks) 415; Second Rep., 497 ; Third Rep.,
593; on omission (remarks) 694; Fourth Rep., 860;
Fifth Rep., 930; M. to conc. in Fourth and Fifth
Reps., 1134; Sixth Rep., 1310.

Exchange of Public Documents (remarks) 784.
Grange Trust (limited) Incorp. (B. 44, 1°*) 98; M. fbr

Com., 701.
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 854.
Increased Indemnity, on Ques. of Priv. (renmarks) 1059.
Insolvents, Discharge of Past, B. 35 (Mr. Beaty) on M,

for 2°, 119.
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com., 1344, 1358; on Amt. (Mr. Blake)
1367; on M. for 30 (Amt. to recom.) carried (Y. 88,
N. 63) 1372; on printing extra copies (remarks)
1396.

King's County (P.B.I.) Election, on Amt, to Amt. (Jr,
Mackenzie) 181.

Library of Parliament (M. to conc. in First Rep.) 897.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

MRatings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Ourran) to M. for 2°,
637.

Meharg and Cooney, Provision for Widows of (Que$.)
126.

Northern Ry. Co.'s (B. 93, 1°*) 283; 2° m.,375; (re.
marks) 803.

Pembina Branch, gravel claim, on M. for copies of Cor.,
902.

Public Contracts, F'raud in relation to, B. (Mr. Cas-
grain) on Amt (»r. lasa, iddlessx) 30d,



I N DBI.
WIT, Mr. T.-Con.

Portage, Westbourne and North-Western Ry. Co. Incorp.
Act Amt. (B. 58, 1°*) 129.

Railway Trafflc on the Lord's Day, on M. for Ret., 901.
Stationery furnished to Members (remarks) 1251.
SuPLY-Immigration, 854.
Tariff Alterations, on M. for Ret., 553.
United -States, Reciprocity with, on M. for Cor., 269.
Waya and Means-on the Budget, 357; cone. (books)

'738.

WIGL, Mr. L., Bouth Essex

Ways and Means-on the Budget, 460.

WILLIAMS, Mr. A, T. H., East Durham
Building Societies, Permanent, Act Amt. (B. 17, 1°) 40;

2° m., 124.

Militia Acts Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Caron) on M. for 20, 539;
in Com., 587.

Saskatchewan, University of, Incorp. (B. 18, 1°*) 52;
M. for Com., 244; conadn. of B. ,m., 261.

Wmso; Mr. J. H., East Elgin
Drill Shed at St. Thomas, removal of (M. for Ret.) 132.
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. 115 (Mr. Costi-

gan) in Com., 918, 920.
Prisoners, Cost of Conveyance of (M. for Stint.) 133.
SUPPLY-Osstoms (Salaries, Ac.) 1001.

Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 911.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1048.

WoOD, Mr. J. F., Brockville
Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) in Com., 1344.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. White,

Eastings) on Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Curran) to M. for
20 640.

Wife Beating, Punishinent for (Criminal Law Amt. B.
81, 10*) 161.

WOOD $Mr. .. , Westrroreland
Address The (sec.) 10.
zooms, &C., in eavigable Waters B. 96 (Sir Hector

Langevin) in Com., 789.
Ways and Means-on the Budget, 466.

WOODWOaRT, Mr. D. B., eing's, .N.&
Amos. Rowe and the Govt., relations between (M. for

Cor.) 1028, 1030.
Custems Acts Consolidation B. 34 (Mr. Bowell) in

Coin, 697.
Intozicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on Amt. (Mr. Blake) 1369.
Ring's County (P.E.T.) Electiòn, oh Amt. to Amt. (Mr.

Mackenzie) 176.
Loyal Orange Association Incorp. B. 87 (Mr. Whitc,

Hastings) on Amnt. 6 m. h. (r. Curran) to M. for
20, 651.

Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (8fr Leonard
Tilley) 719.

Public Works, in Com. of Sup.) 1246.
Salaries of Judges B.1Ï94 (Si John A. Agacdonald)

in Com. on Res., 1315.
Subsidies to Rys., in Com. on Re, (Sir Charles Tupper)

1286.
SUPPLY-Public Works-Income Harbors aud Rivers

(N.8.) 1246.
Weights and Measures and Gas, 1052,1054.

Weights and Measures and Gau, in Com. of Sup.,
1052, 1054.

WiarOr, fMr. A., Ottawa County
Militia, Pay of Officerà and Men, gin Com. on Bas. (Mr.

Caron) 726, 728.
Pig Iron, Bounty on, in Com. on Res. (ir Leonard

Tilley) 718.
Prorogation, Congratulations, le, (romaiks.) 1396.
Royal Academy of Arts: Piturer to kuomevmorato

Confederation, on M. for ComéofSup. 1172, 1174.'
Subsidies to Rys., on prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

1267; in Com., 1284, 1287.

Yzo, Mr. J., Prince, P.E.I.
Communication between PE.I, and Mainland, on M.

for Ret., 46.
Malpeque Breakwater Repaire (Ques.) 8894
Post Office and Custom louse,Sunmmnrside (Ques) 140*
Summerside Harbor Survy, onò k. for copy of

Engineer's Rep. (M. t ad' deb.) 215; deb.
resmd., 225.

Summerside Ry. Station (Ques.) 84

xlvi
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AL;TrpN OF DUTY ON JLQ R AND COAL: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Burpee, St. John) 80.

Acadia Powder Co.'s 4 Wo. - (Air. Tupper). 10*,
89; 2°*, 138; in ., 262, 372; M. for 30, 372, 422;

Amt. as to constigtionality (Mr. 4,myot) 422; Deb.
adjd., 426; resmd., 498; .Amt. to recom. (Jfr. Blake)
499, carried, 501; iiî Com., 557; 3°*, 557. (46 Vic.,
c. 94.)

ACETIO OD: in Com. On W. & e.,661.
AOCIDENT AT MONTREAL CUSTOM 1noUSsJ: Ques. (Mr. White,

Cardwell) 126.
AÇegnçT As,Â» Ce r4o e oNu G.T.R., RRTURNS OF: Que8.

(ir. .Mitchell) 166 232.
ACCIDENTs ON RYs.: h,. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 659.
AcüoMooDATIoN INX TnE BUILDINGS: Remarks, on M. to

egge.iu Sixth, 1~oof Priuting Com., 784, 785.
Rø g Q. o : Røpeipte and Disbursements pro.

sented (Mr. Speaker 9.
AmpmWA4 J ApIN 4 B INBO.. ii o9m. of Sp., 1878.
ÂPD psU oRys, . reapeetive headings.
ADDRISS IN ANSWER To Ris EXCELLENCT'S SPEICH: moved

(Afr. Tupp«r) 5; !. (Ar. Wood, Westmoreland) 10;
Deb. (Mr. Blake) 13; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 22;
(Mr. Mitchell) 27; (Air. Tassé) 28; agree'l to, 28; His
Ex.'s reply, 71.

A HoExS O HIs Es. ON Es DEPARTUaE: M. (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 1384; àcknowledged in Speech proroguing
Parlt., 1399.

"cAanINE, BRIG, ToMA0o d SJ.IRER on: M. for Rot. (Mr.

.AD»09RNNMBT FOR ÂsEMioK DAY: M.(Sir Leonard Tilley)
931.

ADJOURNMENT FOR EAàmie IX <Si, John A. Macdonald) 281;
rPnarks, 289.

ADJOURNMENT OF DEBATE, VERBAL MOTIONS: practice (Mr.
Speaker) 1369.

ADMINISTRATION OF J.USTICE, in com., of Sup.:
Duval, Geo., Purg9 hase of Books from, 1133.
Fisher, Judge, Widow of,1236; Explanation, 1387.
Mackenzie, Judge, Gratuity t- Widow of, 1132.
Richards, S, Allowance for holding Assizes, 1178.
Russell vs. Woodward, Legal Expenses, 1133.
Stipendiary Magistrates Expenses, 753.

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1(Sir
John A. .Macdonat). 10*, 3.

ADULTERATION OF FQo :n Rep. preented (Air. Coiti#dwy6 ;
in Com. of Sup., 1113.

Adultery, Beduction, &c., (OriminI Law Amt.)
B. No. 13 (Mr. Charlton). 1°, 38; 2° and ref. toßel.
Com., 123; M. for Co>m., 220; B. in Com., 222; Order
for ofasdn. read, 283; Amt. to recom. (Mr. CiUrlton)

carried (Y. 91, N. 73) 286; in Com., 286; M. for
consn., 286; deb. adjd., 2a7; M. to recom. (Mr.

Cameron, Victoria) carried (Y. 73, N. 61) 307; in Com.,
313; rep., 314.

ADVANCES, TO GOVT. OF N.B.: M. for -et. .(Mr. WMo*') 659.
AGENTS, IMMIGRANT, TEMPORARY: M. for ]Ret. (Mr. Burpee,

Sunbury) 86.
AGREEMENTS BETWEEN COMPANIES AND GOVT. RESPECTING

COLONIZATION GRANTS : M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) -55.
AGRICULTUBAL AND HEALLTH STATISTICS: in CSo of Z8p.,

844.
AGRICULTURAL FERTILiZERS, eFAUD IN; M. for,, Oôk. on

QS. (Mir. Ma~sye) 16; M. for Sel. Com., 207.

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, &C., IMPORTED INTO -MAN.

Ms. for Rets. (31r. -utherland, Selkirk) 525.
AGUOULTUR.AL IMPLEMENTS, CusToMs DUTIES ON: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 602.

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS: in Com. on W. & , 682- 692.
AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS AND NATIoNAL POLIOY : Transla-

tion of Rep. of Sel. Com., Ques. (4fr. Vatae) 8W; M.
for copies of Rep. of Sel. Com., 116.

AGRICULTURE, DEPT. 0F: in Com. of Sap., 748, 1132.
AGRICULTURE, REP. oF DEPT.: presented (Mr. .Pope) 83.
AIDING AND ABETTING THI«ESCAPE OP JUVIENIL. OFFEND-

ERs Ques. (Mr. Bichey) 78.
ALBERT AND KING'S CouNTYe CURTS, CAUSES TEnD AT : M.

for Rot. (Mr. Weldon) 106.
ALLOwANoEs TO MANUFACTURERS OF GooDS REQUIRED MY

(.P.R. Co.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Blake) 41.
ALTERATIONS IN THE TARIFF: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 547;

Deb. (Mr. Bowel) 547; (Mr. Blake) 548; ()gr. Mitchell)
549, 551; (Mr. Burpee, St. John) 549; (Mr. Pateron,
Brant) 549 ; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 550; (Mr. Burns)
551; (Mr. Farrow) 552; (Mr. Charlton) 552; (Mr.
White, Cardwell) 553; (Mr. Casey) 555; neg (Y. 65, N.
115) 555.

AMMUNITION, CLOTHING, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 853.

AMos ROWE AND THE GOVT., RELATIONS BETWEEN : M. for
Cor. (À. Woodworth) 1028.



INDE-X.
Anima.s, Cruelty to, Acta Amt. B. No. 25 (Mr.

Richey). 1°*, 56; M. for 20, 225; 2°sP, and ref. t SoL
Com., 229; B. in Com., 781; 3°*, 903.

ANNUAL CAmps oF MILITIA: Ques. (Mr. Thompson) on 3Q o
Militia Acts Ant. B., 834.

ANNUAL GRANTs TO INDIANS: in Com. Of Sup., 1094, 1098.
ANTIGoNIsR AND GUTsBoURGH MAIL ROUTE: M. for Ro.

(Air. Kirk) 77.
ARRITRAToRs' AwARD IN FAVoR oF L. MoRIN: Ques. (.ir.

Oasgrain) 220.
ARITRATORs' AWARD To CoNTRACTOR FOR GRENVILLE AND

CARILLON CANAL-: M. for copy (.Mr. Casey) 903.
AROEIVEs, CARE r: in Com. of Sup., 836.
AEMoUR, Mr. See "Rleturning Officers."
AIILLaay BATTERY, AND CAVALRY AND INFANTRY SCHOOLS:

in Com. of Sup., 1239.

ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: Census Returns, Dis-
tribution of, Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 89 ; Males over
Twenty-one. in Electoral Divisions: M. for Stmnt.,
(Air. Fisher) 104; in Com. ef Sup., 836, 837, 840, 841,
844; còno., 1115, 1128.

Art Societies (Exempt from Lotteries Act) B.
1386-from the Senate (8ir John A. Macdonald). 1°*
1316-; 20, in Com. and 30*, 935. (46 Vic., c. 36.)

AscENsIoN DAY, ADJOURNMENT FOR: M. (Sir Leonard
Tilley) 931.

"AsIA," Losa o THE. See " Inland Shipping Disasters."
Asia, Marine Telegraph with, Co.'s Incorp. Act

Amt. B. 116 (Sir Hector Langevin). 1°*, 791; 2Q*,
860; in Com and 30*, 935. (46 Vic., c. 45.)

Atlantic and North-West Ry. Co.'s Acta Amt. B.
No. 59 (Mr. Colby). 10*, 129; 2°*, 165; inOom.,
and 3Q*, 471. (46 Tic., c. 63.)

Atlantic, Pacifie and Peace River Telegraph
Co.'s Incorp. B. No. 62 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria),
14, 140; 29*, 165.

AUDET, A., TENsLATING : conc., 1280.

AUDIToR (xENERAL's OFFICE : in Com., of Sup., 746.
AUDITOR GENERAL's REP.: presented (Sir Leonard Tilley) 35.

.BaE DES CHALEURs RT, SuBnID To Co.: prop. Ros. (Sir
.Charles Tupper)1252; Res. in Com., 1284. See B.137.

BA&EE, DAYID, .APPoINTMENT 0F, as FisHERY OVERsEER : M.
for Cor. (Mr. Scriver) 77.

RANK DE ST. JEAN, ANNUAL RETURNs : M. for copies (Air.
Bergeron) 66.

Bank of London, Canada, Incorp. B. No. 29
(Mr. Dawson). 1*, 67; 2'*, 106 ; in Con. and 30*,
375. (46 Vic., c. 52.)

Bank of Nova Scotia and Union Bank of P.E'I:
Amalg. B. No. 10 (Mr. Tupper, Pictou). 1Q*, 38'
2°*, 17; in Com. and 30*, 374. (46 Vie., c. 48.>

BAK SHAREHOLDERS LIsTs: presented (Air. Speaker)
40, 77.

Banks and Banking Acta Amt. B. No. 46 (Bir
Leounrd Tiuey). Res. prop., 98; in Com., 99; 1°* of B.,

100; 2°, 87; in Com., 281; 34*, 383. (46 Vic., c. 20.)

BARKERVILLE AND FORKs oPF QUENELLE MR.ffA SERVICE: M.
for copies of Cor. (Mr. Reid) 302.
£BARROKS, MOUNTED POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 1041i

BAEarNGroM AsD CAPE SABLE ISLAND CABLE: Ques. (Mr-
~oertson, .shelburne) L07.

BAYFIELD (N. S.) HAaBoR BREAKwTEa: Ques. (Mr.

Rclsaac) 657.
BAYFIELD (ONT.) BREAKWATER: M. for copies of Reps. of

Engineers (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 774.
BEUHARNoIs CANA&L. See "Canals."
BELL, PROFEssoR: on Hudson's Bay, 62.

BERMUDA, TELEGRAPHIO COMMUNICATION wITH: Ques. (Mr.

Daly) 39; explanation (SirlHector Langevin) 81.
BETTER PREVENTION oF FRAUD IN RELATION TO PUBLIC CON•

TRACTS. See B. 5.
BILLS ASsENTED TO, 1397, 1398.

Bills of Exchange and Promissory Notes, P.E I.
B. 135-from the Sonate (ir John A. Zfacdonald). 10*,
1316; 2°, in Com. and 30*, 1339. 46 Vc., c. 22.)

Bills of Lading Act Amt. B. No. 84 (Mr. McCarthy).
1°*, 233; 20, 428.

BILLS, PRIVATE: Ms. to extend time (Mr. Beaty) 36, 66,88,
161 ; (Mr. A bbott) 288.

BILL STAMPS: Ques. (Mr. Ives) 40.
BILL STAMPs, REDEMPTION OF: Ques. (Mr. .McMullen) 502.
BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Oaths of

Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
1°*, 3.

BILL (No. 2) To amend an Act respecting Procedure in
Criminal Cases and other matters relating to Crim-
inal Law.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 29; 20 and ref. to Sel. Com., 87; incorp. with B. 6.

BILL (No. 3) For oonstituting a Court of Railway Commis.
sioners for Canada, and to amend the Consolidated
Railway Act,-1879.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 29; 21, 140; M. for Com., 558; neg., 571.
BILL (No. 4) To amend the Law of Evidenco in Criminal

Oases.-( Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)
1°, 32; 2°* and ref. to Sel. Com., 93; incorp. with B. 6.

BILL (No. 5) For the botter prevention of Fraud in rela.
tion to Contracts involving the Expenditure of Public
Moneys.-(1r. Casgrain.)

10, 32; 2°, 93; ref. to Sol. Com., 102; B. in Com., 287;
on M. for 30, Amt. (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 302; neg.
(Y. 49, N. 90) 306; 30*, 306.-(46 Vic., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 6) To provide that persons charged with Misde.
meanor shall be competent as Witnesses.-(Mr. Can-

eron, Huron.)
10*, 32; 20,87; M. for Com., 315; B. in Com., 322; M.

that Com. rise (Mr. Curran) 322; carried on a div.

22; M. to roconsd. B. neg. (Y. 77, N. 101) 332.
BILL (No. 7) To amend the Criminal Law, and to extend

the provisions of the Act respecting Offences against
the Person.-(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

1J*, 32; 2,87; in Com., 116; Amt. to recom. (Mr. Ives)

195; carried and in Com., 200; Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr.
Bos) neg. (Y. 67, N. 101) 201; 3°*, 302.
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IlÉx.tt
BILL (No. 8) For the Discharge of Past Insolvente.-(Mr

Beaty.)
1°*, 35; 2 m., 118; deb. adjd., 123.

BML (No. 9) For the Equitable Distribution of Insòlvents
Estates.-(Mr. Beaty.)

10,35.
BILL (No. 10) To provide for the Amalgamation of·the Bank

of Nova Scotia with the Union Bank of Prince Bd ward
Island.-(AMr. Tupper, Pictou.)

1°*, 38; 2°*, 77; in Com. and 30*, 374.-(46- Vic.1
c. 48.)

BILL (No. 11) To amend the Law in reference to Trial of
Cases before the County Judges' Criminal Court.-(Mr.
Robertson, Hamilton.)

10, 38; 2°, 103; ref. to Sp. Com., 118.
BILL (No. 12) To amend the Law with reference to Pro-

cedure in Criminal Cases, and the Duties of Justices of
the Peace out of Session, in relation to persons charged
with Indictable Offences.-(Mr. Robertson, Hamilton.)

1°O*, 38.

BILL (No. 13) To provide for the Punishment of Adultery,
Seduction, and like Offences.-(Mr. Charlton )

1°, 38; 20 and ref. to Sel. Com., 123; M. for Com., 220;
B. in Con., 222; Order for consdn. read, 283; Amt.
to recom. (Mr. Charlton) carried (Y. 91, N. 73) 286i
in Con., 286; M. for consdn., 286; deb. adjd., 287;
M. to recon. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) carried (Y. 73
N. 61) 307; in Com., 313; rep., 314.

B[LL (No. 14) Respecting Carrieri by Land.-(Mr.
McCarthy.)

1J, 38; 2°, 124; in Com., 202, 314; rep., 315; M. for
consdn., 415; Amt. as to constitutionality (Mr.
Ouimet) 415 ; resrnd., 426; deb. adjd., 426; Order 'to
resume allowed to stand, 558.

BILL (No. 15) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act, 1879.
-(Mr. Mulock.)

1°, 39; 2°, 103; wthdn., 281.
BILL (No. 16) To incorporate the Central Bank of Canada.

-(Mr. Small.)
1"*, 40; 20*, 77; in Com., 106; 5°*, 161.-(46 Yic.,

c. 50.)
BiLL (No. 17) To further aînend the Act 37 Victoria, Chap.

ter 50, respecting Permanent Building Societies in
Ontario.-(Mr. WWiams.)

l°, 40 ; !, 125 ;
"BiLL (No. 18) To incorporate the University of'Saskatche-

wan, and to authorips the establishment of Collèges
within the limité of-the Diocese of Saskatchewan.-(Mr.
Williams.)

1°*, 52; 2°*, 77; in Com., 244; coned. and recom., 261;
30*, 261.-(46 'Vic., c. 47.)

BiLL (No. 19) To incorporate "Les Révérends Pères Oblats
de Marie Immaculée des Territoires du Nord-Ouest."-
(1fr. Royal.)

10*, 52; 20*, i7; in Côm., 241; recom. and 3°, 368.-
(46 Vie., c. 96.)

7

KBILL (No. 20) To .empower tb. National Insurancé Cern-
pany te wrnd Up its affairs and te relinquIh its Charter,
and to, provide for the dissolution of the said Company.

10*, 52; 20*, 17; ini Com., 426; B0*, 414-(46 Vie.,
82.)

BILL (NO. 21) To authorize the raising, by way of lban, of
certain surna of movey requirod for the Public Service.
-(SrLeonard .2Vlley. )

Ras. prop., 39; in Cern., 53; 10* of B., 64; 29 and In
Cern, 81 ;-30, 102.-(46 Vic., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 22) Respecting the Crédit Foncier FrancoCana.
dien-(Jfr. Desjardrns.)

JO1*, 56; 2>*I, 71; in »o , 6,261;8 3o*m.,215;
Amt. 6 mi. h. (Mr. A.uger) 215; Amt. te ÂI
(Mir. Houde) 218 ; rulad ent of Order (Mir. Speaker)

* 219; Anit. to Aint. (Mir. Orton) neg. (Y. 18, N.
f 144> 219; Amt. 6 im. h. (&Er. Auger) neg. on a div.,

1 220; 301rm., Aint. 6 mn. h. (Mir. A.uger) 307; Âmt te
Aint. (Mr. Ouimet) 310; recom., 369; on M. for
30, Amt. 6 nm. h. (Mr. Auger) neg. (Y. 35, N. 145)
310; 30*, 371.-(46 Viec., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 23) To further reduce the Capital Stock of the
Quebec Pire Insurance Company.-(Mr. BoWs.)

i1Q*, 56; 20*, 77; in Cern. and 3'*, 375.-(46 Vic., c. 83.)
BILL (No. 24) To incorporato the Manitoba an 'd North-

Western Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Buthe&nd,
Selkirk.)

1O*,> 56 ; 20*, 77; in Com. and 80*, 261.-(46 Vie., c. 84.)
BILL (No. 25) To amend the Acts reispectinrg Oruelty to

Animalo.- (Mr. .Richcy.)
1O*, 56; 20 rm., 225; 20* aniref. to Sel. Coni.,!229; B. in

Coin., 781; 30*, 903.
BILL (No. 26) To incorporate a Company under the naine

of "1 H. B. Rathbun & Sons."-(Mr. White, Haetings.)
10>67; 20, 77; iu Cern. and 30*, 411.-.(46 Vie-, e.r89.)

BI~LL (No. 27> To amend an Act to incorperate the OntÉrio
and Quebec Railwýay Company.-(Mr. Wells.)

la* 67; 20e 88; in Cern. and 3 *1, 261,--(46 Vie., c. 58.)
BiLL (Ne. 28) To continue an Act te incoorporate sundry

Persons -b># the name of the President, Directors, and
Cornpany ef the Farmers' Bank of Rustieo.-(Afr.
Davz8.

10*) 67; 20*, 77; in Coni. and 30*, 5011.-(46 flc., e. 49.)
BILL (No. 29) To incorporate the Bank of London, in

(3anada.-(Afr. Dawson.)
10*> 67; 20*, 106; in Cern. and 30*1 375.-(46 Vie.,

c. 52.)
BILL (No. 30) Te amend the Criminal Law, and te declmr

it a Miaderneanor te have unguarded and expowsd, holes,
openings, &o., ini the iee on any navigable waters-
(Mir. Roberi sn, liamIton.)

1O, 67; 21> and ref. to Se. (mi., 12e; incorp. wihB 6.
Bm.L (Nb. 31)- Te consolidate, sud aïnend the Iiaws affecting'(

Éteà(Nio.f0) To empow r heCatona euaceCm
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INDEX.
10, 67; 20 m.,,5 6; 2'*, 544; in Com., 541, 583; Re.

prop., 693; Res. in Com., 721; B. again in Com.,
729; Amt. to recom. (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 731;
deb. adjd., 732, resmd., 830; Amt. neg. (Y. 60, N.
113) 834; 30*, 835.-(46 ic., c. 11.)

BILL (No. 32) To amend the Consolidatel Railway Act,
1879.-(Mr. Riopel)

10*, 77; 20, 125.

BILL (No. 33) To provide for the admission to the profes-
sion of Dominion Land Surveyors of Graduates of the
Royal Military College.-(Mr. Casgrain.)

10*, 77; wthdn., 1034.
BILL (No. 34) To amend and consolidate the Acta respocting

the Oustom.-(Mr. Bowell.)
Es. prop., 100; Bes. in Com., 101; 1°* of B., 102; 2°*,

546; in Com., 587, 694, 702; 30*, 702; Son. Amts
cono. in, 1037.-(46 Vic., c. 12.)

BILL (No. 35) To incorporate the Federal Life Assurance
Company.-(Mr. Kilvert.)

1o*, 88.

BILL (No. 36) To amend the Act incorporating the Kingston
and Pembroke Railway Co., and the Act amending,
the same.-(Mr. Gunn.)

1°y, 89; 20*, 106; in Com., 371; ref. back to Ry. Com.
372; B. again in Com. and 30*, 556.-(46 Vic., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 37) To incorporate the Royal Society of Canada.
-(Mr. Tasse.)

10*, 89; 2%, 262; in Com. and 3°*, 471.-(46 Vic., c. 46.)
BILL (No. 38) To incorporate the Rainy River Improve-

ment Company.-(Mr..Daweon.)
10 , 89; 20*, 138.

BILL (No. 39) To amend .the Act of the Dominion ofCanada,
45 Victoria, Chapter 124, respecting the Temporalities
eand ofthe Presbyterian Church of Canada, in con-
nection with the Church of Scotland.-(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*,,89; 2°,162; wthdn., 288.
BILL (No. 40) To grant certain powers to the Acadia

L'owder Company.ý-(Mr. Tupper.)
1°*,89 ; 2°*, 138 ;. in Com., 262, 372; 30 m., 872, 422;

Amt. as to constitutionality (Mr. Amyot) 422; deb,
adjd., 426; resmd., 498 ; Amt. to recom. (Mr. Blake)
499; carried, 501; in Com., 557; 3°*, 557.-(46 Vic.,
c. 94.)

BILL (No. 41) To incorporate the Dominion Railway Trust
and Construction Company of Canada, limited.-(Mr.
SeaU.)

1°*, 89; 2°*, 164; in Com. and 30*, 749.-(46 Vic., c. 75.)
BiLL (No. 42) To amend and continue in force the Act in-

corporating the Grafton HarbQr Company, and for
other purposes.-(Mr. Guillet.)

1°*, 89; 201, 106; In Coin., 471; 3°*, 557.-(46 Vic.
c. 93.)

BILL (No.43) To amend the Act to incorporate the Mie.
sionary Society of the Wesleyan Methodist Church in
Canada.-(.Mr. MEcCarthy.)

1°*, 89; 2*, 138; in Com., and 3°*, 471.-(46 Jic.,
C. 95.) 1

BILL (No. 44) To incorporate the Grange Trust, limited.-
(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

1°*, 98 ; 20*, 138; in Com. and 30, 701.-(46 Vic., c. 86.)
BILL (No. 45) Further to amend and consolidate the sev-

eral Acts respecting the Public Lands of the Dominion
therein mentioned.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

10, 98 ; 2°*, 546 ; M. for Com., 860 ; in Com., 873, 95; on
M. for 30, 936; Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 940; deb.
resmd., 943; Amt. neg. (Y. 49, N. 101) 951; 3°*,
951; Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1310.-(46 Vic., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 46) Further to amend the Act intituled An Act
relating to Banks and Banking, and the sevoral Acte
amending the same.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

Res. prop. 98; in Com., 99; 1°* of B., 100 ; 2°, 187; in
Com., 281; 3°*, 383.--(46 Vic., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 47) To revive and amend certain Acta respectir.g
the Union Assurance Company of Canada, and to
change the name of the Company to the Crown
Assurance Company of Canada.-(Mr. Beaty.)

1°*, 106; 2°*, 138.
BILL (No. 48) To incorporate the Wood Mountain, Qu'Ap-

pelle and Prince Albert Railway Company.-(Mr.
Beaty.)

1°*, 106; 2°*, 138; in Com. and 3°*, 471; Sen. Amts,
disagreed to, 767.-(46 Vic., c. 74.)

BILL (No. 49) To incorporate the Dominion Phosphate and
Mining Company.-(Mr. Caneron, Victoria.)

1°*, 106 ; 2°*, 165; in :Com., 373 ; 30*, 374; Sen. AMts.
conc. in, 804.-(46 Fic., c. 91.)

BILL (No. 50) To amend an Act respecting the Credit Valley
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

1°*, 106; 2°, 164; in Com. and 3°*, 471; Sen. Amts.
cone. in, 1098.-(46 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 51) To amend the Act to incorporate the Chig-
necto Marine Transport Railway Company, limited.-
(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

1°*, 106; 2° m., 164; 2°, 244; in Com. and 30*, 701.-
(46 Vic., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 52) To incorporate the Brant County Bank of
Canada.-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

1*, 106; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 501.-(46 Vic.,
c. 51.)

BILL (No. 53) To declare the meaning and effect of certain
provisions of the Act to incorporate the London and
Ontario Investment Company, limited.-(Mir..Hay.)

1°F, 116; 2°* 244; in Com. and 30*, 501.-(46 ic.,
c. 87.)

BILL (No. 54) To incorporpte the Quebec and James' Bay
Railwa~y Company.- (Mr. Bossa.)

1°*, 129 ; 20*, 165; in Com. and 3°*, 606. -(46 Vic., c. 70.)
BILL(No. 55) To incorporate the Royal Canadian Passenger

Steamship Company.-(Mr. Mitchell.)
1°4, 129; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 501.- (46 Vie.,

c. 88.)
BILL (No. 56) To incorporate the Edmonton and Peace River

Railway and Navigation Company.-(Mr. Daw.on.)
1°*, 129; 2°*, 165.



INDEX.
BILL (No. 57) To further amend the Acts relating to the

New Brunswick Railway Company.-(Mr. Weldon.)
1°*, 129; 20*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 767.-(46 Vic., c. 59.)

BU-L (No. ôg) To amend the several Acte incorporating the
Portage, Westbourne and North-Western Railway
Company, and to change the name thereof to the Great
Northern Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr. White,
Cardwell.)

1°*, 129; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 3°*, 501.-(46 ic.,
C. 68.)

BLLL (No. 59) To amend the Acts incorporating the Atlan-
tic and North-West Railway Company.-(Mr. Colby.)

1°*, 129; 20*, 165; in Com. and 3°*, 471.-'-(46 Tic., c.
. c.63.)

BILL (No. 60) To facilitate the Naturalization of Aliens,
1883.-( Mr. Wells.)

1°, 129.
BILL (No. 61) To incorporate the Niagara and Railway

Bridge Company.-((Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)
10*, 140; 2°*, 165.

BILL (No. 62) To incorporate the Atlantic, Pacific and
Peace River Telegraph Company. - (Mr. Cameron,
Victoria.)

1°, 140; 2°*, 165.
BILL (No. 63) To mt! th Plgbyteriant Miisters'

Widow' and Orphans' Fund in connection with the
Presbyterian Church of the Lower Provinces, and the
Widows' and Orphane' Fund of the Presbyterian Church
of the Maritime Provinces in connection with the Church
of Scotland, and to croate a Trust to administer the said
Funds.-(Mr. Richey.)

1°*, 140; 2°*, 165; in Com., 372; 30*, 426.-(46 Vic.,
c. 98.)

BILL (No. 64) To incorporate the Pacifie and Peoc
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Cqmeron, Victoria.)

10*, 140; 20*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 749.-(46 Vic.,
c. 73.)

BrLL (No. 65) To amend the Act incorporating the Ontario
and Paciflc Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergin.)

10*, 140; 2°* 165; in Com., and 30*, 556.-(46 Vic.,
c. 66 )

BiLt (No. 66) To incorporate the Quinze Pier, Boom,
and Improvement Company.-(Mr. Tausd.)

1°¥, 140; 20*, 165, M. for OCom., 940; in Com. and 30*,
943.-(46 Vic., c. 92.)

BrLL (No. 67) Respecting the Cltizen's Insurance Company
of Canada.- (ir. Curran.)

10*, 140; 2°*, 165; in Coma. and 3°41 374.-(46 Vic.,
c. 81.)

BILL (No. 68) To incorporate the St. Lawrence Bridge and
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curran.)

1°*, 140; 20*, 165.
B1L (No. 69) To amend the Consolidated Railway Act,

1879-(Mr. White, .Renfrew.)
1°, 140; 20, 287.

BILL (No. 70) To amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway
Company.- (Mr. Robertson,'Ramillon.)

1°*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 3°*, 607.-(46 Vie.,
c. 65.)

BILL (No. 71) To incorporate the Cumberland Coal and
iRailway Company.-(Mr. Oolby.)

1°*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Oom. and 30*, 607.-(48 Vic.,
c. 77.)

BILL (No. 72) To incorporate the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake,
and Saskatchewan Railroad and Steamboat Company.
-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

10*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 3°*,67..-(46 VTc.,
c. 72.)

BILL (No. 73) Respecting the Montreal, Ottawa and West-
ern Railway Company, and to change the name thereof
to the Montreal and Western Railway Company.-(Mr.
Abbott.)

1°*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 411.-(46 Vic.,
c. 62.)

BILL (No. 74) To incorporate the Great North-Western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

1°*, 150; 20*, 165; in Cor. and 3°*, 101.-(46 Vie.,
c. 71.)

BILL (No. 15) To incorporate the Board of Management of
the Church and Manpe Building Fund, of the Presby-
terian Churclh in Canada, for Manitoba and the North-
West.-(Mr. Boss, Lisgar.)

1°*, 150; 2°>e, 165; in Ceom. 373; 30*, 426..-(46 Vic,
c. 97.)

BILL (No. 76) To amend the Act intituled: An Act to In.
corporate the Northern, North-Western and Sault Ste.
Marie Railway Company, and to change the name of
the said Oompany to the Northern and PaciloJunotion
Railway Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 150; 2°*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 767.-(46 '

c. 67.)
BILL (No. 77) To fit the Rate of Intereet in Csnad&-(Mr.

Catudal)
1°*, 150; M. for 2° r eg.,903; M. to pls. on Order,

neg., 957.
BILL (No. 78) To amend the Act pased in the 45th year of

Her Majesty, intituled: An Act to Repeal the Duty on
Promissory Notes, Drafts, and Bille of ERxhange, and
to declare the Law relating to Stamps'on Prormfsory
Notes and Bills of Exchange.-(Mr. Wdldon.)'

1°, 150; 2°* and ref. to Sel. Com., 315; in Oorn., 426;
30*, 557.-(46 Vic., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Davies and Lawrenoe
Manufacturing Company.-(Mr. Curras.)

1°*, 161; 2°*, 245; in Com. and3°*, 631.-(46 Vie., c. 90.)
BILL (No. 80) To amend the Aot incorporating theGreat

Eastern Railway Oompany.-(Mr. Masaue.)>
1°*, 161; 20*, 245; in Com. and 30*, 557.-(46 Pic., c.

61.)
BILL (No. 81) To amend the Criminal Law, and to mAka

special provision for the punishment of peros oou-
vieted of wife-beating.- (Mr. Wood, Brockville.y

1°*, 161; 2°.and ref. to Sel. Com., 287.



INDE l.
BILL (No. 82) To amend the Act to incorporate the North-

Western 'Bank.-(Mr. Beaty.)
1°*, 185.

BIn (No. 83) To amend the Acts respecting Procedure in
Criminal Cases, and other matters relating to Criminal
Law.-(Mr. Weldon.)

1°*, 204; 20 and in Com. 322; 3C*, 383.-(46 Tic., c. 34.)
BILL (No. 84) To amend the Law relating to Bills of Lading.

-(Mr. McCarthy.)
1°¥, 233;2°, 428.

BiLL (No. 85) To amend the Dominion Elections Act, 1874.
-(Mr. Bolduc.)

1Q, 233; 2°, 903; in Com., 903, 1034; 3°*, 1034.-(46
Vic., c. 4.)

BILL (No. 86) To consolidate and amend the Acts for the
more speedy trial of persons charged with felonies and
misdemeanors in the Provinces of Ontario, Quebec and
Manitoba.-(Mr. Robertson, -Hamilton.)

10, 233.
BILL (No. 87) To incorporate the Loyal Orange Association

of British America.-(Mr. White, Hastings.)
JO*,254; prop. M. to fix day for 2°, 254; Amt. 6 m. h.

(Mr. Coursol) 254; neg. (Y. 89, N. 94) 260; Order
for 2° allowed to stand, 501; 2 m., 632; Amt. 6
m. h. (Mr. Curran) 632; carried (Y. 106, N.70) 657.

BigL (No. 88) To unite the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay
Railway and Steamship Company and the Nelson Valley
Railway and Transportation Company, under the name
of the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Railway and Steam-
ship Company.-(Mr. Cameron, Victoria.)

°0*jj 261; 2°*, 426; .iq; Oom. and 30*, 749.-(46 Vic.,
c. 69.)

BXý (No..89) Respecting Certificates of Masters and Mates
of Inland and Coasting Ship.-(Mr. MxcLelan.)

Bus. in Com., 428; 1°* of B., 431; 2° m., 702; 20 and in
Com., 708; 3°, 743.-(46 Vic., c. 28.)

]ýg4 (No. 9Q Toamend the Canada Civil ServiQo Art, 1882
-from the Senate.-(Sir Hector Langevin.)

°*, 2 ; o m., 931; 2°, 933;-Res. prop., 933; Res. in
Com., 933; B. in Com., 1035; 30, 1060.-(46

mg., c. 7.)
B ÇL(Ne. 91) To amend and consolidate the Acts relating

to the Superannuation of the Civil Service of Canada-
from the mte-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

1°*,283; Res. prop., 791; in Com., 792; 20 of B. m.,
1227; 20 [and in Com., 1234; 3 'm., 1363; Amt.

(or. Ross, Mifddlesex) neg. (Y. 47, N. 100) 1864; 30,

1364.-(46 Vic., c. 8.)
BrL (No. 92) To amend the Post Ofce Act, 1875-jrom the

&nate.-(Afr. Carling.)
1° 8 98; 2°, 1037; in Com. and 30*, 1037.-(46.ic.,

c. 18.)

&L (No. 93) Respecting the Northern Railway Company
of Canada-ftom the Senate.-(Mr. White, Cardwdl.)

1°*, 28; 2°, 375; ref. back to Com. on Rys.,803; 3° m.,
1095; 3°*, 1098.-(46 Tc., c. 56.)

BILL (No. 94) To amend an Act respecting the Offices Of
-Receiver General and Minister of Public Works, as to
the powers of the Minister of Railways and Canais.-
(Sir Charles Tupper.)

10*, 298; 20*, in Com. and 30*, 1037.-(46 Vic., c. 5.)

BILL (No. 95) Further to amend The Interpretation Act-
from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 298; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1310.-(46 Vic., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 96) Respecting. Booms and other works con-
structed in Navigable Waters, whether under the author-
ity of Provincial Acts or otherwise-from the Senate.-
Sir Hector Langevin.)

Introd., 298; 1°, :315; 2° m., 786; 20, 788; in Com.,
788, 935; 3°*, 935.-(46 Vic., c. 43.)

BILL (No. 97) For the declaration of Titles to Land, and
to facilitate its Transfer in the Territories of Canada.
-(Mr. McCarthy.)

10, 572.
BILL (No. 98) For the better prevention of Fraud in connec-

tion with the Sale of Patent Rights.-(Mr. Mulock.)
10*, 315.

BILL (No. 99) To provide for the Distribution of the Assets
of Insolvent Traders.-(Mr. Ourran.)

10,367.

BILL (No. 100) To limit the Jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court in Appeal.-(Mr. Landry.)

1°, 383.
BILL (No. 102) To amend and extend the province of chap.

71 of the Consolidated Statutes of Canada, respecting

Charitable, Philanthropie and Provident Associations.
-(Mr. Colby.)

1°, 497.

BILt (No. 101) Further to amend the Fisheries Act.-ÇMr.
McLelan.)

Res. in Corp. and 1° of B., 526; 2°*, 860; in Com., 1200;
30*, 1207; Sen. Amts., 1383.

BILL (No. 103) Respecting Insolvent Banks, Insurace
Companies, Lopn Companies, Biilding Societies and
Trading Corporations-from the &enate.-(&r John A.
.Macdonald.)

1°*, 631; 2°, 791; in Com and 3*,791.-(46 Vic., c.23.)
BILL (No. 104) Furtherto, amend the General Inspection

Act, 1874.-(1. Castigan.-)
Res. in Com. and 10*, 526; 2°, 82S; in Com.,_829; 30*,

860.-(46 Vic., c. 29.).,
BILL (No. 105) To confer certain powers on the Canadian

Electric Light Company.-(Mr. Bergeron.)
10, 547; 20, 701; in Com. and 30*, 871.-,46 Vic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 106) To increase the harbor accommodation of
the city of Toronto, ertend the Esplanade, and control
the use thereof by railway companics.-(Mr.
Small.)

10, 574; 20, 709.
BILL (No. 107) Respecting the Electoral Franohise.-(Sir

John A. Macdonald.)
1°, 593; wthdn., 1387.

lii
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LL (No. 108) Frther to amend the -Act respecting the
Harbor of Pietou.-(Mr. McLelan,)

Res. in Com., 741; 1°* of B., 741; 2°*, 860; in Com. and
3°*, 922.-(46 Vie., c. 42.)

BILL (No. 109) To amend the Act for the final settlement
of Claims to Lands in Manitoba by occupancy under the
Act. 33 Vie., chap. 3-from the &enate.-(Mr. RoyaL)

1°*, 660; ,wthdn., 1034.

BILL (No. 110) To amend the Act respecting roads and
road allowances in Manitoba-from the Senate.-(Mr.
Royal.)

1°, 660; 20, 1034.
BILL (No. 111) To amend and consolidate the laws rejating

to Penitentiaries-from the Senate.-Sir John A. Mac-
donald.)

1°*, 693; Res. in Com., 1035; 2° of B., 1038; in Con
1309; recom. and 3°*, 138l.-(46 Yic., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 112) To amend the Act to incorporate theNorth-
Western Bank-from the Senate.-(Mr. Beaty.)

V"*, and 2°*, 693; in Com., and 3°*, 871.- (46 Tic.,
c. 53.)

BIL (No. 113) To authorize the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada to extend their Ta*c Arrangeè
ments with thl North Shore RaiLway to afty yearç
from the date thereof.-(Mr. Colby.)

1°, 69,; 20, 693; in Com., 803; recom. and 5°>*, 888.-.
(46 Yic., c. 54.)

BILL (No. 114) Respecting the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
-(Mr. Abbott.)

10, 783; 2°, 784; in Com. and 3° m., 888; Amt. to recom.
(Mr. Buterland) 888; recom. and 30*, 889.-(46
Vic. r.55')

BrLL (INo. I 1 o consolidate and amend the several Act#
res;outing the Inland. Rývenwe.-(X. Costigan.)

Res. prop., 574; in Com., 790 ; 10* of B., 791 ; 2° and i
Com., 915; 30, 999; Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1279.-
(46 Tic., c. 15.)

BriL (No. 116) iPrther to amend the Act respecting the in-
corporation of a Company to establish a Marine Tele-
graph between the Pacifle Coast of Canada and Asia.-
(&r Rectar Langevin.)

1?*,,791; 20*, 860;, in Com, and 30*, 93.-(4g Vic,,
c. 4b.)

BE.r& (lo. 117) To define certain Offences against persons
employed in Factories.-(Sir Leonard TiUly.)

1°, 827; wthd ., 1386.
Bzî.iL (No. 118) To amend the Ac0 incorporating theEure-

pean, Anerican, Cana4ian and Asiatic Cable Company,
liuited, and to change the ,n=e. therpofto the.Amri-
can, British and COutineutl Cable Company, limite4.
-(Mr. Colby.)

10* and 20*, 828 ;in Comi. and 30*, 943.-(46 ic.,
c. 78.)

BILL (No. 119) Farther to amend the Tariff of Duties of
'Customs.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

1°*, 1251; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1336.-(46 Fià
e. 13.)1

Brtt (No. 129) To incorporate the Canadian Rapid Tel.-
graph Company, limited-from the Senate.-(Mr.
.Davies.)

1°*, 922; 20, 943; in Com. and 30*, 1098.-(46 Vi6.
c. 79.)

BrL (No. 121) Respecting the Harbor Master of the Her-
bor of Three Rivers.-(Mr. Bowell.)

10*, 999; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1038.-(46 Vic., o. 41.)
BILL (No. 12T) To amend the Patent Act-from the 8esate.

-(Mr. Pope.)
1°*, 957; 2', in Con. and 3°*, 1227.-(46 Tic., c. 19.)

BILrt (No. 123) Iespecting County Court Judges in the
Province of Ontario-from the Senate.-(Sir John A.
Macdonald.)

1°*, 1024; 2°rin Com. and 3°*, 1386.
Bun (No. 124) Respecting the High Court of Justice for

Ontario-from the Senate.-(ir John A. Macdonald.)
. Q*, 1024 ; '2, ln Cem. and 3°*, 1386.-(46 Vwo., c. 10.)

BuLL (No. 125), To make provision for the taking of Evi.
dence in relation to any Criminal matters pending In
Qourts of Justice in anypther of Her Majesty's Domin-
ions, or before.foreign tribanals -from the Senate.-(Sir
Jihk A. Maedonald.)

1"' 102t; '2, inComx. and 3°*, 133d.-(46 Vie., c. 35.)
BILL (No. 126) To make further provision respecting the

regulation and collection of Tolls on Government Timber
Slides and other works constrncted to facilitate the
transmission of timber, lumber, and saw-logs.-(Mr.
Cmtigan.)

Fks. prop., 709; in Com., 1037; 10* of B., 1037; 2°
and in'Com., 1207; 3°*, 1227.-(46 Vie., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 127) Further to amend the Consolidated Railway
Act, 1879, and to declare certain line1 of railway to be
works for the general advantage of Canada.-(Sir
Charles Tupper.)

1,1084; 2° m., 1209; 2° and in Com., 1297; on M. for
30, Amt. (Mr. Blake) to recom. neg. (Y. 42, N. 78)
1317; recom. and 3°*, 1318.-(16 Vic., c. 24.)

BrtL (No. 128) Por granting to Her Majesty certain stms
of money required for defraying certain expensesof the
Public Service for the financial year ending respectively
30th June, 1883, and 30th June, 1884; and for other
purposes relating to the Publie Service.-(Sir Leonard
Tley.)

1°*, 1338; 2 m,, 1338; 2°* and 31>e, 1391.-(46 Vic.,
c. 2.)

BILL (No. 129) To amend the At 38 Vic., chap. 56, in-
tituled: An Act respecting the Graving Dock in the
Razbor of Qebec, and authorizing the raiaing of a loan
in respect thereof.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

Rés.ein Com., 1213; 1°* of B., 1218i22*, in Com. and
30*, 1279.-(46 Vic., c. 40.)

BiLL (No. 130) To amend the,Act 36 Vic., chap. 62, and tho
Act 43 Vic.,ehap. 17, respeeting the Quebec Habor
Commissioes.er-(Sr .Leonard Tdley.)

R.s in Com., 121; 1* of B., 1214; 2P*; in Gem, and

SM, *i . (4 iéT, C. 30%.)
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BILL (No. 131) To encourage the Manufacture of Pig Iron

in Canada from the Canadian ore.- (Sir Leonard TIley.)
les. prop., 593; in Com., 710-716; conc. in, 743; 1°*

ofB.,1226; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1336.-(46 ic.,c. 14
BILL (No. 132) Respecting the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors,

and the issue of Licenses therefor.-(Br John A. Mac-
donald.)

Be., 1226; in Com. and 10* of B., 1227; 2° m., 1318; 21
and in Com., 1319, 1339; M. for 3°, 1364; Amt.
(Mr. Ouimet) carried (Y. 148, N. 1) 1365; Amt. (Mr.
Boss, Middlesex) neg. (Y. 66, N. 79) 1366; Amt. (Mr.
Blake) 1366; neg. (Y. 46, N. 105) 1371; Amt. (1r.
White, Cardwell) carried (Y. 88, N. 63) 1372; Amt.
(Mr. Baker, Victoria) neg. (Y. 49, N. 95) 1372; Amt.
(Mr. Cameron, Victoria) carried, 1372; Amt. (Mr.
Patterson, Essex) 1373, neg. (Y. 58, N. 80)"1374;
Amt. (Mr. Girouard, Jacques Cartier) carried, 1374;
Amt. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) neg., 1374; Amt. (Mr.
Robertson, Ramilton) carried, 1375; Amt. (Mr. Mc
Carthy) carried, 1375 Amt. (Mr. Foster) carried,
1375; Amt. (Mr. Gigault) neg., 1375; Amt. (Mr.
Fleming) neg. (Y. 4ý N. 90) 1375; Amt. (Mr.
.Rbertson, Shelburne) neg. (Y. 43, N. 90) 1376; 3°,
1376.-(46 Vic., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 133) To continue for a limited time the Acts
therein mentioned (41 Vie., c. 17 and 43 Vie., c. 36).
-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°, 1310; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1366.-(46 Vie., c. 133.)
BILL (No. 134) To provide for the Salaries, Superannuation

anid Travelling Expenses of certain Judges of certain
Provincial Courts.-(Sir John A. Macdonld.)

Res. in.Com., 1310; 1°* of B., 1316; 2°*, in Com. and
3°*, 1330.-(46 Vic., c. 9.)

BILL (No. 135) Relating to Bills of Exchange and Promis-
sory Notes in the Province of Prince Elward Island
fromnt Re enate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 1316; 2°, in Com., and 30*, 1339.-(46 Vic., c. 22.)
BILL (No. 136) To amend the Law respecting Lotteries-

from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)
19*, 1316; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1339.- (46 Vic., c. 36.)

BILL(No. 137) To authorize the Granting of Subsidies for
th Construction of the Lines of Railway therein men-
tioned.-(&ir Charles Tupper.)

Rez. prop., 1252; in Com., 1283; Rop. of Com. consd.,
1317; 1* of B., 1317; 20*, 1331; in Com., 1332 ;
on M. for 3°, Amt. to recom. (Mr. Blake) neg. on
a div., 1333; 30*, 1333.-(46 Vic., c. 25.)

BILL- (No. 138) To provide for advanees to be made by the
Government of Canada to the St. John Bridge and
Railway Extension Company. -(Sir Leonard Tilley.)
. prop., 1199; M. for Com., 1333; Res. in Com. and

1°* of B., 1335; 2°t, in Com. and 3°, 1363.-(46
ïie., C. 26.)

BILI.(No. 139) To amend the Act 36 Vic., chap. 4, intituled:
An Act to provide for the Establishment o' tiýe Depart-
ment of the Interior, and to amend the Indian Act,
1880-fro te Senate.-(Sir John A. ,acdonaL)

10, 1835; 2°*, in Çom. and 3°*, 1387.-(46 Vic., c. 6)

BILL (No. 140) To legalize proceedings taken for the
Naturalization of certain Aliens in the Province of
Manitoba-from the Senate.-(ir John A. Macdonald.)

10, 1335;Ai°* and in Com., 1387; on M. for 30, A-t.
(Mr. Blake) neg., and 30*, 1387.-(46 Vie., c. 31)

BILL (No. 141) To amend the Act of the present Session,
intituled: An Act to incorporate the Railway and Con-
struction ßjompany of Canada, limited.-tSir John A.
Macdonald.)

10‡, 20, in Com. and 3°¥, 1336.-(46 Vic., c. 76.)
BILL (No. 142) To make further provision for Deepening

the Ship Channel of the River St. Lawrence between
Montreal and Quebc.-(Sir Leonard Tilley.)

Res., 1336; 1°* of B., 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1338.-(46
Vic., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 143) To extend to British Columbia the Act
relating to FishiDg by Foreign YesseIs.-(Mr. Bowell.)

10, 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1363.-(46 Vic., c. 27.)
BILL (No. 144) To 'amend an -Act of the present Session

respecting Booms and other works constructed in Navi-
gable Waters, whether under the authoritg of Pr ovin-
cial Acts or otherwise-from the &enate.-(Sir Hector
Langevin.)

10*, 20*, in Com. and 3°*, 1384.-(46 Tic., c. 44.)
BLACK ROD: Messages summoning Commons to Senate, 1,

3,1397.
BLAKELY, MRL, ADVANCE TO: in Com. of Sup. 1197.
BLANDFORD (N.S.) BaEAKWATEB: Ques. (Mr. Keefler) 68.
BLANKETS, MILITIA, PURCHASE OF: M. for Ret. (Air. Blake)

230.
B. N. A. ACT (1867) CAsEs DEOIDED UNDER! in COm. Of

Sup., 1045; cone., 1128.
BOIsVERT, JULIE, INVIBTIGATION INTO TRIAL ci: Ques. (Mr.

Curran) 41; (Mr. Coursol) 107.
BoNUs, TowN or PEMBROKE, TO CAN. CENTRAL Ry.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Blake) 229; in Com. of Sup., 1065.
BoOKs: on M. to conc. in Rep. from Com. on W. & M. (Mr.

Blake) 732; (Sir Leonard Tiley) 732, 735; (Mr.
Fisher) 736; (Mr. Hall) 738; (Mr. White, Cardwell)
738; (Mr. Ros, Middlesex) 739; (Mr. Sproule) 740.

Booms and other Works on Navigable Waters
B. No. 96 -from the Senate (SirfectorLangevin). B.
introd., 298; 10*, 315; 20 m., 786; 2°, 788; in Com.,
788, 935; 3°*, 935. (46 Vic., c. 43.)

Booms and other Works on Navigable Waters
Act Amt. B. 144 (Sir Hector Langevin). 1°*, 20*,
in Com. and 3°*, 1384. (46 Vic., c. 44.)

BOTHWELL ELECTION AND CONDUCT OP COUNTY JUDGE: M.
forSp.Com. (Mr. Hawkins)508,524> Deb. (Mr. Cameron,
EHuron) 513 ; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 517, 523; (Mr.
Casey) 518; (Mr. Rosa, Middlesex) 520; (Mr. McCallum)
521; (Mr. Blake) 522; neg., 522.

BoUNDÂaIES or ONT., NoaraaN A.zm WErN: M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. McCarthy) 556.

BouNTY ON PIG 1RoN: prop. Res. (Sir Leomard Tilley) 693;-
Deb. in 0om. on Res. (&rLeonard 7Mey)710-714; (Ar.



INDEX.
Blah.) 711-716 - (8r Charle Tupper) 716 ; (M. Caré
ron, rictoia) 716; (Mr. Charlton) 717-721; Mr. Mc
Lean) 718; (Mr. WrigAt) 718; (MÉr. Vali) 718,
(Mr. McNei) 719; (»r. Woodworth) 719. See B. 131.

BouwmEa To FIsHERXUN: AMOINT PAiD OUT OP APPR OPIU-
TION: M. for Rt. (Mr. Robertson, Shel burne) 129;
Augmentation of: Qnes. (Mr. F3rtin) 1025; Expenses
in connection with, conc., 1223.

BouiNoT, M.. J. G. (Clerk of the Hone).: Commissioner
to administer Oath, 1; Speaker declared elected, 2;
Warrants issued for Elections, 3.

BRAcus OR SusPENDER: in Com. on W. & M., 662.
BRANDON AS A PORT OF ENTRY: Ques. (Mr. Sutherland, Sel-

kirk) 166.
BMANDON POST OrrIoE: Ques. (P. Sutherland, Selkirk)

166.
BRANDY POTS, SEMAPRnoM AT: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Grandbois) 134.

Brant County Bank Incorp. B. No. 52 (M. Pater-
son, Brant). 1°*, 106; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 501.
(46 Vic., c. 51.)

BRiANT, JOsEPtI, MONUMENT To: in Com. of Sup., 1?49.
BEEAKWATERS. Bée " PUBLIC WoRKS.
BRECKEN, MR. F. DE ST. CRoIx, SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT

REsPECTING: read (Air. Speaker) 84.
BRITISH COLUMBIA:

Barkerville and Forks of Quesnelle Mail Service: M.
for copies of Cor. (Mr. Reid) 302».

Canadian Pacifie Ry.: in Com. of Sup., 998.
Chinese Immigration: Res. (Mr. Shakespeare) 323.
CottonWood Canon,Upper Fraser: Ques.(Mr. Reid) 315.
Dry Dock and Island Ry: Ques. (Mr. Ba ker) 657; ex.

planations (ir John A. Macdonald) 1392.
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry.: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Gordon) 301.
Geological Survey of Vancouver Island: Ques. (Mr.

Gordon) 376.
Governor-Goneral's Visit: in Com. of Sup., 1.91.
farbors and River: in Com; of Sap., 927, 1183.
Immigration to, including . Chinese : M. for Cor. (Mr.

Shakespeare) 72.
Immigration into; M. forCor.(Mr. BaZer, Victoria) 7-6.
Indians: in Com. of Sup., 1101, 1378.
Lake Shushwac and Lake Okanagon Canal: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Barnard) 23?.
Little Bear Creek, Navigation of: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 56.
Negotiations between Federal and Local Govts.: Ques.

(Mr. Baker) 657; explanations (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 1392.

Penitentiary: in Com. of Snp., 756.
Pilote and Pilotage in B.C.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Baker) 205.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 913, 1244.
Squatters on Ry. Reserve, Vancouver Island: M. for

Ret. (Air. Gordon) 382.
Telegraph Lines: in Com. of Sap., 1079, 1199.
Two Creeks Harbor: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 56.

BBEWING AN D I8TILLING MATEBIALs, AmOUNT or: .L
Stmnt. (Mr. Fbster) 78.

BRIDO OVER Rn IVER AT ExrsoN: in Coim. of Sup.,
1158.

BUCKHoRN (ONT.) PIEa Ar: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 890.
BUDGET TEtz: Speech of Finance Minister (8r Leonard

Tilley) 332. [For Deb. See " WATs AND MEANs."]
Building Societies, Permanent, Act Amt. B.

No. 17 (Mr. Williams). 1°, 40; 20, 125.
BuoYs AND BEA0oNs IN LAxK HUouN: M. for Rot. (1r.

Dawson) 79.
BURGEss, JoHN, LEGAL EXPENSES : in Com. of Bnp., 1192.
BURLAND, G. B. & Co., CONTRACTs FOR LITHoGRaING: M.

for copies (Mr. Boss, Middlesex) 556.
BUELINGTON CANAL. See 4lCANALS."
BURPEZ, S. G., CHARGEs AGAINST: M. for Copies of Cor.

(Mr. Irvine) 505.

CABLE EXTENSION FROM BARRINGTON TO CAPE SABLE
ISLAND: Que@. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 107.

CADETS, ROYAL MIrITARY COLLEGE, CoxMIssIoNs IN I.
SERVICE: M. for ROt. (Mr. Weldon) 288.

CAMPBELLTON AND GASPÉ STzM SERVICE: M. for Cor.
(Mr. Fortin) 504.

CANADA AND GERMANY, STEAM CoMMuNIcATIoN BETWEEN:
M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Iranz) 96; in Coin. of
Sap., 953.

CANADA AND SPAIN, TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 547.

CANADA AND THE POSTAL UNION: Que@. (Mr Coursol) 106.
CANADA AND WEsT INDIES AND BRAZIL MAIL SUBSIDY in

Com. of Sup., 952.

CANADA AT INTERNATIONAL FISHERY ExHIBITIoN: Telegram
read (M. Bowell) 1207.

CANADA, BRAZIL, WEST INDIES AND MExico, TRiD Bi-
, TWEEN: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 767.

CANADA CENTRAL RY. AND ToWN oF PEMBaoKE BoNus: E.
for copies of Petitions, &c. (Mr. Blake) 229.

CANADA CENTRAL RY. SUBSIDY. See "CANADIAN PACIIo Rr."
" CANADA GAZE TTE :" in Com. of Sup., 1038; cone., 1120.
CANADA TEMPERANCE Acr, PHysIcIANs CERTIFIcAT»s GRANT.

ED UNDER: M. for Rot. (1r McCranep) 777.
Canadian Consolidated Five Per Cent. Loan B.

No. 21 (Sir Leonard Tilley). Res. prop.,39; in Com.,
53; 1°* of B., 54; 20 and in Com., 81; 30, 102. (46
Vic., c. 3.)

Canadian Electric Light Co.'s B. No. 105 (Mr.
Bergeron). 1°, 547; 2°, 701; in Çom. and 3°*, 871.
(46 Vic., c. 80.)

CANADIAlN EXTRAD1TION ACT: M. for Rot. (Mr. Blake) 42.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. 114 (Mr. Abbott) 1°,

783; 20, 784; in Com., 888; on M. for 3°, Amt. to
recom. (Mr. Sutherland) 888; recoin. and 3°*, 889.
(46 Vie., c. 55.)

CANADIAN PAcIFIo RY. CommissIoN: M. for Stint. of Ex-
penses (Mr. Baie) 41; in Com. of Sup., 1280.
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fllfADIN fPACIFIC RAILWAY:

Allowances to Canadian Mandfatfiers of goods re-
quired by Conpany: M. fbt Ret.(Mr. 'Bla*) 41;

Annual Statement (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. fur Com.
of bup., 957; reply (Mr. Blake) 977; r'elki-g
(AÉ. Pope) 997.

British Côimbia Sections: in Com. of Súp., 998.
Canada deatral Ry. Subèidy: in Coin.r <ifSup., 997.
Comparative Local Froight Rates: Tab!e, 968.
Commission, Sundry Accounts: in Com of Sùp., 40.
Construction and Land Grants in Man.: M. fUt Ret.

(Mr. !?oyal) 903.
contraët 15, and Mr. Whitehead, 1141; conc., 1219.
Contract between Co. and the Noitth American Con-

tracting Co.: M. for copy (Àir. -Btàke) 778.
Contracts laid on Table (Si- Charles Tupper) 1f6.
Contracta A and B, reduction in, thtitigh cha'rgè: M.

for Stmnt. (Mr. Boss, Middlesex) 556.
Dawson Route, Award to Capt. Dick: in Com. of 9up.,

1139; conc., 1214.
Georgian Bay Branch: in Com. of Sup., 1137.
lomesteadasand Preeinption Lands south of Line,

withdrawal of; M. for 0.0., &c. (Mr. utherland,
Selkirk) 525.

In Com. òf Sup., 998, 999, 1137, 1141-1149; conc.,
1214, 1218, 1219.

Leases of other Linos (Credit Valley). See B. 114.
Location and Lands: M. for Maps (Air. Blake) 15, 86.
Monopoly by Co.; M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 107.
North of Lake Superior and East of Current River:

Ques. (Mr. Blake) 502.
Official Memorandum of Co.: M. for copies (Mr. Blake)

107.
Pembina Branch, Gravel claim of D. B. Woodworth:

M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Casey) 90«?, 1034.
Petition from Co. for B., read, 741 (vol. ii.).
Prince Arthur's Landing and Rat Portage: Ques. (2Mr.

Scott) 102b.
Prince Arthur's Landing to Red River: in Com. of

Sup., 998.
Rates and Toils: Remarks (.Mr. Blake) 81.
Red River, West of: in Com. of Sup., 1187.
Rep. in account with Govt.: presented (Sir Leonard

Tilley) 66.
Reps. as to route, progress &c. presented (Sir Charles

Tupper) 66.
Rolling Stock purcbased from Purcell & Co.: in Com.

of Sup., 1149.
Station Accommodation: in Com. of Sup., 999.
Subsidy to Company: in Com. of Sup., 999.
Town of Pembroke Bonus; M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake)

229; inCom. of Sup., 106-5.
CANADÌAN ToBACCo LIcENRED MANUFACTUR£ s : M. for Ret.

(Mr. Gigault) 86.
CANADIAN ToBACCo REGULATioNs : Ques.- (Mr. Borbeau)

-U
CkAADIÀN ToËÂcco: Res. (Mr. Costigan) 574; Deb. (Mr.

Ldurier) 576; (Mr. Bourbeau) 576; (Mr. Landry) 577;
(Mr. liesage) 578; (Mr. Béchard) 578; (31r. Gigault)
579; (Mr. Dugas) 5'9; (Mr. labrosse) i580; (Mr.
Dtpcht) 580; (Mr. .Rinfret) 580; (Mr. Amyot) 581;
(AMr. De St. Georges) 582.

C adian Rapid 'elegraph Co. Incorp. B. Co.
120-from the 'Senate (.Mr. Davies). 1°*, 922; 2°,
943; in Com. and 3°*, 1098. (46 Vic., c. 79.)

CÂNALS:
Beauharnois: Swing Bridge at Valleyfield: in Coin. of

Sup., 1072.
Burlington, Renewal of Piers: in Com. of Sup., 1072.
Carillon Canal, Dam and Slide: in Com. of Sup., 1071.
Chambly, Raising Banks, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1073.
Cornwall: in Com. of Sup., 1070; Enlargement, 1159;

Drain, 1072.
Culbute: in Com. of Sup, 1159, 1245.
Dunn and Page, Messrs., Compensation to: in Com. of

Sup., 1160.
General (Charges on Revenue): in Com. of Sup., 1169.
Grenville, Arbitrator's Award to Contractor: M. for

copy (Mr. Casey) 903; in Com. of Sup., 1072;
loney, Stewart & Co. Award, 1158; cone., 1221.

Lachine: in Com. of Sup., 1068.
Miscellaneous: in Com. of Sup., 1245.
Murray: prop. Routes: M. for copies of Reps. (.Mr.

.Platt) 204; in Com. of Sup., 1071.
Point di3 Cascades and Lake St. Francis: Ques. (Mr.

De Beaujeu) 266.
Repairs, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1077.
Rideau, Repairs, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 1073.
Salaries, &c., Canal Officers: in Com. of Sup., 1078.
Ste. Aune. in CoM. of Sup., 1071.
St. Lawrence River and Canals in Com. of Sup., 1070.
St. Peter's: in Com. of Sup., 1245.
Tay, Construction of Works: in Com. of Sup., 1072.
Trent River Nav. : in Com. of Sup., 1071, 1072; conc.,

1123.
Welland: in Com. of Sup., 1072; Compensation to

Messrs. Dunn and Page, 1160; cleaning out back
ditches, 1072; purchase of steam pump, 1160
Compensation to T. Munroe, 1245.

Williamsburg: in Com. of Sup. (Lock at Rapide Plat)
1070; (Compensation to owners of land), 1159,
1245; conc., 1317.

CAPE BRETON UNDER CONFEDER&TION: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Cameron, lnverness) 412.

CAPE CANSo AND PORT Hoo» MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. Of
Sup., 952.

CAiE GxoRGE (N.S.) BREAKwATER : Quee. (MUr. Mclsaac)
502.

CAPE RACE LIGHT DUES: in Com. of Sup., 1191.
CAPE TRAVERsE RRY. See " PRINCE REDWARD IBLAND."
CAPE TaAVERsE RY.: in Com. of Sap., 1064.
CARAQUEttTE RY., SUBSIDY To CO.: prOp. B0e. (Sir Chartes

Tupper) 152; Res. in Com., 1284. See B. 137.
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OARioLiC AND HEAVY OILs: in Com. on W & f., 672.
VCaDs, PLAYING: in Com. on W. & M., 662.
CARILLON CANAL, DAM AND StIDE. See " CAN.LS.'

CASRIAGE8: in Com. on W. & M., 66?.
Carriers by Land B. No. 14 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°, 38;

20, 124; in Com., 202, 314; rep., 315; M. for consdn.,
415; Amt. as to constitutionality (Mr. Ouirnet) 415;
resmd., 426; deb. asljd., 426; Order to resume allowed
to stand, 558.

CARTIER, SIR GEO. E , WIDOw 0F: in Com. of Sup., 1378.
CARTRIDGE FACTORY, QUEBEC, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYÉS

M. for Ret. (Mr. Boss, Middlesex) 659.
CAsOUMPEC HARBOR: in Com. of Sup., 924.

CASIUALTIES ON INTERCOL. RY.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 129.
CATUDAL, MR. M.: confirmed in Seat on Judge's Rep. on

Controverted Election, 3.
CENsUS: in Com. of Sp, 837.

CENSUS RETURNS, DISTRIBUTION oP: Ques. (Mr. Arnyot) 89;
Males over twonty-one in Electoral Divisions: M. for
Sbmnt. (Mr. Fisher) 104.

Central Bank of Canada Incorp. B. No. 16 (Mr.
Small). 1°*, 4); 20*, 77 ; in Corn,106; 3°*,161. (46
Vic., c. 50.)

GEREALS, DUTIES AND IMPORTS: M. for S{rnnt. (Mr. Gigault)
775.

CEREMONIES AT OPENINU 0F PA!1I.IAMENT. -e IIOUSE OF

CERTIFICATES OF MASTERS AND MATES: Deb. on 2' of B.
(Mr. Weldon) 702; (Mr. McLelan) 703, 707; (Mr.
Cockburn) 703; (Mr. De St. Georges) 704; (Sir Rector
Langevin) 704; (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 705; (Mr.
Mitchell) 705; (Mr. Dawson) 705; (Mr. Gilimor) 705;
(Mr. Lister) 705; (Mr. Baker, Victoria) 706; (Mr.
Platt) 706; (Mr. Landry) 706 ; (Mr. Paint) 707; (Mr.
fortin) 707. See B. 89 (Masters and Mates).

CHAGNON, MR. JUSTICE: Napierville Controverted Election
Rep., 3.

CHAMBLY CANAL. &e " CANALS."
CHANNEL, SHIP, BETWEEN MONTREAL AND QUEBEC. See

"lQuebec."

CHAPLEAU, HON. J.: confirmed in Seat on Judge's Rep. on
Controvertod Election, 3; introd., 1317.

CHARGES AGAINST H. HÉBERT: M. for copies (Mr. Landry)
381.

CHAIES OF MANAGEMENT: in Com. of Sup., 743.
CHARGEs ON REVENUE: in Com. of Sup., 1160, 1169, 1198,

1199, 1222.
"CHARBnIs" CORVETTE: M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Euron)

135..
CHÀAsTITY, OFFENCES AGAINST. See Bs. 7 and 13.
Charitable, Philanthropie and Provident Asso-

citions] B. No. 102 (Mr. Colby). 1°, 497.
CHATHAM AND ESCUMINAC LIGHT'BoUSE TELEGRAPH: QReB.

(Mr. Mitchell) 81.
CHEVRETIÈIE, OCTAVE C. DE LA, DISMISSAL op: M. for

copies of O. C. (Mr. Rinfret) 40.
CHI> JUSTICESH1IP OF QuEEN'S BEN0ÍH, MAN.: M. for Ret.

(Mir. Blake) 60.
8

Chigneety Marine Transport RyOo.'s neorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 51(Kr. Oameron;'Yctore). 1*,
106; 2°, m. 164; 2°, 244; in Com. and 3°* 701.
(46 Tic., c. 60.)

CHILDREN'S CARRIAGES, IMPORTATION OF: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Mcoraney) 777.

CILIREN's CARR1AGEs: in Com. on W. & M., 663.
CHINESE IMMIGRATION INTo B.C.: lIes. (Mr. Shakespeare)

323, 906; Deb. (Mr. Baker) 325, 906; lfr. Wlmr)
326; (Mr. Gord6n) 328, 907; (Mr. Foster) 329 i.
Tupper) 330; (Mr. Homer) 904, 907; (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 905.

Citizens Ins. Co. of Canada B. No. 67 (Mr. Curran).
10*, 140; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 30*, 374.-(46 Vïc.,
c. 81.)

CIVIL GOvERNMENT: in Com. of Sup., 743-752, 1131, 182,
1177, 1235, 1249; conc., 1114.

Civil Service Act (1882) Amt. B. 90-from the
Sonate (Sir Hector Langevin). 1°*, 282; 2° m.931;
20, 933; Ras. prop. and in Com., 933; in Com. on
B., 1035; 30, 1060. (46 Yic., c. 7.)

CIVIL SERVICE BOARD : in CoM. of Sup., 752.

Civil Service Superannuation Acts Consolida-
tion B. No. 91-from the Senate (eir Lemnard Tilley).
1°*, 283; Res. prop., 791; 20 of B. M., 1227; 2°

and in Com., 1234: 3° m., 1363; Amt. to recom.
(Mr. Boss, Middlesex) neg. (Y. 47; N. 100) 13864; 3°,
1364. (46 Vic., c. 8.)

CIVIL SERVICE:
Employés in Depts. charged to Pub. Works: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 86è
Employés in Montreal: M. for Rot. (2fr. Coursol) 78.
Examinations in Ont.: Que. (Mr. Kilvert) 107.

[Sue ''Civil Government " under "SuPPLY."J

Examiters' Rep.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 177.
Supernumeiariy Clerks in Montreal Custorm Hlouse: Nf.

for Rot. (AMr. Curran) 72.
CLAIMS AGAINST THE DoMINIoN BY PaovINcAL GoVERN-

MENTS: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Varae) 266.
CLAIMs or NARCIssE ANDRÉ PELLETIER AND HTEERS: Ques.

(Mr. Casgraii) 1025.1 1
CLERK oF THE CaowN INî CHANoERY: List of Members re-

turned, 1; Writs of Election for ControverterE1Bti6n8,
3; ordered to attend House with Retitrns'ina.eKing's
County (P.E.T.) Election, 40; in attendtnde, 52, m
Com. of Sup., 835.

CLERK OF THE floUSE. See 4lBourinot."

CLosE SEASoN FoR LoBSTER ISHING, REGULATIONS PoR:
M. for O.C., &c. (Mr. Kirk) 659.

COAL DUsT: in Com. on W. & M., 692.
CoAL ENTERED EX-WAREHOUtTE M. for Ret. (Mr. :Burpee,

St. John) 80.
COAL EXPORTS PROX N.S.: M. fir Rot. (M. Burpee, St.

John) 76.
Co.L EXPoRTS ; M. for Rot. (fr, Burpco, St. John) 70,
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INDEX'.
OoAL LANDS IN TUE NoRTH-WEST, SALES AND LEASEs 0Fo:

M. for copies of applications (Mr. Blake) 41.
COAST SERVICE. See "IHaTHousEs."

CoDiFICATIoN op DoMINIoN LAws: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 890.
CoFFIN'S ISLAND (N.S.) Works at : Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 501.
COLOHESTER REEF LIGHTHOUSE: in Com. of Sup., 956.
COLLECTION oF REVENUEs: in Con. of Sup., 1073, 1077,

1078, 1245.
OoLLECTIoN oF SEAMEN's WAGEs: M. to introd. B. (Mr.

O'Brien) wthdn., 53.
COLONTZATION LANDS UNDER PLANS Nos. ONE AND Two.

Ms. for Rets. (.Mr. Charlton) 55; remarks on delay, 557.
"CuLUxEIA," Loss oF THE. See "Inland Shipping Dis-

asters."
COMMERCIAL TREATIES: M. for Rot. (Mr. Blake) 76.
CoMMIssIoN, C.P.R. See "CANADIAN PAmIFIC- RY."
CoMMISSIoNERs, COURT oF RY. See B. 3 ; also "Court."

CoMMISsIONERs TO ADMINISTER OATH, 1.

CoMMissIoN, INTERCOL. RY: in Com. of Sup., 1150, 1244.

COMMITTEES:
Debates, Official Reps. of: Sel. Com. to isupervise, ap.

pointed, 28. See "IDebates."
Inter-provincial Trade: M. for Sel. Com. (Mr. Paint)

113; Comn. appointed, 135.
Library: Sel. Com. to assist Mr. Speaker, 36.
Printing: M. for Joint Com. of both Houses, 38.
Privileges and Eleétions: M. to conc. in Rep. of Com.

on King's County (P.E.I.) Election (Mr. Blanchet)

793 ; Res. cone. in, 826.
Standing Orders: M. for Joint Com. to Revise Rules,

&c. (Ufr. Beaty) 233 ; M. for Mess. to Son., 291.
Steam Communication, P.E I. and Mainland; M. for Sel.

Com. (Mr. Jenkins) 68.

Select Standing: M. for, 4; Com. to prepare lists, 28;
Lists presented, 35 ; conc. in, 36.

COMMONS. See" "oUsE oF CoMMONs."
CoMMUNICATIoN BETWEEN P.E.I. AND MAINLAND. See P.E.I.
COMPARATIVE STATEMENTS o FPREIGHT RATES, 968, 991.
COMPENSATION FOR INJURIES, P.E.1I. Ry.: in Com. of Sup.,

1166.
ÇOMPENSATION TO MEMBERS oF MOUNTED POLICE: in CoM.

ofSup., 1041.
CONCURRENCE. See "SUPPLY."
CONFEDERATION DEBATEs, INDEX To: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

266; (Mr. Landry) 785.
CONFEDERATION, PICTURE To CoMMEMORATE: On M. for Com.

of Sup. (Mr. Laurier) 1171.

CONGRATULATIONs, &c.: Renarks before Prorogation (Mr.

Wright, Mr. Trow, Mr. Brecken, -Mr. Landry) 1396,
1397.

CONSOLIDATED FUND, RECEIPTs AND EXPENDITURE : M. for
Ret. (Mr. Burpee, St. John) 76.

Consolidated Ry. Act Amt. B. No. 15 (Mr. Muloch).
1°, 39.

ÇpsOLIDATED RY. ACT: Ques. (Mr. faloch) 383.

CONTINGENCIEs ; in Com. of Sup. (Departmnental) 750, (ligh
Commissioner) 751, 1177; (Post Oflice and Firance

Depts.) 752, conc., 1114; (Militia) E57; (Privy Council
Office) 1249.

CONTRACTS:
P.O.D.: Carriage of Mails: M. for Copies (Mr. Laurier)

86.
Canadian Pacific, laid on Table (Sir Charles Tupper) 116.
Contract 15, C.P.R.: in Com of Sup., 1141; conc., 1259.
C.P.R. Co. and the North American CoLtIaciing Co.

M. for c'opy (Mr. Blake)778.
Contracts, Public: Fraud in Relation to. See B. 5.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONs ACT, 1874: Ques. (Mr. Dugas) 56.
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONs. Special cases, see respective

Districts; also Il oUsE oF CoMMoNs."
CORDAGE: in Com. on W. & M., 666-671.
CORNWALL CANAL. See "CANALs."

COTTON DUCK: in Com. on W. & M., 663-666.
CoTToNs, PRINTED AND DYED: in Con. on W. & M., 675-

682.
COTTON WooD CANON, B.C.: Ques. (Mr. Reid) 315.

County Court Judges (Ont.) B. No. 123-from the
Senate (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1024; 2°, in

Com. and 3°*, 1386.
COUNTY JAILS AND PENITENTIARIES, REMOVAL oF PRISONERS,

COST or: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 133.
COUNTY JUDGES, CONDUCT OF. See "Bothwell Election."

County Judges, Criminal Court Act Amt. B.
No.Il (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 1°, 38.

COURT OF RY. CoMMIssIONERs: Deb. on 2' of B. (Mr. Me
Carthy) 140; (Sir Charles Tupper) 142; (Mr. Orton)
144; (Mr. Sproule) 144; (Mr. Casgrain) 145; (Mr.
Caneron, Huron) 145; (Mr. Tupper) 146; (Mr. Blake)
147; (1fr. .Mackenzie) 147; (Mr. Iaggart) 147; (Mr.
Mitchell) 148; (Mr..Charlton) 148; (Sir John A. Mac-
donald) 149; Deb. on M. for Com. (Mr. McCarthy)
558; (Mr. Girouard, Jacques Cartier) 563; (Mr. Mc

Callum) 564; (Mr. Casey) 565; (Mr. Orton) 566; (Mr.
White, Renfrew) 567; (Mr. McRNeill) 567; (.Mr. Arm-
strong) 570; (Mr. Fairbank) 571. See B. 3 (Railway
Commissioners),

Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. N o. 22 (Mir.
Desjardins). 1°*, 56; 2°*, 77; in Corn., 161, 261; M. for
30, 215; Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 215; Ant. Lo Amt.

to recom. (Mr. Boude) 218; ruled out of Order (Mr,
Speaker) 219; Amt. to Ant. (Mr. Orton) neg. (Y. 18,
N. 144) 219; Ant. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) neg. on a div.,
220; 3° m., Amt.6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 307; Amt. to

Ant. to recom. (MIr. Ouimet) 310; recon., 369; on M.
for °, Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) neg. (Y. 35, N. 145)

370; 30*, 371. (4j- Vic., c. 85.)

Credit Valley Ry. Co.'s. Act Amt. B. No. 50
(Mr. Cameron, Victoria). 1°*, 106; 2°, 164; in Com.
and 3°*, 471; Sen. Amts. 1098. (46 Vic., c. 57.)

Crimes of Violence Act Continuation in Force
B. No. 133 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°, 1310; 2°
in Com. and3°*, 1366. (46 ic., c. 33.)
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CRIMMIAL CASIS, DJAW OP EVIDENCE iN. Sée B. 4.
Crimina. Cases, Procedure in before Justices of

the Peace, Act Amt. B. 12 (Mr. Robertson, Uamil-
ton). 1°*, 38. .

Criminal Evidence before Foreign Tribunals
Provision B. No. 125-from the Senate (Sir John
4. Macdonald). 1°*, 1024; 2°, in Com. and 30*, 1338.
(46 Vic., c. 35.)

Criminal Law Amt. (Offences against the Per-
son) Adultery, Seduction &c. B. No. 13 (Mr.*
Charlton). 10, 38;2°, and ref. to Sol. Coni. 123; M. for,
Com, 220; B. in Com., 222; Order for conedn. read,
283; Amt. to recom. (Mr. Chariton) carried (Y. 91, N.
73) 286; in Com., 286; M. for consdn., 286; deb. adjd.
287; M. to recom. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria) carried (Y,
73, N. 61) 307; in Com., 313; rep., 314; 3°*, 315.

Criminal Law. Amt. (Offences against the Fer-
son) Incest, punishment of, B. No. 7 (Mr.
Cameron, Huron). 10*, 32; 2°, 87; in Com., 116; Amt.
to rocom. (Mr. Ives) 195; carried and in Com., 200;
Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Bossé) neg. (Y. 67, N. 10 1) 201;
30*, 302.

CRIMINAL LAWs CONSOLIDATION: Ques. (Afr, Richey) 78.
Criminal Law Amt. (Procedure in Criminal

Cases) B. No 2 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°, 29; 2° and ref.
to Sel. Com., 87. Incorp. with B. (No. 6.)

Criminal Law Amt. (Procedure in Criminal
Cases) prosecution of Corportions, B. No.
83 (Mr. Weldon). 10*, 204; 2° and in Com., 322;
30*, 383. (46 Tic., c. 34).

Criminal Law (Wife Beating) Amt. B. No. 811
(Mr. Wood, Brockville). 1°*, 161; 2° and ref. to Sol.
Com., 287.

CUmNAL STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 837.
Cruelty to Animals Acts Amt. B. No. 25 (Mr.

Richey). 1°*, 56; 2° m., 225; 2°* and ref. to Sel.
Con., 229; B. in Com., 781; 3°*, 903.

CULTUTE CANAL. See "CANALS."

Cumberland Coal and Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Bill No.
71 (Mr. Colby). 10*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and
30*, 607. (46 Vic., c. 77.)-

Customs, Tariffs of Duties of, Act Amt. B. No.
119 (Sir Leonard Tilley). 1°*, 1251; 20*, in Com.
and 30*, 1336. (46 Vic., c. 13.)

CUSTOM HousE, MONTREAL, ACCIDENT AT: - Ques. (Mr.
White, Cardwelt) 126.

CUSTOMS:
Agrieiltural Implements, Duties o-. M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. Blake) 502.
Brandon as a Port of Entry: Ques. (Mr. Sutherland,

Selkirk) 166.
Coal entere:1 ex-Warehouse, &c.: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Burpee, St. John) 80.
Drawbacks, Claims for: M. for Ret. (MI. Paterson,

Brant) 66; on M. (Sir Charles Tupper) for Com. of
Sap., 1129; on 2° Supply R, 1388-1390.

CUSTOMS-Con.
Duffrin Bridge, Remission of Duty on Iron imported

for: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Casey) 897.
Dustan, Mr., Claim of, for Remission of Duty on Machi.

nery: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 659.
Duties on Articles imported by 0. P. Ry. Go.: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. White, Cardwell) 659.
Frauds upon t M. for Rot. (Mr. Blake) 42.
Imp>rts and Duties on Coreals: M. for Stmat. (1r.

Gigault) 775.
Imports and Exports: M. for Ret. (Mr. Burpea, St

John) 76.
Insuring Goods in Bond: Ques. (Mr. Coursol) 204.
Laws and Regulations and U.S. National Distillera'

Association: M. for Cor. (Mr. Kirk) 507.
Liquors, Distilled and Fermented, Imported: M. fbr

Stmnt. (Mr. Foster) 78.
Outside Service: in Com. of Sup., 1000,1198; cono., 1226.
Preventive Officer at Woodstock: Ques.(IMr. Irvine) 289.
Refund of Duties at Port*of Toronto; M. for Rot. (Mr.

McMullen) 660.
Regina as a Port of Entry: Ques. (Ar. Orton) 265.
Seizures: M. for Stant. (Mr. Blake) 41.
Selkirk as a Port of Entry: Ques. (Mr. Ross, Selkirk) 315.
Shipbuilding Materials, Claims for Drawbacks on: M.

for Ret., 76.
Sugar, Claims for Drawbacks on: M. for Ret. (3fr.

Burpee, St. John) 80.
Tea, Difforential Duty on: Ques. (Mr. Gunn) 412.
Trade and Navigation Tables; presented (Mr. Bowell) 36.

Customs Acts Consolidation B. No. 34 (Mr.
Bowell). Res. prop., 100; Res. in Com., 101; 1°* of B.,
102; 2°*, 546; in Com., 587, 694, 702; 30*, 702;
Sen. Amts. cone. in, 1037. (46 Vie., c. 12.)

CUsToMs, DEPT. oF: in Coin. of Sup., 741, 1131.
OUsTOMS, Man.: conc., 1226.
CUsTOMS, OUTSIDE SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 1000; conc.,

1226.

DALHOUSIE BRANCH INTERCOL. RY. : in Com. of Sap., 124t
DAmoUR, DAVID, DIsMIs IL or: M. for copies of 0.0. (Mr.

'Laurier) 903.
DAUPHENÉE, JAMEs, CLAIms oF: M. for copies of Petitions

(Mr. Keefler) 781.
DARTMOUTII BRANCH, INTERCOL. RY.: in Com. of Sup., 1380.
Davis and Lawrence Manufacturing Co.'s In-

corp. B. No. 79 (Mr. Curran). 10*, 161; 2°*, 245;
in Com. and 3°*, 631. (46 ic, c. 90.)

DEBATE, ADJoURNMENT OF, VERBAL MoTIoNs: praCtice

(Mr. Speaker) 1369.
DEBATI, PERSONAL AND INSULTING ALLUSIONS IN: checked

(Mr. Speaker) 71, 519, 520. 949,950, 1367.
DEBATES, CoNFEDERATION, INDEX To :Ques. (Mr. A»Wot)

266; (Mr. Landry) 785.
DznATie, OFFICIAL REPORTING of7: Com. to supervie ap.

pointed, 28; First Rep. of Com., presented, 98; M,

lix
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to conc.in Rep., 204; French Reporting Staff (Mfr.
Landry, 4c.) 415; M. to conc. in Second Rop., 497 : M.
for copieqontaining Deb. on N. P. (fr. Curran) 502;
Third Rèp., 593; attention of Ils. called to an omis-
lion (fMr. Casgra'n) 693 ; Fourth Rep., 860 ; F ifth
Rep., 93t ; M. to conc. in, 1134; Sixth Rep., 1310;
in Com. of Sup., 763.

DEEPENING OF CHANNEL IBETWEEN MONTRE AL AND QUEBEC:
Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Desjardins) 785 ; M. for copies of

Cor. (1r. Rinfret) 903 ; Ques. (kfr. Desjardins) 1246,
125f See B.142.

DEXERs, L. J., PRINTING EVIDENCE CANADIAN PACIF1 IRY.

COMMISSION: conc., 1279.

DEPARTKENTAL EMPLOYÉS, SALARIES CHARGED TO PUBLIC
WoRKs: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 86.

DEPARTMNTS, PUBLIC. See "SUPPLY;" also reSpective Depts.
DEPARTMENTAL REPs., COMPILATIONOF : prop. Res. (Mr. Boss,

Middlesex) 298.
DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS. See " REPoRTs PRESENTED."
DEpuTY GIoVERNoR. See "lRitcbie."
DICK, CAPT., A.RBITRATOR'S AWARD TO : in Com. of Sup.,

1139; conc., 1214.
DIGBY PIER (N.8.) WiHRFAGE DUEs: M. for Strit. (Mr.

Vail) 525.
DILLON, J., YEAR's SALARY TO: in Com. of Sup., 1236.

DI)nE, O., SERVICES OF: in Com. of Sup., 1184.

Discharge of Past Insolvents B. No. 8 (Mr.

DiS "L QY J, «D. MCMILLAN: M. for Cor. (Mr. Scriver) 77.
DIspuTEXTERRIToRY,TIMBER A»DMINING PERMITs IN: M. for,

copie of Cor. (Mr. Jacksn) 232; (Mr. 3McCraney) 777.
DISTILLED AND FERMENTED LIQUORS, CONSUMPTION OF,

&c.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Fostèr) 78.
DIVISIONS:

Adultery, Seduction, &c., Punishment of, B 13 (Mr.
Charlton).: on M. to receive Rep. ot Com., M. to
recom. (Mr. Charlton) 283, carried (Y. 91, N. 73)
286; Amt. to reco.n. (Mr. Cameron, Victoria)
carried (Y. 73, N. 61)

Consolidated Railway Act (1879) Amt B. 127 (Sir
Charles Tupper) : on M. for 3°, Amt. to recoin.
(Mr. Blake) neg. (Y. 42, N. 78) 1317.

Crédit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 22 (Mr. Desjardins>:
on M. for 3>, Amt, 6 m. h. (Mr. Auger) 215à; Amt.

to Amt. to recom., to change the words from

eight to seven per cent. (Mr. Orton) neg. (Y. 18,
N. 144) 218; Amt. 6 m. h.·(Mr. Auger) 370; neg.
(Y. 35, N. 145) 370.

Criminal Law Amt. (QOfences against the Person) B. 1
(Mr. Caneron, Huron): on M. to receive Rep. of
Com of W., Amt. to recom., that trials shall be
private, &o. (Mr. Ives) 195; agreed to, recom. and

1 ep., 200; Amt. 6 m. h. (4r. Bossé) neg. (Y. 67, N.
101) 201; M. to receive Rep. ofCom. (Mr. tameron,
Buron) carried on a div., 202.

DIVISLONS- Con.
Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald): on M. for 3°, Amt. to sub-section 1,
section 24 (Mr. Charlton) 940, neg. (Y. 49, N.
101) 951.

Fraud in Public Contracts, Prevention of, B. 5 (1fr. Cas-
grain): on M. for 30, Amt. to recom. (Mr. Ross,
Middlesex) 302, neg. (Y. 49, N. 90) 306.

Intoxicating Liquore, Sale of.: Res. for Sp. Com. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) 234; carried (Y. 111, N. 63)
253; B. 132, on M. for b°, Amt. (Mr. Ouimet) 1364,
carried (Y. 148, N. 1) 1365; Amt. (Mr. Ross, Mid-
diesex) neg. (Y. 66, N. 79) 1366, Amt. (.Mr. Blake)
1366, neg. (Y. 46, N. 105) 1371; Amt. (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 1371, carried (Y. 88, N. 63) 1372; Atmt,
(Mr. Baker, Victoria) neg. (Y. 40, N. 95) 1372;
Amt. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1373, neg. (Y. 58, N.
80) 1374; Amt. (Mr. Fleming) neg. (Y. 43, N. 90)
1373.

King's County (P.E.J.) Election: M. declaring that Mr.
J. E. Robertson being second bighest at the poll
ho ought to have been returned, &c. (Mr. Cam.
eron, Buron) 92; Amt. to ref..to Com. on Priv.
and Elec. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 151; Amt.
to Amt., that this House declares that J. E. Rob-
ertson should have been returneh &c (Mr Mac.
kenzie) 175 ; neg, (Y. 60, .. 118) 65; Amt. (Sir
John A. Macdonald) carried on same div.

King's County (P.E.I.) Election: M. to conc. in Rep. of
Com. on Priv. and Elec.(k/r. Blanchet) ,*l3;
Amt. (Mr. Weldon) 800; Amt. to Amt. .(Mr.
Cameron, Buron) 806, neg. (Y. 64, N. 108) 825;
Anmt. (Mr. WeldonI) neg. on sane div.; Amt,
(Mr. Davies) neg. (Y. 66. N. 108) 828; M. to
conc. in Rep. of Com. (Mr. Blanchet) carried (Y.
107, N. 66) 826.

Loyal Orange Association, B. 87 (Mr. White, Hastings)
on M. to appoint day for 20, Amt. 6 m. h. (»r.
Coursol) 254, neg. (Y. 89, N. 94) 260 ; 20 m.,
632; Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr. Curran) 637, agreed to
(Y. 106, N. 70) 657.

Procedure, Question of, Criminal Law Amts. Bs. 6,2,4, and
30 : M. to appoint day for further consdn. (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) 331, nog. (Y. 77, N. 101) 332,

Superannuation (Civil Service) Acts Ant. B. 91 (Sir
Leonard Tilley) : on M. for. 30, Amt. to .aboliah-
present system (Mr. lioss, Middlesex) neg. (Y. 47,
N. 100) 1364.

Tarif Alterations : M. for copios of letters, memorials,
&c. (Mr. Blake) 347, neg. (Y. 65, N. 115) 555.

DoMmioN BAiLIFFs, APPOINTMENT OF: M. for Ret. (ifr.
Casey) 133.

Dominion Elections Act (1874) Amt. B. No. 85
(Mr. Bolduc).1°, 233; 2°, 903; in Com., 903, 1034; 30*,
1034. (46 Tic., c. 4.)
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DoMINIoN ELECTION EXPENSES: M. for Ret. (Mr McCraney)

-383.
D6ÈINION ExHInITION: in COM. Of Sup., 810.
Dominion Lands Acts Amt. B. No. 45 (Sir John A.

Macdonald). 1°, 98; 20*, 546; M. for Com., 860; in
COin., 873, 935; 3° ín.>, 936; Amt. (Mr. Charlton)
940; deb. resmd., 943; Amt. neg. (Y."49, N. 101) 951;
30*, 951; Son. Amte., 1310. (46 Vic., c. 17.)

DOMINION LANDS: Deb. on B. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
860, 873, 940 ; (Mr. Charlton) 864, 936, Amt., 940, 950;
(Mr. Sutherland) 865; (Mr. Royal) 866; (Mr. Orton)
868; (Mr. Watson) 869; (M. Ross, Lisgar)370; (Mr.
Scott) 872; (Mr. Sproule) 947; (Mr. Bergin) 948;
(Mr. Rykert) 951 ; Amt. (Mr. Charlton) neg. (Y. 49, N.
101) 951. See B. 45.

DOMINION LANDS: in Com. Of Sup., Il111, 1113, 1199, 13 0.
DOMINION LANDs. See "PUBLIC LANDS."
DOMINION LAWS, CODIFICATION OF: Quoi. (Mr. Landry) 890.
Dominion Phosphate and Xining Co.'s Incorp.

B. No. 49 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria). 10*, 106; 2°*,
165; in Com., 373; 3°*, 374; Son. A mts. conc. in, 804.
(46 Vic., c. 91.)

DOMINION POLICE EXPENDITUIRE: Stmni. presented (Sir
Heetor Langevin) 40; in Com. of Sup., 7ò3, 1192; conc.
1126.

DOMINION PIERS IN P.E.I.: QuoS. (Mr. Davies) 1249.

Dominion Ry. Trust and Construction Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 41 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 89; 20*,
161; in Coim., and 3°*,149. (46 Vic., c. 75.)

DoMINION' STATUTES, CONSOLIDATION OFo, EXPENDITURE IN

CONNECTION WITH: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 57; in
Com of Sup., 1640, 1878; cone-. 1387.

DOMINION STE .MERS. Se ' Govrnmen t Steamers."

DOMINION, TiE, PERSONS ENTERING, LEAVING AND SETTLING:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake), 295.
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in COm. of Sup., 755.
DRAWBACKS, CLAIMS FOR: M. for Ret. (Mr. Paterson,

Brant) 66.
DRawBAcKS: on M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Paterson, Brant)

1129 ; on M. for 2° Supply B., 1388.

DRAWBACKS : SHIPBUILDING, SUGAR, &C. See 4lCUSTOMS."

DREDGING: in COM. of Sup., 929.
DRMES OR COSTUME CLOTHS: in CoM. On W. & M., 68.
DRIIE> FRUITS: in Com. on W. & M., 671.
DIILL INSTRUCTION AND DRILL PAY: in Com. of Sup., 855.
DRILL SHED AT IONA: M. for copy of Contract (Mr. Casey)

133.
DRILL SHED AT ST. THomAs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 132.
C DamD." See "Government Steamers."
Dar DxcK AND ISLAND Rr. (B.C.) PROGaESS OF NEGOTIA-

TIONS: Ques. (Mr. Baker) 657; explanation (Sir John
A. -Macdonald) 1392.

DIUOKETT, MUs. ED., GaATUITY TO: in COM. of Sap., 1134.

DUCK ISLANDS, SALE oF: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake)
660.

DuFFzIN BRIDGE, REMI8SION oF DuTY ON IRON IMPORTED

FoR: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Casey) 897.

DUNN AND PAGE, MESSRS., COMPENSATION TO: in COM. of
Supply, 1160.

DURHAM AND WALKERTON MAIL ROUTE: M. for Ret. (Air.
Landerkin) 86.

DUSTAN, MR., CLAIM OF, FOR REMISSION oF DuTIEs ON

MAoHINERY: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 659.
DUTIES ON AGIUCULTURAL IMPLEMENTS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Blake) 502.
DUTIES ON ARTICLES IMPORTED BY C.P.R.00.: M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. White, Cardwell) 659.
DUTIES ON SALT: M, for copies of Cor. (Mr. Wheler) 232..
DUTY, ABOLITION OF, ON GRAIN, FLOUR AND CoAL: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Burpee, St. John) 80.
DUTY ON 1HEMLOoK BARK: Ques. (Mr. Bolduc) 1025.
DUTY ON SPRUCE LoGs: Que8. (Mr. Boduc) 1025.

DUTy.oN LAND PIASTER: Ques. (Mr. Wheler) 376.
DUVAL, GEo., PURCHASE oF BooKs Faom: in Com. of Sup.

1133.

EASTER, ADJOURNMENT FOR: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)
281; remarks, 289.

Edmonton and Peace River Ry. and Nav. Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 56 (Mr. Dawson). 1°*, 129; 20*,
165.

EDMUNSTON TO RIVIÈRE Du Loup RY.. Ques. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 41.

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. See Il OUSE 0F COMMONs."
ELECTIONS, CONTROVERTED, -ACT,1874: Quee. (2,, DugaB) 46.
ELECTIONS, GENERAL (1882) NUMBER OF VOTES POLLED AT:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 56.

ELECTIONS, GENERAL (1882) RETURNING OFFICERS: M. for

List (Mr. Blake) 57.
ELECTIONS. Sce "CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS."

ELECTORAL DIvISIoNs IN MAN.: M. for Ret.( Mr. Farrow) 659.
ELECTORAL DIVISIONS, MALES OVER TWENTY-ONE IN, ACCORD-

ING TO CENSUS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. FMsher) 104.

Electoral Franchise B. No. 107 (&r John A. Mac-
donald.) 1°, 593; wthdn., 1387.

ILGIN STATION DEPOT. See INTERCOLONIAL RY."
ELMIRA AND HARMONY STATION RY. SURVEYS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. McIntyre) 115.
ELM LOGS, EXPORT DUTY ON: Ques. (Afr. Smyth) 889.
EMIGRANTS ENTERING, LEAVING AND SETTLING IN MAN.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 295.
EMIGRANT SHEDS AND IMPROVEMENTS AT REGINA: QU8.

(Mr. Orton) 262.
EMPLOYÉS. Seo "CIVIL SERVICE."
EMPLOYMENT OF SHORTHAND WRITER : M. (Mr. Rackett) 129.
ENGLAND'S COMMERCIAL POLICY: On M. for COM. Of Sup.

(Mr. MefIeill) 1084.
ENGLISH ARTISTS Vs. CANADIAN: in Com. of Sup., 762.
ENGIISHMEN As FOREI0NERS: in Com. of Sup., 761,
Equitable Distribution of Insolvents' Estates

B. No. 9 (Mr. Beaty). 1°, 35.
EoAPE OF J'UvEzILz OFFENDERs: Ques. (Mr. Rickey) 78
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RSQUIMALT AND NANAIMo RY.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Gordon)

301. See "BRITIsH COLUMBIA."

ESTIMATES, THE : Ques. (Mr. Blake) 281; Mess. from His
Er. transmitting same for 1883-84, 288; ref. to Oom.
of Sup., 288; Suppl. Est., 1882-83, 999; Suppl. Est.,
1883-84, 1207; Farther Suppl. Est., 1883-84, 1363.
See IlSUPPLY."

European, American, Canadian and Asiatic
Cable Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B. No. 118 (Mr.
Colby). 1°* and 2°*, 828; in Com. and 3*, 943. (46 Vic.,
c. 78.)

EVIDENCE, AFFIRMATION. See B. 95.
Evidence in Criminal Matters pending in

Courts in Her Majesty's Dominions provi-
sion B. No. 125-from the Senate (Sir John A. Mac.

l) 1°*, 1024; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1338. (46
Vic., c. 35.)

Evidence, Law of, in Criminal Cases Act Amt.
B. No. 4 (Mr. Robertson, .amilton). 1°, 32; 2°* and
ref. to Sel. Com., 93. Incorp. with (No. 6).

EVIDENCE, UNSTAMPED NOTES, IN. See B. 78.
EXÂXINATION OF MAsTERS AND MATES. See "lMasters and

Mates;" also "Certificates."

EXAMINATIONS, CIVIL SERVICE, IN ONT.: Ques. (Mr. Kil-
vert) 107.

EXOHANGE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS : romarks on M. to
conc. in Sixth Rep. of Printing Com., 784.

ECISE : in COm. of Su'p., 1020, 1198, 1249, 1383; cone.,
1117, 1317.

Ex-LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR OF MAN., OCCUPATION OF: in
Com. of Sup., 1243.

EXPEDITION TO JAMES' BAY: Ques. (Mr. Charlton) 1136.
EXPENDITURE ON RYS. AND CANALS IN ALL THE PROVINCES:

M, for Stmnt, (Mr. Carmeron, Inverness) 412.
EXrENDITUIRE ON TELEoRAMS, PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.' M. for

Stmnt. (Ar. Blake) 84.
EXPENsEs oF DOMINION ELECTIONS: M.

McUraney) 383.
EXPENSES OF MINISTERS IN ENGLAND: M.

Somerville, Brant) 381.
Prpiring Laws Continuation B,

A . Macdonald). 1, 1310; 2°, in Com.
(46 Vic., c. 33.)

for Rot. (Mr.

for Rot. (Mr.

133 (Sir John
and 30*, 1366.

EXPORT DUTY ON ELM LoOs: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 889.
ExPoRT DUTY OF REMLOCK BARK: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 78.
EXPORT DUTY ON -SPRUCE LoGs: Res. (Mr. Ives) 207.
EXPROPRIATION oF LANDS IN ST. JOHN FOR INTERCOL. RY.:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Welden) 106.
EXTaADITION ACT: M. for-Ret. (Mr. Blake) 42.

FABRE, HiloN. H., APPOINTMENT OF: M. for Cor. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 84; in Com. of Sup., 1186, 1379.

FACToRY CommissION: in Com. of Sup., 1197.

Factories (Offences against Persons) definition
B. No. 117 (Sir Leonard Tdley). 1°, 827; wthdn., 1386.

Parmer's Bank of Rustico Continuation Act
B. No. 28 (Mr. Davies). 1°*, 67; 2°*, 77; in Com.
and 3'*, 501. (46 V-ic., c. 49.)

FARNIIAM AND GUILLAUME MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr.
Dupont) 125.

Federal Life Assurance Co.'s Incorp. B. No.
35 (Mr. Kilvert). 1°*, -88.

Felonies and Misdemeanors, Speedy Trial of
Persons charged with, B. No. 86 (Mr. Robert-
son, Eamtilton). 1°, 9233.

FERRY BoATS AT TEmiINus oF NORTH SHORE RY.: Ques.

(Mr. Landry) 35, 376.
FERTILIZERS, AGRICULTURAL, FRAUD IN: M. for Com. of W.

on Res. (Mr. Massue) 116; M. for Sol. Com., 207.
FEVER CONTRACTED -WHILE IN MILITIA CAMPS : in Com. on

Militia B., 585; in Com. of Sup., 855.
FINANCE AND PosT OFFICE DEPTS. CONTINGENCIES: conc.,

1114.
FINANCE AND TREAsURY BOARD: in Com. of Sup., 746, 1235.
Fisheries Act Amendment B. No. 101 (Mr.

McLelan). Res. in Com. and 1° of B., 526; 2°*, 860;
in Com., 1200; 3°*, 1207; Son. Amts. 1383.

FISEHERIES:
Bounty, Amount paid out of appropriation: M. for

Rot. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 129; Augmenta-
tion of: Ques. (Mur. Fortin) 1025; Services in con-
nection with: conc., 1224-1226.

Canada at International Exhibition: Telegram read
((Mr. Bowell) 1207; in Com. of Sup., 1191.

Dismissal of J. D. MeMillan as Fishery Overseor: M.
for Cor. (1Mr. Scriver) 76.

Fishing in Inland Waters: Quos. (Mr. ,Mitchell) 82.
Fishing inspector for N.B. and Dept- :M., for Re.

(Mr. Weldon), 660.
Georgian Bay and Lake Huron Fisheries, Protection

of: 9. for copies of Cor. (31r. O'Brien) 657.
Inspectors' Instructions: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon)

129.
Leases or Licenses to fish in N.B.: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Weldon) 287; Res. (.Mr. McLelan) 526, See B.
101.

Lobster Fishing, Close Season for: M. for copies of
O.C. (Mr. Kirk) 659.

Rep. of Dept.: presen ted (Mr. McLelan) 66.
Smelt Fishery of Miramichi, Claim of ex-Overseer

Perley: M. for Rot. (1Mr. Weldon) 660.
Salaries, &c., Overseers ard Wardens: in Com. of Sup.,

1010, 1186; cone., 1116, 1223.
FISHER, JUDGE, WIDOW OF: in Com. of SUp., 1236;

further explanation, 1387.
Fishing by Foreign Vessels Act Extension to

B.C. B. 143 (Mr. Bowell). 1°, 2°*, in Com. and 30*

1363. (46 Vic., c. 27.)
FIVE PER CENT. LOAN, CONSOLIDATED. See B. 21.

FLEsIIERTON AND YANDELEUR MAIL SERVICE : Ques. (Mr.
Landerkin) 547.

FLORENCEVILLE (N.B.) POSTMASTER, CHARGES A GAINST:

M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. irvine) 505.
FOOD, ADULTERATION OF: IRep. presented (Mr. Costigan)

36; in Com. of Sup., 1113.
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Foo WHISTLE AT SHELBURNE ILARRoR (N.S.): Ques..(Mr.

Robertson, Shelburne) 107.
FoIRIGNsRs.EEKING INCORPOR&TIOX : Petitions from, 138.
FOREIGN FIsHING VESSELS. See IlFishing.
FOREIGN TRIBUNALS, EVIDENCE BEFORE. See "Evidence."
FORT DUFFERIN, ST. JOHN, N. B.: in Com. of Sup., 1184,

1245.
Foar OSBORNE PARX, GRANT OR LEAsE OF LANDS FOR: M.

for Cor. (Mr. Scott) 1034.
FoSTER, Mr. G. E.: Election doclared null and void on

Judge's Rep. on Controverted Election Petition, 3.
FRANCE AND QUEBEC MAIL SUBSIDY: in COM. of Sup., 952.
Fraud in Relation to Contracts B. No. 5 (Mfr.

Casgrain). 1°,;32; 2°, 93; ref. to Sel. Com., 102; B. in
Com., 287; on M. for 30, Amt., to recom. (Mr. Boss,
Middlesex) 302; neg. (Y. 49, N. 90) 306; 30*, 306.
(46 Vic., c.. 5.)

FREE DELIVERY OF NEWSPAPERS: Ques. (Mr. Wheler) 890.
FREIGHT SHEDS, &C., INTERCOL. RY., ST. JOHN, N.B.: M. for

Rot. (Mr Weldon) 106.
FRENCH CANADIAN RIGHTS AND PRIVILEGES: Remarks

(Mr. Tassé) on tho Address, 28.
FRENOH TRANSLATION OF REP. OF SEL. COM. ON NATIONAL

PoLITy: Ques. (Mr. Vanasse) 89.
FRONTENAC TERRACE (QUE.): M. for Rot. (Me. Amyot) 54.

FRUITS, DRIED: in Com. on W. & M., 671.
" FULGER," STEAMER, AND MURRAY BAY AND RIVER OUELLE

WINrER SERVICE: M. for Cor. (Mr. B(ondeau) 106.
FURNITURE: in Com. on W. & M., 671.

GALT, SIR ALEXANDER, RESIGNATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Blake)

266; INSTRUCTIONS TO: M. for Rot. (Mr. Paterson,

Bra ') 5.-. Sec "IlHigh Commissioner."
GASPÉ AND CAMP.BELLTON STEAM SERVICE: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Fortin) 504.
GATINEAU VALLEY RY., SUBSIDY TO CO.: prOp. ReS. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1284. Sec B. 137.
GENERAL INSPECTION ACT. See "Inspection."
GENERAL ELECTIONS AND DEFEATED EX-MINISTERS: re-

marks (Mr. ffawkins) 524.

"GENII," MASTER oF, AND DEPT. OF MARINE: M. for copie
of Cor. (Mr. Casgrain) 380.

GEoF'FRIoN, MoN. F.: confirmed in Seat on Judge's Rep. on

Controverted Election, 3.

GEOGRAPHICAL SOCIETY, QUEECa: in Com. of Sup., 1378.
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY: in Com. of Sap., 1088.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF VANCOUVER ISLAND: Ques..(Mr.

Gordon) 376.
GEOLoGICAL SURVEY REPS. 0F INVERNESS, RICHMOND AND

VICTORIA COUNTIEs, N.S.: M. for copies (Afr. Cameron,
Inverness) 779.

GEORGIAN BAY BRANCH RY. Se6 4lCANADIAN PACIFIC RY."
GEoRGIAN BAY, fIsAsTEns ON: M. for Rot. (Mr. Dawson) 29.

GEORGIAN BAY FIsHERIEs, PROTECTION OF THE: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. O'Brien) 657.
GERMAN IMMIGRATION: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Kranz)

96; carried, 104,

11MUaANY AND CANADA, STrEAM CommuNIcATIoN BTWEEN:

M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Kranz) 96; in Com of Sup.,
953. -

GiaoURw, MR. D.: confirmed in Seat on Judge's Rep. on
Controverted Election, 4.

GLAZED AND UNGLAZED PIPES: in Com. on W. & M., 071.
" GLENDON." See "GOVERNMENT STEAMERS."

GLEN EDEN AND MOUNT FOREST MAIL SERVICE : QUeS. (Mr.
Landerkin) 547.

GOOSE ISLAND LIGHTHoUSE: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 166.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS: M. to take in Thuredays, 412;

Wednesdaysa, 596; Mondays, 1136.
GovERNMENT, MEMBERS OF, EXPENSES TO ENGLAND: M.

for Rot. (Mr. Soncrville, Brant) 381.
GOVEINMENT STEAMERS:

Northern Light. See "PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND."

Glendon, Steamer to replace: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon)
106.

Newfield and wrecked -Moravian: M. for Cor. (Mr.
Forbes) 301; Ques. 1025.

2hpoleon III, Druid, NVewfield, Sir James Douglas,
Northern Light and La Canadienne: in Com. of

Sup., 953.
GOVERNOR, DEPUTY: Summoning Commons to Sonate, 1.

GOVERNOR GENERAL:
Address on Departure: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald)

1384; sec. (Mr. Blake) 1384.
Speeeb from the Throne on Opening of Parliament, 3;

reply to Address in answer to, 77.
Speech from the Throne proroguing Parliament, 1399.
Summoning Commons to Senate, 3,1397.
Visit to British Columbia: in Com. of Sup., 1191.

GOVERNOR GENEILAL'S SECRETARY's OFfICE: in Com. Of Sup.,
743, 1235.

GOVERNOR GENERAL, SUCCESSOR TO: M. for Cor. (Mr. Re-
son) wthdn., 65.

Graduates, Royal Mil. College, admission to
profession of D.L.S. B. No. 33 (Mr. Casgrain)
1°*, 77; wthdn., 1034.

Grafton Harbor Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B. No.
42 (AIr. Guillett). 1°*, 89; 2°*, 106; in Com., 471;
30*, 557. (46 Vic., c. 93.)

GRAIN AND PRODUCTS OF GRAIN, DUTIES AND IMPORTS: M.
for Stmnt. (Mr. Gigault) 775.

GRAIN, FLOUR AND COAL DuTY. See "CUSTOMS."
GRAND TRUNK AND NORTH SHORE RYs.: Petition for B. pre-

sented (Mr. Colby) 630; M. to suspend 51st Rule, 692.
GRAND TRUNK, GEORGIAN BAY AND LAKE ERIE RY. Bi-

DAILY MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Landerhin) 781.
GRAND TRUNK RY. AND THE PURCHASING oF BONDS, &C., or

OTHER OAN. ROADS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 232.

Grand Trunk Ry. Co.'sAuthorization B. No.113
(Mr. Colbp). 10, 692; 20, 693; in Com., 803; recom.
and 30, 888. (46 Vic., c. 54.)

GRAND TIRUNK RY. Co.'s SALE OF THE RIVItRE Du Loup
BRANCH: M. for Ret. (Mr. Mitchell) 22.
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lxiv INDEX.
GRAND TRuNK Ry. Co.'s RETURNS OF ACCIDENTS OR CASUAI-

TIES: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 166, 204, 232.
Grange Trust (limited) Incorp. B. No. 44 (Mr.

White, Cardwell). 1°*, 98; 2°*9, 138; in Com. and b°,
701. (46 ic, c. 86.)

GRAVENHURST TO CALLANDER RY. SUBSIDY: prop. Res.
(SirCharles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1290; Deb.
(Mr. Dawson) 1290; (Mr. White, Renfrew) 1291; (Aïr.
Blake) 1291; (Mr. McCarthy) 1292; (Mr. Dundas)
1292; (Mr. Poster) 1292. See B. 137.

GRAVEL CLAIM OF D. B. WooDWoRTH: M. for copies of
Cor. (Mr. Casey) 902; 1034.

GRAVING DOCK, QUEBEC. See B. 129.
GREAT AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN SHORT LINE LINE RY.,

SUBSIDY TO Co.: prop. Res, (Sir Charles Tupper) 12521
Res. in Com., 1284; Deb. (Mr. Blake) 1284, 1285;
(Sir Charles Tupper) 1284-128û; (Mr. Tail) 1285,
1288; (Mr. Casey) 1285; (Mr. Fairbank) 1286; (Mr.
Woodworth) 1286; (Mr. Irvine) 1287; (.Mr. Wright)
1287; (Mr. Pickard) 1238. See B. 137.

Great Eastern Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B. No.
80 (Mr. Massue). 1°*, 161; 2°*, 245; in Com. and
3°*, 557. (46 Vic , c. 61.)

Great North-Western Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B. No. 74
(Mr. Cameron, Victoria). '*, 150; 2°*, 163 ; in Com-
and 3°*, 171. (46 Vic., c. 71.)

Great Western and Lake Ont Shore Junction.
Ry. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. No. 70 (.1r. Robertson,
Hamilton). 1°*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 3°*, 607.
(46 Vic., c. 65.)

GRENVILLE AND CARILLON CANAL CONTRACT, ARBITRAToJVS

AWARD: M. for copy (Mr. Casey) 903.
GRENVILLE CANAL. See "CANALS."

GRINDING IN BOND AND TRANSPORT OF CAN. WIIEAT THROUGH

U.S.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 56.

GRIST MILL, KINGSTON PENITENTIARY: cOnc., 1127.

GROSSE ISLE, SEMIAPHORE COMMUNICATION WITH : Ques.
(Mr. Landry) 78, 890.

GUILBAULT, Mit. E.: Election declared null and void on

Judge's Rep. on Controverted Election Petition, 3.
GULF TELEGRAPH LINE: Ques. (Mr. Paint) 68.
GUNS FoR RICHMoND FIELD BAT.: M. for Cor. (Mr. lues) 204.
GuNs, ANUFACTURE 0FO: M. for copies of Contract (Mr.

Blake) 57.
GUYSBOROUGH AND ANTIGoNISH MAIL ROUTE: M. for Ret,

(Mr. Kirk) 77.

HALIFAX AND CAPE BRETON RY. AND COAL Co. : M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. McDonald, Cape Breton) 129.
flALIFAX AND MURRAY H1AR19OR, &C., MAIL SUB8IDY: in

COm. of Sup., 953.
HALIFAX EXTENSION, INTERCOLONIAL RY.: in COm. Of

Sap., 1061, 1150.
HALIFAX, WITHDRAWAL oF TRoomPFROM: M. for Ret. (Air.

Blake).502.

HABoR IMPROVEMENTS, QUEBC oe&1ri.2
[IARBORS AND BREAKWATERS Se e PUBLIO WORKS."
IIARBORS AND RIVERS. See "PUBLIC WORKS."

HARBORS AND SLIDES: in Com. of Sup., 1078.
HARBOR POLICE, QUEBEC : Ques. (fr. Lbandry) 890.
HIARMONY STATION AND ELMIRA RY. SURVEYS: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Melntyre) 115.
HARTNEY, MR. H.: Commissioner to Administer Oath, 1.

HAWAIIAN IsLANDS, RECIPROCITY WITH THE: Ques. (Ar.
iomer) 67; prop. Ros., 231.;'wthdn., 22.

HEALTH SITISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 811; cone., 1115.
HÉBERT, HUBERT, CHARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

78, 1169; M. for copies (Mr. Landry) 381.

HEMLOCK BARK, DUTY ON: QueS. (Mr. Landry) 78; (Mr.
Bolduc) 1025.

HIENEY STEWART & Co., AWARD OF ARBITRATORS: in

Com. of Sup., 1158 ; cono., 1221.

'<HENRY FOLGER," Loss OF THE. See "Life-saving

Stations."
HIGH CommIfsIoNER, SUCCESSIR TO: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 376.

See " Galt, Sir Alexander."

High Court of Justice (Ont.) B. No. 124-from
the Senate (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°*, 1024; 2°, in

Com. and 30*, 1386. (46 Fic., c. 10.)
IS IXC eLLENCY'S SUCCESSoR: M. for Cor. (Mr. fesson) 65.

UOMESTEAD AND PREEMPTION LANDS. See " CANADIAN

PACIFIC RY."

HOUDE, MR., SESSIONAL INDEMNITY: in Com. of Sup, 1380.
HOUSE OF COMMONS:

Accountant, Receipts and Disbursmentq of, 29.
Adjournments: Easter, 289 Assensi ty. 931.
Ceremonies at Opening: remarks (2fr. Casgrain) 4.
Clerk of Crown in Chancery: in Com. of Sap., 835.
Clerk of the House. See "1 Bourinot."
Commissionors for Administering the Oath, 1.
Election, General (1882) Number of Votes Polled at: M.

for Stmnt. (11r. Blake) 56.
Houde, Mr., Sessional Indemr.: in Com. of Sup., 1380.
Indemnity, Increase of: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Charlton

and others) 1057.
Internal Commission, Appointment of, by Mes,., 98.

Jacques Cartier Elec.: Judge's Rep. read (Mr.

Speaker) 4.
Joliette Elen., Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 3.
King's County (P.E.T.) Bled.: M. for Clerk of

Crown in Chancery to attend House with Returns

(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 40; Clerk in attendance,
52, 827; Return altered, 821.

King's (N.B.) Elee.: Judge's Rep. read (,Mr. Speaker) 3.
King's (P.E.L) EIec.: Judge tsRep. read (Mr. Speaker)

40.
Library of Parliament: Rep. presented (Mr. Speaker) 4.

See "Library."
New Members, Return of, 3.
Official Reports. See "Debates."1
Opening: Speech fromthel'Throne, 3.



INDEX.
HOUSE OF OOMMONS-Con.

Pitea,, Indemnification to: in Com. of Sup., 1238.
Printing, Miscellaneous: in Oom of Sup., 835.
Privleges confirméd by Nis Ex., 3.
Procedure of the House, reoording Votes: remarks

(Aïr. Casgrain) 827.
Prorogation, Communication from Gov. Gen's. Seo.:

1391; Speech from the Throne, 1399.
Rights and Privileges claimed in Son. (iMr. Speaker) 3.
Rouville Blec. : Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 187.
Royal Assent to Bils, 1397.
Salaries, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 763.
Select Standing Coms.: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 4.
Sonate, summoned to, by Mess., 1, 3, 1397.

Shorthand Writers; cone. 1214.
South Norfolk Blec.: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 3.
Speaker, Election of, 1.

St. Hyacinthe Blec.: Judge's Rep. read (Mr.

Standing Orders : Res. (ir Rector Langevin) 741.
Speaker) 187.

Suspension of Rule 78 objected to (Mr. Blake) 253.
Terrebonne Blec.: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 3.
Votes and Proceedings, Translation of: remarks (Mr.

Landry) 828.
Verchères Blec.: Judge's Rep. reai (Mr. Speaker) 3.
Writs of Election, Warrants issued for, 3.

[See "ORDEa, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE."]

HUDsoN's BAY, SEAsoN oF NAViGATIoN: M. for Rot. (21r.
Dawson) 62.

IUDsoN's BAY, WINTER NAVIGATION: on M. for Com. of
Sup. (Air. Valin) 1137.

HUDsOq's STRAITs, EXPLORATION or: Ques. (Mr. Ca8ey) 1137.
HULoN," Los o THE. See "Life-saving Stations."

HYDROGRAPKIo SuivEy: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 82.

IMMIGRATION AND

copies of Cor.
NATURALIZATION Or GERMANS: M. for
(Mr. Kranz) 96 ; carried, 104.

IMMIGRATION INTo B.C., INCLUDING CHINEsE: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Curran) 72.

IMMIGRATION INTO B. C.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
776.

IMMGRATION Or CHINEsE INTO B.C.: Res. (Mr. Slakaepeare)
323.

IMMIGRATION OP Russ1iN JEws : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Casey) 659.

IMMIGRATIoN, SALABEnS, &c.: in Coin. of Sup., 845, 1134;
cone., 1114, 1214.

IMMIGRATION TO CANADA DURNG 1882: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Burpee, Sunbury) 80.

IMMIGRATION AGENTS, TEMPORARY: M. for Ret. (Mr. Burpee,
Suabury) 86.

ImmIGEANT CKILDREN, cARE of: Ques. (Mr. Richey) 501.
IMPORTATION Or CRILDIEN's CARBIAGEs M. for Rot. (Ar.

'McOransy) 777.
IXPORTATION or LUJBER ImNo MAN.: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Royal)94.
9

IMPORTATIoN0 Or SPIITUOUS LIQUORs : Ques. (Mr..Drk) 502.
IMxPOTS AN xpoTs: K. for Ret. (Jir. Bwrpee, Smbiwj)

76.
IXPoVEXMENT FUND, L&NiD: M. for Rot. (Mr. Hesan) 89.
INqEsT. Se "«Oriminal Law Amt."
INCORRECT STATEENT IN DEBATE: ruled (Mr. Speaker)

that question cannot be again opened for discussion,
1369.

INoREAsED SUBsirY To QUEBEOc: M. for Ret. (.Mr. Laurier)
779.

INDEMNITY, INOREASE or: Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Charlton and

others) 1057.
INDEX TO CONFEDERATION DIBATES : Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

266; (Mr. Landry) 785.
INDIAN AFPAIRs, DEPT. oF: Rep. presented (Sir John A.

Macdonald) 36 ; in Com. of Sup., 746, 1177.
INDIAN 'MARIBO BREAKWATER : M. for papers, &c. (Air.

Kirk) 116.
INDIANS:

Additional Agents in .O.: in Com. of Sup., 1378.
Annual Grants to suppl. Fund: in Com. of Sap., 1094,

1098.
Bannon, Rev. Mr., Compensation to: in Com. of Sup.,

1191.
British Columbia Indians: in Coin. of Sup., 1101.
In Com. of Sup., 1094, 1098, 1101, 1102, 1191, 1249.
Industrial Schools, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sap., 1376.
Manitoba Agency: M. for Rep. on condition (Mr.

Charlton) 902.
Manitoba and N.W. Indians: in Com. of Sup., 1102,119 t.
Missionary, Medical Grant, &c., N.B.: in Com. of Sup.,

1249.
Nova Scotia Indians: in Com. of Sup., 1101.
Rep. of Dept.: presentel Sir John A. Macdonald) 36.
Surveys, B.C.: in Com. ofSup., 1101.
Sale of Oak on Walpolo Island: M. for copy of Cor.

(Mr. Lister) 1031.
INDIA-RUBBER CLOTHING: in Com. on W. & M., 692.
INLAND FIsHERIEs: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 82,
Inland Revenue Acts Consolidation B. No. 115

(Mr. Costigan). Bes. prop., 574; in Com., 790;
1°* of B., 791; 2° and in Com., 915; 30, 999; Sen.
Amts., 1279. (46 Vic., c. 15.)

INLAN» REVENUE, DEPT. oF: Rep. presen ted (Mr. Costigan)

36; in Com. of Sup., 746, 1131.
INLAND SHIPPING DISASTERS: M. for Rot. (Mr. Dawson) 29.
Insolvent Banks, Insurance, Loan and Trading

Co.'s B. No. 103-from the Senate (Sir John A. Mac.
donald). 1°¥, 631; 2p, 791 ; in Com., and 3°*, 791.
(46 Vic., c. 23.)

Insolvents' Estates, Equitable Distribution of,
B. No. 9 (Mr. Beaty). 10, 35.

Insolvents, Past, Discharge of, B. No. 8 (Mr.
Beaty). 1°*, 35; 2° m. 118; deb. adjd., 123.

Insolvent Traders' Assets, Distribution of, B.
3o. 99 (Mr. Crran). 10, 367.
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Inspection Act (1874) Amt. B. No. 104 (Mr. Costi-
gan). Res. in Com. and 1°* of B., 526; 2°, 828; in
Com., 829; 3°*, 860. (46 Vic., c. 29.)

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM: in COM. of Sap., 1199.
INSPECTION OF STEAMERS: Ques. (Mr. Dawson) 1025.
INSPECTORS', FIsHERY, INSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wel-

don) 129.
INSTRUCTION STAFF, ROYAL MIL. CoL.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Ross, Middlesex) 659.
INSTRUCTIONS TO S1R A. T. GALT (CANADA AND SPAIN):

M. for Ret. (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 547.
INSURANCE OF GooDs IN BOND: Ques. (Mr. Coursol) 204.
INSURANCE, PREMIUMS. ON: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Laurier)

1030.
Indian Affairs (Superintendant General) Acts

Amt. B. 139 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°, 1335;
2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1387. (46 Tic., c. 6.)

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:
Casualties:'M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 129.
Claims of N. A. Pelletier and others: Ques. (Mr.

Casgrain) 1025.
Coast and Island Communication with: Ques. (Afr.

Mitchell) 81.
commission, Claims Settled by: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake)

52; (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 135; Staff and Expenses:
in Com. of Sup., 1244.

Construction Acets., old, Commission, &c.: in Com. of
SUp., 1150.

Dalhousie Branch : in Com. of Sup., 1244.
Dartmouth Braich: in Con. of Sup., 1380.
Elgin Station Depot :. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 40.
Freight Sheds and Warehouses at St. John (N.B.) : M.

for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.
Halifax Extension: in Com. of Sup., 1061, 1150.
Increasel Accommodation at St. John : in Com. of Sup.,

1060, 1150.
Ketchum, Refund to: in Com. of Sup., 1154; cono., 1219.
Land and other Clairms: in Com. of Sup., 1156.
Lands Expropriated on Mill and Pond Streets in St.

John :-M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.
Manun, Mr., Claim of: in Com. of Sup., 1157.
Office at Quebec: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 376.
Quebec Central Ry., Accommolation at "The Cross-

ing :" Ques. (Mr. Landry) 376.
Revenue and Working Expenses: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.

Burpee, St. John) 76.
Rivière du Loup Town Branch: in Com. of Sup., 1244.
Rolling Stock, Purchase of: Ms. for Ret. (Mr. Burpee,

St. John) 76; (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) 380.
Rolling Stock: in Com. of Sup., 1061.
Shunting and Station Yard, Point Levis: in Com . of

Sup., 1244.
St. Charles Branch and Ferry: in Com. of Sup., 1063;

cono., 1121.*
Walsh, Mr., Damage to Property: in Com. of Sup., 1158.
Western Counties Ry. vs. Windsor and Annapolis,

Legal Expenses: in Clom. of Sup., 1157.

Interest, Rate of, in Canada, B. No. 77 (Mr.
Catudal). 10*, 150; M. for 2*° neg., 903; M. to place
òn Orders, neg., 957.

INTERIOR, DEPT. OF, ACTs AMT. B. SeI "Indian Affairs."
INTERIoR, PTp. or: Rep. presented (Sir John A. Macdonald)

331; in Com. of Sup., 741, 1174, 1237.
INTERNAL COMMIssIoN. See "loUsE OF COMMONS."
INTERNATIONAL FISHERIEs EXIBITION,CANADA AT: Telegram

read (Mr. Bowell) 1207; in Com. of Sup., 1044, 1191.
INTERNATIOÑAL RY., SUBsIDY TO Co.: prop. Res. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1288. See B. 137
Interpretation Act Amt. B. No 95-from the

Sonate (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°, 298; 2°*, in
Com. and 3°*, 1310. (46 Vic., c. 1.)

INTER-PROVINCIAL TRADE: M. for Sel. Com. (Mr. Paint)
113; Com. appointed, 135; M. to send for persons,
&c., 139.

INToXICATING LIQUORs, SALE OF, IN QUEBEC: M. for copies
of Petition (fr. Gigault) 213; M. to ref. Pet. to Sol.
Com., 383. See B. 132.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of, B. 132 (Sir John A.
.Macdonald). Res. 1226; in Com. and 10*, 1227;
20 m., 13!8; 20, 1319; in Com., 1319, 1339; 30 m.,

1364; Amts (Mr. Ouimet) carried (Y. 148, N. 1) 1365;
(Mr. Ross, Middlesex) neg. (Y. 66, N. 79) 1366; (Mr.
Blake) 1366, (Y. 46, N. 105) 1371; (Mr. White, Card-
well) carried (Y. 88, N. 63) 1372; (Mr. Baker, Victoria)
neg. (Y. 40, N. 95) 1372; (Mr. Cameron, Victoria)
carried, 1372; (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1373, neg. (Y. 58,
N. 80) 1374; (Mr. Girouard, Ja:ques Cartier) caÉried,
1374; (MIr. Patterson, Essex) nog, 1374; (Mr. Robert-
son, Ramilton) carriod, 1375; (Mr. ecCarthy) carried.
1375; (Mr. Poster) carried, 1315; (Mr. Gigault) neg.
1375; (31r. Fleming) neg. (Y. 43, N. 90) 1375; (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) neg. (Y. 43, N. 90) 137 ;'i°, 1376
(46 Vic., c. 30.)

INTOXICATING LIQUoRs, LAwS REsPECTING: M. for Rot.
(Mr. Blake) .80.,

INTOXICATING LIQUORs, SALE 0F: M. to read par. in Spaceh
from the Throne and to ref. to Sel. Com. (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 234 ; Ques. of Order (Mr. Casgrain) 234;
ruling (Mr. Speaker) 235; Speech (Mr. Blake) 236-
250; (Mr. Rykert) 250-253; M. for Sel. Com. carrocd
(Y. 111, N. 63) 253; M. snbmitting names, 254; M.
substituting names, 526. Sec B. 132.

IONA, DRILL SHED AT: M. for copy of Contract (Mr. Casey)
133.

IRIELAND, IMMIGRATION FRoM: Ques. (Mr. Trow) 517.
IIH REsoLUTIONs: Mess. from lis Ex. transmitting copy

of Imp. Despatch, 29.
IRON AND MANUFACTURES oF: in Com. on W. &), 67.
IRON IMPORTED FoR DUFFEaiINBRIDGE : M. for ofie3 Of or.

(AIr. Casey) 897.
IRON, PIG, MANUFACTURES 0F. Sec B. 13 ; also "Bnnty."
IBON PIPES, &c. ; in Com. on W. & M., 692.
ISLE AUX Noix AND ST. JoHNs BARRACKs: Ques. (,dr.

Bourassa) 1025; M. for copies of 1Rep. of Engincerp,
1034.
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I-N©!!X.
JACKSON, Mk J.: confLrmàed in Seat on ,7#dgo's Rep. on Conw

trovertedElection, 3.
JACQUEE CARTIER CNTRo'VEIRTED ELECTIbN Judge's Rep., 4.
JACQUEs, JAMzs I ., AW-PoINT!MENT OP: Ques. (Mr. 1rvine)

289; M. for copie. of Côi., 506.
JAmes' BAY ExPxED:TION: Qàes. (Mr. MYarlten) 1136.
"JANE MIL LE," Loss oF THE. See "'Inlànd Shipping

JEANNETTE'S CREEK (ONT.) OBSTRUUTION OË : Ques. (Mr.
Smyth) 830.

JELLIEs' AND JAMs : inùom. on W. & M., 692.
JENKINS, J. T., SUPREME COURT JÙDGMENT RÉSPECTING:

read' (Mi,. Spéakèr) 84.
"JEssIE," Loss OF THE SCHOONER. ' See' "Life-SUViùg Sta-

tions."
JEw1su REFUGE ES, RUdsûNir M. for copies of oor. (Mr.

Casey) 659. -

JOLIETTE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's hep., 3.
"JosPiN' KiDD," Loss oF THE See "Inland Shipping

Disasters ."
JUDGES AND REGISTRARS oF VICE-ADMI'ýALTY CoURTà,

EMoLUMENT4 oF: M. fbir Ret. (Mr. lfléhey) 9Î2.
JUDGES, COUNTY COURT (ONT.) B. See "County Court."

Judges' Salaries, &c., certain Provincial Courts
B. No. 134 (Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. in Com.,,
1310; 1* of R., 1316; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1336.
(46 ic., c. 9.)

JULIE BOISVERT, INVESTIGATION INTo TRIAL- oF: Ques.
(Air. Curran) 41 ; (Mr. Coursol) 107.

Justice, Administration of, in Disputed Terri-
tore (Ont.) Cotiuation Bl. lo. 13 (Lfr
John A. Macdonald). 1°, 1310; 2°, in Com. add' 3°*,
1366 (46 Vie., c; 33 )

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF: See SUPPLY.
JusTiCE, DzPT. OF-: in Crn. of Sup. 744 Librafy of :in

Com. of Sup., 10144; conc., 1128.
JUSTICE, RIGH COURT OP (ONT.) B. See B. 124.
Justice of the Peace, Procedure: in Oriminal

Oases bpfore, .Act Amt. B. No. 12 (A&r. Bob-
erton, Hamilton). .1>*, 38,

JUYENILE OFFENDERS, AIDING AN» 'BoeTING TEE 8OAPK-

oF: Qu0s. (Ar. .&chey) 8.

Cor. ('MElrminé) 5t06
KEEWATIN BXPEEm bf ro' ' oi' : in Con. of Sup, 1040.
KETcnEi, Ma Rauxî T'o in' Comn of Síp;, 1f44;

conù4.' 12h'.
Ér4NWé abdIÉtW (NLB> Co~m' CoeRT,s CAusseEwTa>

inTÉiMXoHB. (RI Wèldon) 106.
KIwoGn (N.B.)01,aov'EDE ELEcTIok: Judges Rep.3.
KI'S (P.E.I.) CONTR.OVERTED ÉELT'ON : Judge's Itep., 40.
KING's (P.E.I.) xatr!EITN: M. foi~ GYer of Orow u Oin Ch-

ceiyto atteCd a oe 'with neurns (ire. Caer
Huron) 40; Clerk in attendance, 62; Res. dèclaring
Mr. Robertson eleöted (Ar. Came o>4 Éuron) 89; .Ib,

adjd., 93; on Orkdeifr re«uming adjd deb. not appear-
ing on'Order Paper, 102; Ques. (Mr. Oameron,'Huron)
116) 140; deb. regmd., 150; Amt. (&r -Joa A;
Macdonald) to ref. to Corn' on Priv. ankd Blee., 151;
Dib. (Mr. Davies) 151; (Mr. Brecken) 159; (irM.' Blike)'
154; (3fr. MdOarthy) 157'; (MIr. Weldoa) 159 ; (Mr.
Cameron,, -Vivtoiia) 166 ; (Mir. Macktiet), 172 Aint. to
Amt., 175; (fr. Wookorth) 176; (Mr. FleMing) 178;
(Air. AM~yot) 179 (Mr. white, Cazrdto.U) 181g (Mru
Davies) 183; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mackenzie) neg. (Y.
60, N; 118) 185; raf to Coi. 185; M. (Mr. Blanc*et)
to conc.; in Rep. -of Com. on Priv. and Blec., 793;
Deb. (Mr. Hâl),793; (Mr. Weldon) 796, Âmt., 800;
(Mr. Cameron, Euron) 800, 804, Ant. to Amt., 808j
(Mr. Macmdtter) 806; (Mr. Girouard, Jacques Cartier)
813; (Mr. Davies) 816; (Mr. Camerun, Victoria)
821; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 806, 824; (Mr. Blake)-
824; (Mr. Brecken) 825; Amt. to Amt. neg. (Y.
64, N. 108) 825; Amt. neg. (Y. 66, N. 108) 826,; M.
for Clerk of Crown in Chancery to attenid House with
Returns and alter same, 826; Correction made, 827.

]Kingston and i'embroke Ry. Co.'s Inoorp. Âctsg
Amt. B. No. 38 (Air. Gunn). 1°*, 89; 2°*, 106; in
Com., 371 ; ref. baek to Ry. Com., 372 ; B. again in
Com. and 30*, 556. (46 Vic., c. 64.)

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY -in Coe. of Sup., 753, 1237; conc.,
1127.

L&cmIEE CANAL. See "CANALS.

LA CLOCHE ISLAND, SALE 0F: M. for copies of oi. (Mr.
Blake) 660.

LAKE CHAMPLAIN AND ST. LAWRENCE RÝ. MAIL SERVICE :

Ques. (tr. Dupont) 125.
LAxE HURON FISHERIES, PROTEØTION OF: M: for copies of

Cor. (Mr.' O'Brien) 657.
LAIE ST. FRANCIS AND POINT DES CASCADES CANAL: Ques

(Air. De Beaujeu)'2d.
Lxr ST. JoHN Ry. SUBsiDy: M. for copies of Co6r: (Mr.

De st. Georges) 525.
l« ST. PETER'AND ST. LAWRENcE RIVER AND CANALS,

Deepening of: M. for Ret. (Mr. Rinfrot) 903j- Ques. of
Briv.r(Mr. Lanidvy) 1863.

LAKES HURON AND SUPERIo "MAUILSUsE»IBt -0a0o. of

Sap., 952.
LAtft HiRòNkfAwD bUP tiR, St ijaviE op':, int Com1 t.ft

1191.
LAKEs HURON :Aqb 'SUPERIoñj WATÈI-LoTiI>Ii HÀaê1

M.-forCor. (fr. Dmàson) 563.
LAKE SHU.bBWAC AND LAKE OKANAGON (B.Û)OÂNAL: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Barnard) 282.

Land Carriers B. No. 14 (M-r. MblcCarthy). 1°, 38; 2°,
124; in Com., 202, 314- rep., 315; M. for consdb., 415;
Amt. as to constitutionality (Mr. Ouimet) 415; resmd.,

426; deb: adjd., 426; Order to resume allowed to

stand, 558.
LANW IKFÀoVEMENT FtrND: M. for Ret. (Mr. Heason) 39.
LAND PLAsTER, DuTy oN: Ques. (Mr. Wheler) 376,

I*Nçi
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LAND SALES AND AMOUNT REALIZED IN MAN. .AND T« E

N. W. T.: M. for Rot. (ir. Burpee, St. John) 76.
LANDs (N. W.) SIMPLIFICATION OP SYSTEX 0F TRANsFER: M.

for Com. (4M. Blake) 79.
LANGUAGE, UNPARLIAMENTARY: Communication with P.E..,

71; Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge,

519, 520; Dom. Lands Acts Consolidation B., 948,
950; Intoxicating Liquors B., 1367.

L'AVENIR, POSTMASTER OF, COMPLAINTS AGAINST: M. for
copies (Mr. Rinfret) 902.

Law of Evidence in Criminal Cases Act .Amt.
B. No. 4 (Mr. Robertson, Hamilton). 1', 32; 20*
and ref. to Sel. Com, 93. Incorp with B. (No. 6).

LAw RIPoRTS FoR SUPREME COURT: in Com. of Sup., 835.
LAWS, PRINTNÇG OF, &a.: in Com. of Sup., 835.

LAws RESPECTING INTOXICATING Liquoas: M. for Rot. (Air.
Blake) 380.

IEAsEs oR LICENSES T.O FIsH IN N.B.: M. for Rot. (Air.
Weldon) 287; Res. (Mr. McLelan) 526. See B. 101.

LEATHER : in.Com. on W. & M., 672.
LEBEL, DR., ACCOUNT 0F: M. for copy (Mr. Massue) 40.
" LA CANADIENNE." See "Government Steamers."

LEFRoy, SIR J. H.: on Hudson's Bay, 63.
LEGIsLATION : in COM. Of SUp., 757, 768, 765, 835, 836,

1133, 1238, 1380 ; conc., 1114, 1214.
LEPROHoN, MR., SUPERANNUATION OF: in Coin. of Sap., 763.
LETTER POSTAGE, REDUCTION ON: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 106.
LETTERS, UNDELIVERED: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 889.
LEvis GRAVING DCCK. Se B. 129.
LICENSE BILL, Printing Extra Copies : Remarks (Mr.

White, Cardwell) 1396. Bee "Intoxicating Liquors."

LIcENSED MANUFACTURERS oF CANADIAN ToBAco: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Gigault) 86.
L1IENSES TO CUT TIMBER IN ONT.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Mc

Neill) 292.
LICENsES, TIImBER: M. for Rot. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 61;

a4d. deb. resmd., 229.
Linxr oF PARLIAMENT: oRep. of Librarian presented

(Air. Speaker) 4; M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) for Sel.
Com., 36; M. (Air. Colby) to conc. in Rep. of Com., 630,
897, 1035 ; in Com. of Sup., 765, 835, 1133; conc., 1114.

LIEUTENANT GOVERNORs, SALARIES AND OcCUPATIONs OF:
in Com. of Sup., 1241, 1242.

LIFE-moATs, &c. : in Com. of Sup., 953, 1249.
LIF-sAvmG SrATIONs: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Platt)

126; Ques., 502.

LIGHTHOUSES AND COAST SERVICE:
Buoys and Beacons in Lake Huron: M. for Rot. (Mr.

.Dawson) 79.
Cape Race Light: in Com. of Sup., 1191.
Colchester Reef Lighthouse: in Com. of Sup., 956.
Goose Island Lighthouse: Ques. (Mr. Eirk) 166.
Hydrographic Survey: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 82.
Life-saving Stations: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Platt)

126; Ques., 502.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms: in Com, of Sup., 1019;

cone., 1116.

LIGHTHOUSES AND COAST SERVICE-CO.
Liverpool Harbor Buoy: Ques. (Mr Forbes) 130.

Meteorological Observations: in Com. of Sup., 957.
Montreal Harbor Commission: in Com. of Sup., 1191.
Observatories: in Com. of Sap., 957.
Salaries, &c., Lighthouse Keepers : _ in Com. of Sup.,

956; conc., 1116.
Shelburne Harbor Fog Whistle: Ques. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 107.
Signal St.tions: in Com of Sup., 957.
Surveyeî Lakes Huron and Superior: in Com of Sup.,

1191.
LIQuoR LEGIBLATION AND LICENSED VICTUALLERs; M. for

Cor. (Mr. Blake) 80.

LIQUoR LIciNsa B. See "Intoxicating Liquors."

LIQUoRs, DISTILLED AND PEaIMENTED: M. fof Stmnt. (Mr.

Foster) 78.
LIQuoRs, IMPORTATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 502.
LITHOGRAPHING, CONTRACT FOR: M. for copies (Mr. Boss,

Middlesex) 556.
LITIGATION, CosTs OF: in Com. of Sup., 1381.

LITTLE BEAR CREEK (B.C.) NAVIGATION OF: Ques., (Mr.
Smyth) 56.

LIVERPOOL AND ST. JOHN (N.B.) MAIL SUBSIDY. in Com.

of Sup., 952.
LIVERPooL BAY (N.S.) BREATwATER: Ques. (Mr. orbes)

84; M. for Ret., 383.
LIVERPOOL HARBOR (N.S.) BUoY OR FoG WHISTLE AT:

Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 130.

LoAN CoMPANIEs. See "Insolvent."

Loan for Public Service Authorization B. No
Il (Sir Leonard Tilley). Res. prop., 39; in Com., 53;
10 * of B., 54; 20 and in Com., 81 ; 30, 10?. (46 ic.,

c. 3.)
LOANS AUTHoRIZED. Sec respective B.'s:

Quebec Graving Dock B. 129.
Quebec Harbor Commissioners B. 130.

Ship Channel, St. Lawrence, B. 142.
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension B. 138.

LoBsTER FISHING REGULATIONS, CLosE SEAsoN oFO: M. for
O.C., &c. (r. Kirk) 659.

LoCAL OPTIoN: Deb. in Com. on License B., 1339-1345,
1347-1357. See B. 132.

London And Ontario Investment Co. Incorp.
Act Amt. B. No. 53 (Mr. Hay). 10*, 116; 2°*,
244; in Com. and 3° *, 501. (46 Vic., c. 87.)

LoRD's DAY,. BTTER OBsERvANCE OF : Ques. (Mr. Mc
MuUen) 767; Railway Trae on: M. for Ret., 899.

Lotteries (Art Societies Exemption) Law Amt.
B. 136 -from the Sonate (&r John A. Macdonald).
10*, 1316; 20 , in Com. and3°* 1339. (46 Vie., c. 36.)

LOTTEary CIacur.AS. BeS B. 92.
LoYAL ORANGE ÂsSoCIATIoa. &e "Orange."
LumunR, IMPORTATION O9, INTo MAN.: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Royal) 94.
LuoEa ON Govr. SLIDEs. SU B. 126.



INDEX.
MACDONELL, Ma. D. W., Commissioner to adininister Oath, 1.
MACKENZIE, JUDGE, GRATUITY To WIDOW 0F: in CoID. of

sup., 1132.
McCALLUX, W. D., RExOVAL AND DIOsIssAL: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Forbes) 55.
MOINNIS, Mas. A. A., CoMPENSATION TO: in Com. of Sup,

1160; conc. 1222.
McLENNAN, RoDERIOK, CLAIm To LAN» IN N. W. T.: M. for

copies of Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 778.
MOMILLAN, J. D., DIsmIsEAL or: M. for Cor. (Air. Seriver) 77.
MAIL CONTRACTS. See " CONTRACTS."
MAIL RoUTE via REGINA: Queq. (Mr. Orton) 265.
MAIL SERVICE, P.E.T. AND MAINLAND : remarks (r.

Davies) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1376.
MAIL SERVIcE, SALARIES, &C.: in COM. of Sup., 1197.
MAIL SUnsIDIEs: in Com. of SUp., 952, 953.
MALPEQUE (P.E.L) BREAKWATER: Ques. (Air. Yeo) 889.
Manitoba and North-Western Fire Insurance

Co Incorp. B.No. 24 (Mr. Sutherland, Belkirk). 1°*
56 ; 20*, 77; iia Com. and 3°*, 261. (46 i., c. 84.)

MANITOBA :
Agricultural Imptements, &c., Imp orted: Ms. for Rets.

(Mr. Sutherland, Selkirk) 525.
Brandon as a Port of Etry : Ques. (Mr. Sutherland,

Selkirk) 166.
Brandon Post Office: Ques.(Mr.Sutherland, &lckirk) 166•
Bridge over Red River at Emerson : in Com. of Sup.,

1158.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. consti ucted and Land Grants to

Co.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Royal) 903.
Customs (Outside Service): in Com. of Su'p., 1198,

1226.
Electoral Divisions,' Metes and Bounds: M. for Ret.

(.Mr. Farrow) 659.
Fort Osborne Park, Lease or Grant of Land for: M,

for Cor. (Mr. Scott) 1034.
Ilarbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 927.
Indian Agency : M. for Rep. on condition of (Air.

Charlton) 902.
Indians : in Com. of Sup., 1102,1191, 1376.
Land for Exhibition purposes, Winnipeg: M. for Cor.

(Mr. Scott) 1034.
Land Sales and amounts realized : M. for Rot. (Mr.

Burpee, St. John) 76.
Lumber, Importation of: M. for Ret. (Mr. Royal) 94.
Penitentiary: in Com. of Sup., 757.
Persons Entering by Rail: M. for Stmut.(Mr. Blake) 295.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sap., 912, 1182, 1242,
Queen'a Bench, Chief Justiceship: M. for Ret. (Air.

Blake) 60.
Selkirk, Port of Entry e Ques. (Mr. Ross, Liagar) 315,
Subsidies or Grants: M. for Cor. (Mr. 8tIteriand,

Selkirk) 525.
Telegrapb Lines : in Com. of Sap., 1160.
Winnipeg General Hospital : in Com. of Sup., 1134;

conc., 1214.
Winn4eg Post Ofce Site: Quee. (Air. &ott) 889.

Manitoba Road and Road Allowances Act
Amt. B. No.110 (Ar. Rqal). 1°, 660 ; 2', 1034.

Nanitoba, Settlement of Claims to Land in, B.
No. 109 (Mr. Boyal). 1°*, 660; wthdn., 1034.

"MiMToIULIN," Loss oF THE. SéeI Inland Shipping Dis-

asters."
MANN, Mi., CLAIx or : in Com. of Sup., 1157.

MANUFACTURE, IoN. See 4lBounty;"' also B. 131.
MARILE: in Com. on W. & M., 672.
MARINE AND FisuEizs, DEPT OF: Rep. presented (Mr.

McLekan) 66; in Com. of Sup., 748.
MARINE:

Genit, Master of, and Dept.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Caagrain) 380.
Government Steamers: in Com. of Sup., 953. See

"Government."
Hydrographie Survey: M. for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 82.
Inspection of Steamers: Ques. (]Wr. Dawson), 1025; in

Com. of Sup., 1190.
Life-boats, purchase of: in Com. of Sup., 954, 1249.
Life-saving Stations: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 502.
Masters and Mates, Examination of: in Com. of Sup.,

953.
Montreal Harbor Commission. See "Ship Channel."
-Newfield and Moravian Steamships: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Forbes) 301.
Picton Harbor Dues: Res. (Mr. McLelan) in Com.,

741. Se B. 108.
Richibucto River Obstructions: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 1025.

River Sydenham, Nav. on : Ques. (Mr. Hawkins) 1025.
St. Lawrence Channel: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 657.
Triennial List of Shipping: in Com. of Sup., 956.

Marine Telegraph (Pacißc Coast and Asia)
Co.'s Act Amt. B. 116 (Sir Hector Langevin).
1°*, 791; 20*, 860; in Com. and 30*, 935. (46 Yic.
c. 45.)

MAITIME COURT (ONT.) RULEs, PRACTICE AND PRoCEDURE:

M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 105.
Masters and Mates, Certificates of, B. No. 89

(Mr. McLelan). Res. in Com., 428; 1°* of B. 431;
2° m., 702; 2° and in Com., 708; 3°, 743. (46 Vic.,
c. 28.) For deb. see "Certificates."

MAsTERs AN» MATIS, EXAMINATIoN OF : in Com. of Sup., 953.
MATIEu, Ma. JusTIoE: Joliette and Terrebonne Contro.

verted Elections Rep., 3.
MATTOoK, C. P., PETITION FOR PRIVATE B. : M. to read and

reneive (Air. HaU) 138. .
MEDICAL. EXAXINATION OF VOLUNTEERs: in COM. Of SUp.,

857.
MEHAEG AND COONEY, PROVISION OR WIDow OF: Ques.

(Mr. Ourran) 126.
MEERa INT :ODUCED : HON. J. A. CHAPLEAU, by Sir John

£ Macdonald and ir Rector Langevin, 1373.
MEMORANDUX, OFFICUL, o THE C. P. R. Co : M. for copies

(Air. Blake) 107.
MERuANTS' BANK v&. REGINA: iD Com. of Sup., 1197, 1379.
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MESSAGES FRO0 I S EX@IETNCY
Address, Reply to, in answer toSpeeQ 77.
Internal Comumission (-. of C.) A ôtibl'nienof; M.
Irish Resolutions, on the, transmittingcöpy of Impérial

iDespatch, 29.
Transmitting Estimates for 1883 84, 288.
Transmittitg Further 'uppL. Estimità; 1883-84, 1863.
Transmitting Suppl. Estimates for 1882-83, 999.
Transmitting Suppi. Estimateà for 1883-84, 1207;

MusoNGER9, SESSIONAL, SALARIÈs oF: reniarks-(M. Roal
and othars) 1386.

METEOROLOGICAL O*sZRVATIONs: in Com. of Sup., 957.
METi OROLOGICAL SERVICE AND MAGNETIO OB5ERVATORY,

TORONTO: in Com. uf S 1p., 190.
Methodist Missionary Society's Incorp. Act

Amt. B. No. 43 (Mr. AchCarthy). 1°*, 89; 2°*,
138; in Com. and 30*, 471. (46 Vie., c. 95)

" METRoPOLrs" Loss oF THi : See ' Life-saving Stations."
MIDLAND ilABBoR (ONT.) IMPROVEMENTS: QuOs. (Mr. Cook)

165;
MILLING WHEAT IN BOND: Ques (Mr. Wheter) 56.
MILL AND POND STREETS DAUGE TO LAND IN. - See

" INTERCOL. Ry."
MISCELLANEOUS PRINTING: in Com. of Sup&, 835, 1038.
Misdemeanor, Persons Charged- with, R No. 6

(Mr. Cameron, Buron). . 1°*, 32-; 20, 87; M. for Com.,
315; B. in Com., 322; M. (Mr. Curran) that Com. rise,
322; carried on a div., 322; M. to reconsd. B. neg. (Y.
77, N. 101) 322.

MILITIA:
"A" and "B" Batteries, Vacancies in: Ques. (Mr.

Weldon) 204; Staff of Officers, &é., i1traçtion
and < st: IMe. for Rot$. (M.. Ross, Middlesir) 659;
in Coim. of Sup., 860.

A mmunition, Clothing, &c.: in Codu: of Sip ; 8.53
Artilery Batt.ery and Cavalry ani lInfaiîtry Sch>ols,

&c.: in Com. of Sup., 1239.
Â3cMasiôbs', Grants to: in 0b: of Sip 8ty.
Blaukets, Purchaé6of: M.fófil. (M e. 8tåJ .
Cix 4rid9ge FaelGry, QÀebê&fOfl%'ek andX @pt' *7

fo9 RN. (2r. Ross, Middlesx)459.
C6À à ingén lies: in Coma. of Sut., 857.
Drill Instruction anid D1iliPàf: in iCt>Mý.of S)>.;j855•
ERIploye in Military Digtrtlts- M. for Ret.{-Bo.. ,

Middtesex) 659.
Guns, Manufacture of: M.' for côpy of Côbtract (Mr.

Blaké) 57.
Medical Examination ofVoluateBrs: in CoM. ofSup., 857.
Military Stores, purchase of Proporty for: conc., 1316.;
Pay of Officers and Men: prop. Res. (Mr. Caron)-693.
Properties, care of : in Com. of Sap., 858.
Rep. of Dept.: presented (Mr. Caron) 6.
Richmond Field Battery, Guns for: M. for Cor. (Air.

Ives) 204.
Royal Militiary College, Cadets' Cnmùisions i mp.

Sei.fice : M. foi Ro (r. #'eldon) 28; I -
tion Staff: M. for Rot. (Mr. Rose, .Aftde '59;
i~I Coth' o> Sup.,868.

MfILÀIZ:CouY
S&hdolé of Éýune.fi': i Coàd.-of Satp., 860.",
Shoeburyness, Artillerymen's Expenses to: in Ocâw: of

SiIp., so:
Staff, Military Branch and District: in' Con. o1Sp.,

853.
Veterans of 1812: M. for Stmnt. ofthinb&e surviMing,

&4Â (M±: .'litsktL) 4ó; Mforåi~t of Nameñiitd
Residences ('. .touras* ) 5; Qnes. ( Mí. Amyot)
59; I n6aoàse of Pensibns: Ques.(Mr.i'Thepon) .

MILITIA ACT AMT. B.: Deb. on 20 (Mr. Caron) 526, 540;
(Afr. Vaaj 530; (Mr.0'Brien) 531; (fr. Ross, Middle-
sex) 533; (Mr. Ivé) 534; (Mr.' Hesson) 536; (Mr.
Lister) 536; (Mr Bcriver) 537; (Mr. Bergin) 538;
(M Wiùeams) 539 ; (mfr. Dobson) 539. See B. 31.

Militia of-Canada, Consolidation Act Amt. B.
No. 3l (Mr. -Caron). 10, 67; 20 m., 526 ; 2,
514; in Com., 544, 583; Res. prop., 693; in Com.,
721; B. again in Com., 729; Amt. to recom. (2fr. Ross,
Middlesex) 731; deb. adjd., 739; resmd, 830; Amt.
neg. (Y. 60, N. 113) 834; 30*, 835. (46' Vic., e. 11.)

1LLER, CHIEF JUSTICE, APPOINTMENT OF: M. for Rat. (Mr.
BlaJke),60

tINGAN, SEIGNIORY OF, DOCUMENTS RESPECTING: M. for
copies (Mr. Abbot) 659.

ýINI8TERIAL EXPLANATIPNS (Sir John A. Macdonald) 32.
INISTERs IN ENGLAND, EXPENsEs oF: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Somervile, Brant) 381.
M1aAMICHI RY., SUBSIDY TO Co.: prop. Res. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1289.
MIXED ACIDs: in Com. on W. & M., 662.
MONEY ADVANCEs To LoCAL Gov,. 0F N. B.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Weldon) 659.
MONEY OzRbsZ AND POSTAL UNION: Qnes. (Mr. Coursol) 106.
MONET rEQIIRED FOR THE PILIC SRVICE. See B. 21.
MONTREAL AND IWETERN .RY., SUBSIDY To 'CO.: prop. Res.

(Sir Charle Tupper) 1253; Res. in Com, 1289. See
B. 137.

MONTREAI Ci[SToM OUSE, ACCIDENT AT : Quoi. (Mr.
White Cardwell) 126.

MONTREAL CISTOM HoUsE, SUPERNUMERARY CLERKs: M.
for Rot.:(Mr. srra). 72.

MONTREAL HARBOR COMMISSION AND' PDILoT BY-LAw: M.
for copy of 0.0. (fr. De St. Georges) 776.

MONTREAL RIRAoU COMISION: in Com. of Sap., 1191.
See "Ship Channel."

Xontreaî Ottswa and WeStern Ry. Co.s ,Ats
Aint. B No. 73 (Mr. Abbott). 1°¥, 150; 2°*,
165 ; in Com. and 3°*, 471. (46 Vie., c. 62.)

MoÉntphechr.N;AanE v&TOR's AWAR DrIN FAVOR 0#: Ques.

MORPETH- ARoeoR impRovmENTS: M. for copid of Cor.
(Mr. Case3»'5È6.

MbémNTE UL'II UEN.W.h. WCom. ef gup., 1041, 111Ù2119,1.
MOUNT FORE8T AND GLE EDEN MAk SE14iou: Que.

I-N eÉlx-e
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MOUNT JOHNSON, PoSTMASTER AT : Ques. (Mr. Béchard) 547.
MURRAY BAY AND RIVER OUILLE WINTER SERVICE: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blondeau) 106.
MURaAy CANAL, PRoP. RouTEs : M. for copies of Reps.

(Mr. Platt) 204; in Com. of Sup., 1071. See "CANALS."
MUNRo, T., CoMPENSATIoN To : in Com. of Sup., 1245.
Music, PRINTED : in Com. on W. & M., 662.

NAPANE, TAMWORTH AND QUEBEC RY., SUBSIDY TO Co.:
prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com.,

1289. Se B. 137.
"NAPOLEON 1II." See Government Steamers."
NAYPIERVILLE CONTROVERTED PLECTIoN: JUdge's Rep., 3.
NATIONAL DIsTILLERS' ASSOCIATION (U.S.) AND CANADIAN

CUsTOMS: M. for Cor. (Mr. Kirk) 507.

National Ins. Co. Winding-up B. No. 20 (Mr.
Coursol). 1°*, 52; 2°*, 77; in Com., 426; 3°*, 471.

(46 Vic., c. 82.)
NATIONAL POLICY AND AGRICUTLTURAL INTERESTS: Rep. of

Sel. Com., Translation of, Ques. (Mr. Tanasse) 89; M.
for copies, 116.

NATURALTZATIoN ACT OF CANADA: Ques. (Mr. Weldon) 104.
NATURALIZATION AND IMMIGRATION OF GERMANs: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Kranz) 96;; carried, 104.

Naturalization of Aliens (1883) B. No. 60 (Mr.
Wells). 10, 129.

] aturalization of Aliens in Man. Legalization
B. 140 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1', 1335; 2°* and
in Com., 1387; on M. for 30, Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg.,
1387; 0*, 1387. (46 Vic., c. 31.)

NAVAL REsERVES. See " Ordnance Lande."

NAVIGATION, INLAND. See "Inland Shipping Disasters."
NAVIGATION ON THE RIVER SYDENHAM: QueB. (Mr. Jaw-

kins) 1025.
NAVIGABLE WATERS, BooMs, &C., IN. See "lBooms.
Navigable Waters, Holes, Openings, &c, in Ice

(Criminal Law Amt.) B. No. 30 (Mr. Robertson,
Hamilton).- 1°, 67; 2° and ref. to Sel. Com., 125. In-

corp. with B. (No. 6).
NEGoTIATIONS BETWEEN DoM. GOVT. AND B.C. LoCAL

GOVT. in re DaY DOCK AND IsLAND -RY.: Quefz. (Mr.
Baker) 657; explanation as to progress (Sir John A.
Macdonald) 1392.

NELsON YALLEY RY. Co. See "Winnipeg and Hudson's
Bay Ry."

NEW BRUNSWICK:
Baie des Chaleurs Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop. Res. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 1252; Rep. in Com., 1284.
Caraquetto Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop. Res. (Sir Charles

Tuppe-) 1,52; Res. in Com., 1284.
Chatham and Escuminac Lighthouse Telegraphl. Ques.

(Mr. Mitchell) 81.
Florenceville Postmaster, Charges against; M. for copies

of Cor. (Mr. Irvine) 505.
Fort Dufferin, St. John: in Oom. of Sup., 1184, 1245.
Freight Sheds, &c., Intercol. Ry., St. John, N.B.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.

NEW BRUNSWICK-Con.
Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 924, 1246, 1381.
Indians: in Com. of Sap., 1094, 1098, 119'l, 1249.
Intercolonial Ry. and Coast and Island Communication:

Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 81.
King's and Albert County Courts, Cases tried at: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.
King's County Controverted Election : Judge's Rep., 3.
Leases or Licenses to Fish: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon)

287. See "PIsH ERIEs."

Mill and Pond Streets, Lands expropriated for Intercol.
Ry.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.

Miramichi Valley Ry., Snbsidy to Co.: prop. Res. (Sir
Charles Tupper) 1 252; iRes. in Com., 1289.

Money Advances to Local Govt.: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Weldon) 659.

Petitcodiac and Havelock Corner Ry. Subsidy: prop.
Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252 ; Res. in Com., 1290.

Portage Island, Transfer of: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Mitchell) 272.

Preventiye Officer at Woodstock: Ques. (Mr. Weldon)
289 ; M. for copies of Cor., 506.

Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 1182, 1211.
Quaco Lighthouse, rebuilding of: Ù. for Ret. (Mr.

Weldon) 106.

Queddy River Driving and Boom Co.'s Petition: M. to
read, &c. (Mr. Mitchell) 185.

Representation: remarks (Mr. Mitchell) on The
Address, 27.

Richibucto River, Otstructions on the: Ques. (Mr.
Kirk) 1025.

St. John River, Ry. Bridge over: M. for Cor. (Mr.
Burpee, St. John) 80.

New Brunswick Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No 57
(Mr. Weldon). 1°*, 129 ; 2°*, 165 ; in Com. and 3°*,
767. (46 Vic., c. 59.)

"NEwFIELD " AND "lMORAVIAN " STEAMsHIPs : M. for Cor.
(Mr. Forbes) 301. See "Government Steamers."

NEW HARBOR (N.S.) BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 78;
M. for Papers, &c., 116.

NEW MEMBERS : Certificates of Returu, 3.

NEWSPAPEa EXTRACTS, READING oF : remarks (Mr.
Speaker) 1169.

NEWsPAPERs, BINDING, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 836.
NEwsPAPERs, FREE DELIVERY OF: QUes. (Mr. Wheler) 890.
Niagara Ry. and Bridge Co.'s Incorp. B. No. 61

(Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*, 140; 20*, 165.

NITRIC ACIDS COMBINED: in Com. on W. & M., 662.
NoRFoLK, SOUTH, CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judgt's Rep., 3.
NoRTH AMERICAN CONTRACTING Co.'s CONTRACT WITH C. P.

R.: M. for copy ( Mr. Blake) 778.

Northern and North-Western and Sault Ste.
Marie Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. No. 76 (Mr.
McCarthy). 1°*; 150; 2°*, 245: in Com. and 3°*,

767. (46 Vic., c. 67.)
NORTHERN AND PACIFI JUNCTION RY. See B. 76.

lxxi



lxxii INDEX.

NORTHERN AND WESTERN BOUNDARIS Or ONT.: M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. McCarthy) 556.

"NoOTHERN LIGHT." See "Government Steamers; " also
"PRINCE EDWAÂD ISLND."

"NOTITHERN QUEEN," Loss oF THE. See "Inland Ship*ping
Di-sasters."

Northern Ry. Co.'s B. No. 93-from the Sonate (Mr.
White, Cardwell). 10*, 283; 2°, 375; ref. back to Com.

on Rys., 803; 3° m., 1095; 3°*, 1093. (46 Vic., c. 56.)
NoaTH SHoRE RY., FEaRY BoXTS AT TERmiNuS oF: Ques.

(Mr. Landry) 35, 376.
NoRTiH SHoRE Ry. Séee "Grand Trunk."

North Western Bank Incorp. Act Ant. B. No.
82 (Mr. Beaty). 1°, 185.

North-Western Bank Incorp. Act Amt. B. No.
113-from the Sonate (Mr. Beaty). 1°*, 693; 2°*, 693;
in Com. and 3°*, 871. (46 Vic., c. 53.)

.NORTHI-WEST TERRITORIES:
CI îins of Inhabitants at Prince Albert and neighbor-

h"od: 'T. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 130.
Coal Lands, Sales and Leases: M. for copies of A pplica-

tions (Mr. Blake) 41.
Eigrant Sheds and Improvements at Regina: Ques.

(Mr. Orton) 265.
Expenses of Government of: in Com. of Sup., 1309.

Indians: in Com. of Sup., 1102, 1191, 1376.
Land Sales and amount realizod: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Burpee, St. John) .76.
Lands, Simplification of Systemn of Transfer: M. for

Com. (Mr. Blake) 79.
Mail Route vid Regina: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
Mounted Police: in Com. of Sup., 1041, 1110, 1191.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 913, 1243.

Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co.: K. for Rot. (Mr.

Watson) 85.
Regina as a Port of Entry: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
Regina Immigrant Sheds, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
Roderick McLennan's Claim to LandI: M. for copies of

Cor., &c. (Mr. Blake) 778.
Telegrapli Lines: in Com. of Sup., 1160.

NOTES, UNsTAMPED, IN EVIDENCE. See "B. 78.
NOVA SCOTIA:

Antigonish and Guysborough Mail Route: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Kirk) 77.

Bayfield Harbor Breakwater: Ques (Mr. Mcsaac) 657.
Blandford Broakwater: Ques. (Air. Keeger) 68.
Barrington and Cape Sable Island Cable: Ques. (Ar.

Robertson, Shelburne) 107.
Coffin's Island, Works at: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 501.
Cape Georgo Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 502.
Dorchester Penitentiary: in Com. of Sup, 755.
Digby Pier Wharfage Dues: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vail)

525.

Fog Whistle at Shelburne Harbor: Ques. (Mr. Robertion,
Shelburae) 107.

NOVA SOTIA-Co.
Geological Reps. of Victoria, Inverness sud Richmond:

M. for copy (Mr. Oameron, Inverness) 779.
Goose Island Lighthouse: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 166.
Great American and European Short Line Ry., Subsidy

to Go.: prop. Bs. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; Boa.
in Gom., 1284.

Halifax and Cape Breton Ry. and Goal Co.: M. for
copies of Cor. (Air. McDonald, Cape Breton) 129.

Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 922, 1245.
Indian Harbor Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 78; M. for

papers, &., 116.
Indians: in Com. of Sup., 1094, 1098, 1101.
Liverpool Bay Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 84; M.

for net., 383.
Liverpool Harbor, Fog Whistle or Buoy at: Ques. (Mr.

Forbes) 130.
New Harbor Breakwater: Qies. (Mr. Kirk) 78; M.

for papers, &o., 116.
Port Lorne Breakwater: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon) 106.
Petit Rivière Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Kee/ler) 265.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 909, 1182, 1242.
Pudding Pan, Works at: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 130.
Quarantine (Sydney): -in Com. of Sup., 1238.
Sable Island Communication: Ques. (Mr. Paint) 68.
Semaphores in Guysborough Co.: Ques. (Ar. Kirk) 547.
Truro and Picton. Branch Ry.: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. McDonald, Cape Breton) 129.
Westport Pier, Vote for: Ques. (Mr. Vail) 376.
Westhaver's Point, Lighthouses at: M. for copies (Mr.

Keefßer) 780.

OAK ON WALPOLE ISLAND, SALE OF: M. for copy of Cor.
(Mr. Lister) 1031.

Oaths of Offioe B. No. 1 (Sir John A. Macdonald).
1°*, 3.

Oblat Pathers of the N. W. T., B No. 19 (Mr.
Royal). 10*, 52; 20*, 77; in Com., 244; recom. and
30, 368. (46 Vic., c. 96).

OBsoew LITEUTUI. SeeI" Post Office Act Amt."
OBmVATorIEs: in Com. of Sup., 957.
OBsTRUCTIONs IN TE RICHIBUCTO RIVER: Ques. (Mr.Krk)

1025.
OoiAN AND RIvER SEEvicE: in Com. of Sup., 953, 956,

1249.
O'CoNNoU, HoN. JomN, Suxs rA To: M. for Stmnnt. (Mr.

Blake) 56.
OCTAVE C. DE LA CumVaETrLa, DsxissAi, or: M. for

Pot. (Mr. Rinfret) 40.

Offences againat the Person (Oriminal Law
Amt.) Act Amt. B. No. 7 (Mr. C<amron, Hwro),
1°*, 32; 2°, 87; in Com., 116; Amt. to recom. (Mr.
Ivea) 195; carried and in Gom., 200; Amt. 6 m. h. (Mr.
Bonai) neg. (Y. 67, N. 101) 201; 30*, 302.

Ormnma, JUVENILE, Ea0u or : Quos. (Mr. Richey) 78.



INDEI.
OriIAIÂL MExogANDum or C.P.R. Co.: M. for copies (Mr.

Blake) 107.
OrroIuL REPoRT or DEBATEs. Se lDebates."
OILs, CARBOLIC AND HEAVY: in Com. on W. & M., 672.
OLIVER, DAViDsoN & Co..: in Com. of Sup., 1160.
Ontario and Quebec Ry Incorp. Act Amt B.

No. 27 (Mr. Wells). 10*, 61; 2°, 88; in Com. and
30*, 261. C46 ic., c. 58.)

ONTARIO ELECOTIONS, INTERFERENCE oF SENA TORS: in Com.
of Sup., 758.

,ONTARIO:
Bayfield Harbor:' M. for copies of Reps. of Engineers

(AMr. McMillan) 774.
Boundaries, Northern and Western: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. McCarthy) 556.
Bothwell Election and conduct of County Judge: M. for

Sp. Com. (Mr. -Hawkins) 508.
Buckhorn, Pier at: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 890.
Civil Service Examinations: Ques. (Mr. Kilvert) 107.
Durham'and Walkerton Mail Route: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Landerkin) 86.
Gravenhurst and Callander Ry. Subsidy: prop. Res.

(Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1290.
Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 926, 1183, 1246,

1381.
Indians, Annual Grant to suppi. Fund: in Com. of Sup.,

1094, 1098.
Iona Drill Shed: M. for copy of Contract (Mr. Casey)

133.
Jeannette's Creek, Obstruction of: Ques. (Mr. Smyth)

890.
Kingston Penitentiary: in Com. of Sup., 753, 1237;

conc., 1127.
Maritime Court, Rutes, Practice and Procedure: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 105.
Midland Harbr».Improvements: Ques. (M1fr. Cook) 165.
Monument of Joseph Brant: in Com of Sup., 1249.
Morpeth larbor Improvenents: M. for copies of Cor.

(r. Casey) 55 ;.
Napanee, Tamworth and Quebec Ry., Subsidy to Co.:

prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; IRes. in Coin.,
1289.

Norfolk, South, Controverted Election: Judge's Rep., 3.
Port Albert Harbor Improvements: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 376.
Prince Edward County Mail Carriage: M. for 0.0.

(Air. Platt) 266.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 911, 1182, 1242,
River Sydenham, Navigation on the: Ques. (Mr.

Rawkins) 1025.
St. Thomas Drill Shed: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 132.
Timber, Licenses to Cat: M. for Ret. (Mr. .McNYeill)

292.
Water Lots in Harbora of Lakes Huron and Ontario:

M. for Cor. (Air. Dawson) 503.

Ontario Pacific Ry. Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B.
No. 65 (Mr. Bergin). 1°*, 140; 2°*, 165; in Com.
and 3°*, 556. (46 Vic., c. 66.)

OPENING oF PARLIAMENT: Communication from Ris Excel-
lency, 3; Speech from the Throne, 4; Formal Cere-
monies; remarks (Mr. Casgrain) 4.

ORANGE ASSOCIAT10N, LOYAL: Deb. on Amt. (Mr. Coursol)
to M. to fix day for 20 of B. (Mr. White, Hastings) 254;
(Mr. Coursol) 255; ( Mr. Wallace, York) 255; (Mr. Cam.
eron, Victoria) 255; (Mr. Curran) 256; (Mr. Scriver)
256; (Mr. Burns) 256; (Mr. Auqer) 257; (Mr. Arm-
strong) 257 ; (Mr. Bawkins) 257; (Mr. .Dawson) 259 ;
(Mr. Bowell) 259; (Mr. Ives) 260; (AMr. Beaty) 260;
(Mr. McNeill) 2'0 ; Amt. nog. (Y. 89, N. 94) 260; Deb.
on M. for 20 (Mr. White, astings) 632, 666; (Mr.
Curran) 632, Armt. 6 m. h., 637; (Mir. White, Cardwell)
637; (Mr. Çoursol) 63f; (.Mr. WaIlace, York) 639; (Mr.
Wood, Brockville) 640. (Mr. McNeili) 641; (Mr. Cas-
grain) 642; (Mr. Tyrwhitt) 643; (Mr. Hawkins) 644;
(Mr. Burns).646; (Mr. Sproule) 646; (ÀVr. Hackett) 646;
(Mr. Mackintosh) 648; (Mr. Woodworth) 651; (Mr. Beaty)
652; (Mr. Landry) 653; (Mr. Dupont) 654; (Mr. Farrow)
655; Amt. carried (Y. '106, N. 70) 657; Correction
(Mr. Royal) 741 (vol. ii.) Se( B. 6ï7.

ORANGE DEMoNSTRATION IN OTTAWA : Newspaper Rep. of
Proceedings read (Mr. Landry) 116).

Orange Association of British Âmerica Incorp.
B. No. 87 (Mr. White, MHasti, gs). 1°*, 254; prop. M.
to fix day for 2, 254; Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr. Coursol)
254; neg. (Y. 89, N. 94) 20: Order for 20 allowed to
stand, 501; 2° m., 632; Amt. 6 m. b. (Mr. Curran)
carried (Y. 106, N. 70) 657. For deb. see above.

ORDER oF BUSINEss: renark- (Mr. Blake) 1391.

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDUR E, QUESTIoNS OF:
O1RiDE R-

Bothîwell Election and conduct of Counly fJudge. Objec-
tion (Mr. Hawhinas) to Momber using improper
language: chiecked (Mr. Speaker) 519, 5W.

Consolidated Ry. Act (1879) Ant. B. Objection (Mr.
Bluke) to further progt-ess, B. not being printed in
French, maintained, 1212.

Credit Foncier Franco-Canadien B. 2?. Objection (Mr.
Blake) to consdn..of an important Amt. except on
two days' notice as required by the Rules of the
louse: ruled (Mr. Speaker) Amt. not in Order,

219.
Criminal LawAnt. (Incest, &c.) B. 7. Am t. to M. that

Com. rise: ruled (Mr. Chairman) thut no Amt. can
properly be made on M. for Com. to rise, 200.

Debates, Official Reps. of. M. (Mr. Curran) for copies
containing deb. on National Policy: ruled (Mr.
Speaker) not in Order, as it would involve a charge,
503.

Dominion Lands Acts Consolidation B. Unparliamentary
language: request (Mr. Speaker) withdrawal of
same, 948, 950.
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aiv tIl DE1.
ORDBE, PRIVILEGE, &.- Con.

Extracts from Newspapers reflecting on Members : ruled
(Mr. Speaker) should be read by Clerk at Table,
not by individual Members unless followed by a
Motion, 1170.

Intoxicating Liquors, Sale of. Re. to ref. par. in
Speech from the Throne to Sel. Coin. objected to
(Mr. Casgrain) on the ground that no B. relating
to Trade can be introduced except through Com.
of W.: ruled (Mr.. Speaker) Res. in Order, 235.

Incorrect statements: ruled (Mr. Speaker) that
question cannot be again opened for discussion,
1369.

On formation of Sel. Com.: objections by Mr. Blake
and others to serve: ruled (Mr. Speaker) that
Members, having declared against the principle of
the Res., are exempt from serv.ing on Coni., 254.

King's County (P. E. I.) Election. Objection (Sir John
A. Macdonald)- to Amt. to Amt. as being in sub-
stance the Main Motion: precedents quoted and
ruled (Mr. Speaker) in Order, 176.

Members Speaking twice. allowed by courtesy of the
flouse, 949, 1120.

Personal and Insulting Allusions in Deb. : checked (1Mr.
Speaker) 71, 519, 520, 948, 950, 1367.

Rule 78, Suspension of. Objection (Mr. Blake): ruled
(Mr. Speaker) that notice having been given, it is
within the power of the flouse to suspend the
same, 253.

Orange Demonstration at Ottawa. Rep. of Proceedings
read: ruled (Mr. Speaker) any published Reps.
reflecting on Members should be read by Clerk at
Table, 1170.

Rate of Interest B. M. to place on Order Piaper for 20
objected to: ruled (Mr. Speaker) M. in Order, 957.

St. Peter's Road (P..E.L).Ry. Crossing. Ques: respecting:
ruled (Mr. Speaker) that no argument nor opinion
can be offered, nor fact stated, in asking a question,
107.

Steam Communication with P.E.L Unparliamentary
language: request (Mr. Speaker) withdrawal of
same, 71.

Tarif Debate. Objection (Mr. Charlton) to Member
reading portion of aspeech to give a false impres-
sion, 455; remarks (Sir John A. Macdonald) on
alleged garbled extract, 456.

Latitude in: Member to use his own discretion (Mr.
,Speaker) 551 ; permitted, 552.

Throwing Missiles. Members requested to desist (Mr.
Speaker) 1086.

PRIVILEGE-

CP F. Ry. Commission, Evidence given before. Explana-
nation (Mr. Mackintosh) as to commercial relations
with Mr. Whitehead, 1281.

Intoxicating Liquors B. Explanation (Mr. Gigault)
respecting paragraph in Minerve and other pApers

as to vote on Amt. to 30, 1386.

ORDER, PRIVILEGF, &c.-Con.
lncreased Indemnity. Correspondence in Toronto Mail

reflecting on Membere: explanations (Messrs.
Charlton and Boss, Middlesex) 1057 ; (Messrs. Pat.
erson and Somerville, Brant) 1(58; (Messrs Davies
and McMullen) 1059.

River Improvements between Montreal and Quebec. Inter-
view of deputation with the Government, Rep. of,
in certain Montreal Journals: explanation (Mr.
Desjardins) 785.

Ship Channel, kontreal and Quebec. Explanation (Mr.
Landry) respecting paragraph in Montreal Gazette,
1363.

Vote on Orange B. Explanation (Air. Bergin) respect-
ing paragraph in Toronto Globe, 709.

PROQEDURE-
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co.'s B. Objection (Mr. Rykert)

to 21: ruled (Mr. Speaker) B. could not be carried
if Rember objected to 2°, but objection came after
it was declared carried, and on reference to Ry.
Com., 784.

Criminal Law Amt. B. 7. Amt. rep. from Com of W.:
ruled (Mr. Speaker) addition.to Amt. cannot. be
made, but can be made on M. for 3', 201.

Criminal Law Amts. (B. 6, 2, 4 and 30) dropped from
Order Paper. M. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) to rer. B.
to Com., 331; attention of House directed to the
two days' notice as required by Ruule 31'(Sir
Hector Langevin) 332: ruled (Mr. Spea/cr) th.t
no B. before the House can be killed by Con., 33!.

Debate, Adjournment of, Verbal Motions: practi' e (11r.
Speaker) 1369.

Fraud in Contracts B. 5. After 2°: practice ( Ur.
Speaker) to ref. B. to Com. of W., and whoa. OLder
is called for Com. of W. Order can be discha god
and the B. then ref. to Sel. Com., 94.

King's County (P.E.L) Election. Attention cf liie
directed by Air. Blake to Order for resuning adj.
deb. not appearing on Order Paper: practi ce (1r.
Speaker) to taksubject up for subsequeit d&'. as
a Ques. of Priv., 103.

Northern Ry. Co.'s B. Amts. made by Sel. Com. on Ry,.
to Son. B. must ,be considered as having been re-
ported from Com. of W. with Amte. (Mir.,Speaker)
1098.

Votes, Recording of. Loss of time: remarks (Mfr. Cas-
grain) 827.

For Constitutional Questions raised in delb. see
Acadia Powder Co.'s B. No. 40;
Carriers by Land B. No. 14 ;
Booms in Navigable Waters B. No. 9;
Fisheries Act Amt. B. 101;
Intoxicating Liquora, Sale cf, B. 13?

ORDNANoE LANDs AND NAVAL Riszavxs RECEIPTS-. M, for
Stmnt. (Mr. O'Brien) 54.

Paoific and Peace River Ry. Co. Incorp. B. No.
64 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria). 1°*, 140; 2 165; in
Com. and 3°*, 749. (46 Vie., c. 73.)



INDEX.
PACIFIC IRAILWAY. See " CANABIAN PACItI RY."
PALLISSER GUNS. See "Gnns" under "MILîT-A."

PARLIAMENTARY COMPANION : in Com. of Sup., 1197.
PARLIAMENTAItY' LiBRAEY, See "Library of Parliament."

PARLIAMENT, 5TH, FinsrTSEssioN, 1883, 46 VicTORA:
Meeting, 1; Opening, 3; Speech from the Throue, 3; Bills
Assented to, 1397; Prorogation, 1399. &e "lousE OF
COMMONS.

PASSENGE R ACCOMMODATIO N AT 4lTH E CaossiNG :" Ques.
(iMr. Lardryï;376.

Patent Act Amt. B. No. 122-from the Sonate (Mr.
Pope). 1'*, 957; 20, in Com, and 3°*, 1227. (46
Vie., c. 19.)

PATENT ]RECORD : in Com. of Sup., 836; conc., 1128.
Patent Rights, Prevention of Fraud in Sale of,

B. No. 98 (Mfr. Mulock). 1°*, 315.
PATTERSON, Mn. JUSTICE : South Norfolk Controverted

Election Rep., 3.
PELLETIER, N. A., AND OTHERS, CLAIMS OF: Ques. (Mr.

Casg#ain) 1025.
PEMBINA BRANCH iy.: See "CANADIAN PACFIC RY."
PEMBROKE, TowN oir, BONUS TO CAN. CENTRAL RY.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Blake) 229; in Com. of Sup, 1065.
PENITENTIARIES:

British Columbia, in Com. of Sup., 756.
Dept. Rep.: presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 233.
Dorchester: in Com. of Sup., 755.
Kingston : in Com. of Sup., 753, 1237 ; conc., 1127.
Manitoba: in Com. of Sup., 757.
Prirce Edward Island, Claim on Acet. of: in Com. of

Sup., 1237.
Sf. Vincent de Paul : in Com. of Sup., 154.

PENITENTIARIES AND COUNTY JAILS, REMOVAL OF PRISON-

EiRs : M. for Rot. (Mr. .Casey) 133.
Penitentiaries' Laws Consolidation Act Amt.

B. No. 111-from the Sonate (&ir John A. Mac-
donald). 10*,- 693; Res. in Com., 1035-; 2° of B.,
1038; in Com., 1309 ; reoom., and 8°e, 1387. (46 Vic.,
c. 37.)

PENSIONS : in Com. of Sup., 852, 863, 1131.

PENSIONS TO MILITIAMEN oF 1812: M. for Stmut. (Mr.
Bourassa) 55. See "MILITI&."

Péres Oblats de Marie Immaculée Incorp. B.,
No. 19 (1Mr. îoyal). 1°*, 52; 2°*, 77; in Com., 244;
recom. and 30, 368. (46 'Vic., c. 96.)

PZaLEY, EX-OvER8EEa (FIsMERY) CLAIM 0F; M. for Ret.
(Mr. Weldon) 660.

Pormanent Building Societies (Ont.) Act Amt.
B. No. 17 (Mr. Williams). 1°, 40; 20, 125.

PEaaSONAL AND INSULTING ALLUSIONS IN DEBATE: See
"O»9a, PUIVILEGE AND PaooEDuaE."

PEuIoNAL ExpAInATIoNS: Tarif Deb. on unfair comparison
(Jr. Char1ron)553; on being misquoted (Mr. Paterson,
Brant) 552. Bee "I ORDRE, PEavIGE, &c.",

Persona charged with Misdemeanor com-
petent as Witnesses B. No. 6 (Mr. Camron,
Hron). 1'*, 32; 2°, 87; M. for Sel. Com., 315; B. in
Com., 322; M. that Com. rise (Mr. Ourran) eatried on
a div., 322; M. to reconsid. B. (Mr. Cameron, uroA)
neg. (Y. 77, N. 101) 332.

PETERS, MAJOR, CHARGES AGUNST: M. for Cor. (Mr. Ro8,
Middlesex) 781.

PETITCoDIAO AND I[AVELoCK RY. SUBSIDY.: prop. Res.
(Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1290. &e
B. 137.

PETITIONS FOR I1RIVATE BS.: Ms. to read and receive: 0. P.
Mattock (Mr. Hall) 138; Gt. Western and Lake Ont.
Shore Junction By. Co. (Mr. Robertson, Hamitton) 139-;
W. V. Lawrence & Co. (Mr. Abbott) 139; Queddy River
Driving and Boom Co. (Mr. Mitchell) 185; G. P. Ry. Co.,
(Mr. Abbott) 741 (vol. ii.)

PETIT RIVIÈRE (N.S.) Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Keefier) 265.

PETROLEUM, INSPECTION OF: in Com. of Sap., 1199.

PIIAIR Vs. VENNINGi: in Com. OfSup., 1193.
PHYSICIANS CERTIFICATES GRANTED UNDEa CANADA TEM-

PEaANCE A.CT: M. for Rot. (Mr. McCraney) 777.
PICTONAND TRENTON MAIL SEavICE: Ques. (Mr. Platt) 502.

Pictou Harbor Act Amt. B. No. 108 (Mr. McLelan).
Res. in Com. and 1°* of B., 741 (vol. ii.) ; 2°*, 860; in
Com. and 3°*, 922. (46 Vic., c. 42.)

Pig Iron, Encouragement to Manufacture, B.
No. 131 (Sir Leonard Tilley). Res. prop., 693 ; in
Com., 710-716; conc. in, 743; 1'* of B., 1226; 20*, in
Com. and 3'*, 1336. (46 Vic., c. 14.)

PILOT BY-L&w AND MONTREAL HARBOR COMM[SON: M.
for copy of 0.0. (Mr. De St. Georges) 776.

PILOTAGE ACTS AUT. CONSOLIDATION: Ques. (Mr. Baker,
Victoria) 165.

PILoTS AND PILOTAGE IN B. C.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.

Baker, Victoria) 204.
PIPES, GLAZED AND UNGLAZED: in Com on W. & M., 671.
PIpEs, IRow, &c.: in Cofi. on W. & M., 692.
PIrEATu, L. J., INDEMNIFICATION To: in Com . of SBp.. 1238.
PLASTER, LAND, DUTY ON: Ques. (Mr. Wheler) 316.
PLATrKG CARDS-: in Com. on W. & M., 662.
POINT DES CASCADES AND LAKE ST. FBANOIS CANAL: QueS.

(Mr. D's Beaujeu) 266.
POLICE, DOMINIoN : Rep. presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 40.
POLICE, QUEBEC LIARBOR: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 890.
POINT DES CASCADES AND LAKE ST. FRANCIS CANAL:

Ques. (Mr. De Beaujeu) 266.
POINT LEVIS SIHUNTING STATION. See 4INTERIoL. RY.

PORTAGE ISLAND (N.B.) TRANSFER oF: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Mitchell) 272.
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE AS A CUSTOMS OUTPORT: Ques. (Mr.

Watson) 166.
Portage, Westbourne and North-Western Ry.

-Co.'s Acts Amt. B. No. 58 (Mr. White, Cardwell).
1°*,129; 2'*, 165; in Com.and 3°*, 501. (46 Vic., c,68.)



INDEX.
PORT ALBERT HARBOR IMPBOVEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Cameron, Huron) 376.
PORT LORNE (N.S) BREAKWATER : M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon)

106.
Post Office Act Amt. B. No. 92-from the Senate

(Mr. Carling). 1°*, 283; 2°, 1037; in Com. and 3°*,
1037. (46 Vic., c. 18.)

POST OFFICE:
Canada and the Postal Union : Ques. (Mr.
Contracts for Carrying Mails: M. for

Laurier) 86.
Farnham and Guillaume Mail Service:

Dupont) 125.

Coursol) 106.
copies (Air.

Ques. (Mr.

Flesherton and Vandeleur Mail Service: Ques. (Mr.
Landerkin) 547.

Florenceville Postmaster, Charges against: M. for
copies of Cor. (1fr. Irvine) 505.

Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and 'Lake Erie Ry.
Bi-daily Mail Service: Ques. (iMr. Landerkin) 781.

L'Avenir Postmaîster, Complaints against: M. for copies
(Mr. Ribfret) 902.

Letter Postage, Reduction on: Ques. (1Mr. Auger) 106.
Mail Carriage in Prince Edward County: M. for O. C.

(Mr. Platt) 266.
Mail Route via Regina: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
Mail Subsidies: in Com. of Sap., 952, 953.
Money Orders and the Postal Union: Ques. (Coursol)

106.
Mount Forest and Glen Eden Mail Service: Ques. (Mr.

Landerkin) 5A7.
Mount Johnson Postmaster: Ques. (Mr. Brecken) 547.
Newspapers, Free Delivery: Ques. (Mr. Wheler) 890.
Outaide Service: in Com. of Sup., 1079, 1197; conc.,

1123.
Picton and Trenton Mail Service. Ques. (Mr. Platt) 502.

St. Lawrence and Lake Champlain Junction Ry. Mail
Service: Ques. (Mr. Dupont) 125.

Undelivered Letters: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 889.
Winnipeg Post Office Sites: Ques. (Mr. Scott) 889.

POST OFFicE AND FINANCE DEPTs., CoNTINGENCIEs: conc.,
1114.

POST OrFicE DEiT.: Rep. presented (Mr. Carling) 106; in
Com. of Sup., 748.

POST OFPICE MAIL SERVICES. See respective headings.
" PoWoTAN," Loss oF THE. See 4lLife-saving Stations."

PREMIUMs ON 1NsURANCE : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Laurier) 1030.
Presbyterian Church and Manse Building Fund

(Man.) Incorp. B. No. 75 (Mr. Rosa, Lisgar).
1°*, 150; 2°*, 165; in Com., 373; 3°¥, 475. (46 ic.,
c. 97.)

Presbyterian Church Temporalities Fund Act
Amt. B. No. 39 (br. Charlton). 1°*, 89; 20, 162;
wthdn., 288.

Presbyterian Ministers',Widows' and Orphans'
Fund (Maritime Prov.) Amalg. B. No. 63
(Mr. Richey). 1°*, 140; 2°*, 165; in Com., 372; 3°*,
426. (46 Vic., c..98.)

PREVENTION OF CRIMES ACT. See B 133.
PRINCE ALBER T A&ND N.W.T., CLAINS OF INHABITANTS FOR

LANDs : M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 130.
PRINCE ARTHUR's LANDING AND RAT PoRAoE RY.: Ques.

(Mr. Scott) 1025.
PRINCE ARTHUR's LANDING, PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in Com.

of Sup., 1182.

PRINCE ARTHUR's LANDING TO RED RIVER. See "CANA.
DIAN PACIFIC RY."

PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY MAIL CARRIAGE : M. for 0.0.
(Mr. Plait) 236.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
Çape Traverse Ry.: Ques. (Mr. Hackett) 66; in Com.

of Sup., 1064.
Cascumpec Harbor: in Com. of Sup., 924.
Claim against Dom. Govt. for Wharves, &c.: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Robertson, Shelburne) 232.
Clair for Penitentiary: in Com. of Sup, 1178.

Dominion Piers: Ques. (ir. Davies) in Con. of Sup.,
1249.

Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 924, 1246.
Harmony Station and Elmira Ry. Surveys: M. for

Ret. (.Mr. McIntyre) 115.
King's County Controverted Election: Judge's Rep.,

40.
King's County Election: M. for Clerk of Crown in

Chancery to attend House with Returnas (Mr.
Cameron, Huron) 40; Clerk in attendance, 52;
Res. declaring Mr. Robertson elected (Mr. Cameron,
Huron) 89; deb. adjd., 93; Order for resumin'g
adjd. deb. not appearing on Order Papeir, 10z;
Ques. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 116,140; deb. resmd.,
150; Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 151; deb.
adjd., 161; resmd., 166; Amt. to Amt. (Mr. Mac.
kenzie) 175; neg. (Y. 60, N. 118) 185; M. (Mr.
Blanchet) to conc., in Rep. of Com. on Priv. and
Elec., 793; A mt. (Mr. Weldon) 800; Amt. to
Amt. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 806, neg. (Y. 64,
N. 108) 825; Amt. neg. (Y. 66, N. 108) 826.

Mail Subsidy to Great Britain: in Com. ofbSup., 953.
Malpeque Breakwater: Ques. (Mi'. Yeo) 839.
North Cape and Eat Point Signal Stations: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Brecken) 1026.
.Northern Light. See IlSteam Communication " under

this heading.
Post Office, &c., Summerside: Ques. (Ar. Yeo) 140.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 910,1241.
Queen's County Election Apeal: Supreme Court Judg-

ment read (Mr. Speaker) 84.
Red Point Breakwater: Ques3. (Ar. Davies).266; (Mr.

McIntyre) 315.
Refund of Duties paid to Merchante; in Com. of8Sup.,

1381.
South River and Malpeque: in Com. of Sup., 1246.

St. Peter's Road, Ry. Crossing at: Ques. (Mr. Davies)
1073 12e.



I NDEX.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND-Con.

Steam Communication: M. for Ret. (Mr. Davies) 43;
Deb. (Mr. Yeo) 46; (Mr. Jenkins) 47; (Mr. Mc
Intyre) 48; (Mr. ffackett) 49; (Mr. Casey) 51;
M. lor Sel. Com. (Mr.'Jenkins) 68; Deb. (Mr.
Davies) 68; (Mr. Backett) 70; (Sir Charles
Tupper) 71; M. to conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com.
(Ar. Brecken) 1027.

Summerside Harbor Surveys: M. for copies of Reps.
(Mr. Rackett) 215; .deb. resmd., 225.

Summerside Ry. Station: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 84.
Superannuation of Judges: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 204.
Winter Mail Service: remarks (Mr. Davies)in Coma. of

Sup. 1376.
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND fRY.: in Com. Of Sup., 1073.
PRINTED MUsIC: in COm. on W. & M., 662.
PRINTING, MIsCELLANEoUS: in Com. of SUp., 835, 1038.
PRIsoNERs, COs0T OF REMOVING, PROM OUNTY JAILs TO

PENITENTIARIEs: Ms. for Stmnts. (Me3rs. Casey and
Wilson) 133.

PRIVATE BILLs: Ms. (Mr. Beaty) to extend time, 36, 66, 88,
161; (Mr. Abbott) 288.

PRIVILEGE. See " ORDER, PRiVIL9GE, &c.''
PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 743.

Procedure in Criminal Cases B. No. 2 (Mr. Mc
Carthy). i°, 29; 2° and ref. to Sel. Qom. 87. Inoorp.
with B. (No. 6).

Procedure in Criminal Cases (persons charged
with indictable offences) Act Amt. B. No.
12 (Mr. Robertson, Klamilton). 1°*, 38.

PRoCEDURE OF THi HousE: Recording Votes, remarks (Mr.
Casgrain) 827.

PROCEDURE. See " ORDER, PRrVILEGE, &c."

Promissory Notes, Drafts, Billa of Excbange
Tax Repeal Act Amt. B. No. 78 (Mr. Weldon).
1°,150 ; 20* nd ref. to Sel. Com., 315; B. in Com., 426;
3°*, 557. (46 Vic., c. 21.)

*PROROGATION OF PARL [AMENT: COmmunication from Gov.
Gen's Sec., 1391; His Ex.'s Speech, 1399.

Provincial Courts Judges Provision B. No. 134
(Sir John A. Macdonald). Res. in Com., 1310; 1°* of B.,
1316; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1336. (46 Vie., c. 9.)

PROVINCIAL GOVERNKENTS' CLAIMS AGAINST THE DOM.: M.
for copies of Cor. (Mr. Tanase) 266.

PRovINcIAL I LAws BEsPECTING INTOXIOATING LIQUORs: M,
for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 380.

PUDDING PAN (N S.) WORKS AT: Ques. (Ir. Forbes) 130,
PUBLIC ACcOUNTs FoR 1881-82: preented (Sir Lemard

Tilley) 35.
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. See " PUBLIC WoRK8."

PUnLIC BUSINESS, STATE 0FO: remarks on, 55, 106, 1235.
PUBLIC CONTRACTS, FRAUD IN RELATION TO. &e B. 5.
PUBLIC DocUmr.NTs, EXCHANGE oF': Remarks on M. to

conc, in Sixth Rep. of Printing Com,, 784,

PUBLIC LANDS:
Agreements between Comniisoi and Government: M.

for Ret (Mr. Charlton) " S.
Colonization, under Plans Ni.% One and Two: Ms. for

Rets. (Mr. Charlton) 55.
Consolidation B. See "Do mnion Lands; » also B. 45.
Prince Albert and N.W.T., claims of inhabitants: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Blake) 130.
Sales and amount realized in Man. and N.W.T.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Burpe, St. John) 76.
Sales of: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 55.
Surveyed in the N.W.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Charlton) 55.
Transfer, Simplification of Systemi. M. for Com. (Mr.

Blake) 79.
Public Lands of the Dom. Acts Amt. B. No. 45

(Sir John A. Macdonald). 1', 19o; 2*, 546; M. for
Com., 860; in Com., 873, 935; M. for 3°, 936; Amt.
(Mr. Charlton) 940; deb. resmd., 943; Amt. neg. (Y.
49, N. 101) 951; 30*, 951; Sen. Amts., 1310. (46

Vic., c. 17.)
PUBLIC WORKS:

Barrington and Cape Sable Island Cable: Ques. (Mr.
Robertson, Shelburne) 107.

Bayfield (N.S.) Iarbor Breakwater: Ques. (Mr.
McIsaac) 657.

Bayfield (Ont.) Breakwater: M. for copies of Reps. of
Engineer (Mr. .McMillan, Huron) 774.

Blandford (N.S.) Break water: Ques. (Mr. Keeller) 68.
Brandy Pots, Semaphore at: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Grandbois) 134.
Brandon, Post Office at: Ques. ' (Mr. Sutherland,

Selkirk) 166.
Buckhorn (Ont.) Pier at: Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 890.
Cape George (N. S.) Brcakwater: Ques. (Mr.

McMullen) 502.
Chatham to Escuminac (N.B.) Telegraph: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 81.
Coffin's Island (N.S.) Works at: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)

501.
Cotton Wood Canon (B.C.) Improvements: Ques. (Mr.

Reid) 315.
Dominion Piers in P.E.L.: Ques. (Mr. Davies) in Com.

of Sup., 1249.
Dredging: in Com. of Sup., 929.
Fort Dufferin, St. John, N.B.: in Com. of Sup., 1184.
Frontenac Terrace (Que.): M. for Rot. (Mr. Amyot) 54.
Grosse Isle and Mainland Semaphore Communication:

Ques. (Mr. Landry) 78, 890.
Guif Telegraph System, Extension of: Ques. (Mr.

Paint) 68.
Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sap. (N.S.) 922, 1245;

(P.E .) 924, 1246; (N.B.) 924, 1246, 1381;
(Maritime Provinces generally) 925; (Que.) 925,
1183, 1246; (Ont.) 926, 1183, 1246, 1381; (Man.)
927; (B.C.) 927, 1183; (General) 929; (Prince
Arthur's Landing) 1247.

lxxvii
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PUBLIC WORKS-Con.

Indian Harbor (N.S.) Breakwater: Ques. (Air. Eirk)
78; M. for papers, e., 116.

jona Drill Shed Cont iaet : M. for copy (Mr. Casey) 133
Isle aux Nois and St. Johns Barracks: Ques. (Mr.

Bourassa) 1025; M. for copies of Reps. of
Engineers, 1034.

Joannette's Creek (Ont.) Obstruction of: Ques. (Mr.
Smyth) 890. •

Little -Bear Creek (B.C.) Navigation of: Ques. (Mr.
Smyth) 56.

Liverpool Bay (N.S.) Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Forbes)
84; M. for R R' 3.83.

Maintenance and Il .pairs: in Com. of Sup.,1078, 10'9,
1199.

Malpeque (P.E.l.) P'reakwator: Ques. (Mr. Yeo)889.
Midland Harbor Improvements: Ques. (Mr. Cook) 165.
Montreal And Quebec, Channel between. Se IlQUEBEo."
Monument to Joseph Brant: in Com. of-Sup., 1249.
Morpeth Harbor Tmprovements: M. for copies of.Cor.

(àMr. Casey) 556.
New Harbor (N.S.) Breakwater: Qies. (Mr. Kirk) 78;

M. forpapers, &c., 116.
North Cape and East Point (P.E.I.) Signal Stations:

• . for Let. (fr. Breclen) 1026.
Petit Rivièzre (N.S.) 3reakwater: Qqes. (Mr. Keefler)

265.
Port Albert Harbor Improvements: M. for Rot. (Mr.i

Cameron, Buron) 376.
Port LQrne - (N.S.) Breakwater: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Weldon) 106.
Public aildings: in Com. of Sup. (.B.) 1182, 1241;

(N.S.) 909, 1181, 1241; (P.e.I.) 910, 1241; (Que.)
910, 1182, 1242; (Ont.) 911, 1182, 1242; (Man.)
R12, 1182, 1243 •. ,(N.W.T.) 913, 1:!43; (B.C.) 913,e
1244; (General) 913; (Repair, &c.) 913, 1182;
(;Priuce Arthur's Landing) 1182.

Publie Buildings, Ottawa: Acommodation in, 784; in
Com. of Sup., 907; copo., 1116.

Pudding Pan (N.S.) Works: Ques. (Mr. Forbes) 130.
Quaco (N.B.) Lighthouse. M. for Ret: .(Mfr. Weldon)

106.
Red Point (P.E.I.) Breakwater: Ques. (Mr. Davies)

266; (Air. Mfclntyre) 315.
Regina, Immigrant Shed at: Ques. («r. Orton) 265.
Rep. of Dept.: presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 36.
Rivière du Loup, Semaphore at: K for ýCor., (Mr.

Grandbois) 134.
Roads and Bridges: in Com. of Sup., 980.
Sable Island and N.S. Telegraph: Ques. (Mr. Paint) 68.
Salaries charged against Publie Worka: M. for Stmnt.

(Mr. Bergeron) 116.
Site, purchase of, Ottawa: in Com. of Sup., 1179.
Ste. Anne, Chicoutimi, Wharf at: M. €or Ret. (Mr.

Gagne) 138.

PUBLIC WORKS-Cm.
St. Fiancis Wharf, Island. of Orleans:, Ques. (Mr.

Landry) 890.
St. Jean Port Joli Wharf: Que!. (Mr. Casgrain) 41,

315; Ms. for Rets. 64, 377.
St. Thomaas Drill Shed: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wilson) 132.
Summerside Post Office, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 140.
Tele graphie- Expenditure charged to Public Works:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 84.
Telegraph Lines, Man. and N.'W. T.: in Com. of Sup.,

1160.
Telegraphs: in Com. of Sup., 930, 1249.
Two Creeks Harbor (B.C.): Ques. (Mr. Simyth) 56.
Vaux, C., Compensation to: in Com. of Sap., 1181.
Westïhaver's Point, Lighthouse at: M. for copies of

Cor. (Mr. Keefler) 780.
Winnipeg Post Office Site: Ques. (Mr. Scott) 889.
Yamaaka RiverImprovements: Ques. (Mr. Dupont) 4!.

P uBw.WoaKs DEPT., EXPENDITURE ON TELEGRAMs: M. for
Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 84.

PUUnIAc WOags: Rep. presented (Sir Hector Langevin) 36;
in Com. of Sup., 749, 750.

PUBLIC WORKS: SALARIE9 CHARGED TO: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Blake) 86.

QuAco LIoara'ousE, REBUILDING oF: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Wedr)106.

QU'APPELLE VALLEY FARMING Co.: M. for Ret. (Mr Wat-
son):25.

-nu'Appe!e, Long Lake, and Saskatchewan Ry.
and Stmbt. Co. Incorp. B. No. 72 (Ur. Cam-
eron, 'Victoria). 1°*, 150; 2°*, 165-; in Coui. and 3°*,
607. (46 Vic., c. 72.)

QUARANTINE: in Cm. of Sup., 1238.
Qubee and Janes' Bay Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B.

No. 54 (Mr. Bossé). 1°*, 129; 2°*, 165; in Com. and
3°*, 606. (46 Vic., c. 70.)

QUEEEc AMi LAKE ST. JOHN RY., SJB:mDY TO Co.: prop.
Re. ( ir Charks Twpper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1290.
See B. 137.

Brandy Pots, Semaphore at: M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Grandbois) 134.

&munton » Uivièe du Loup Ry.: Ques. (Mr. Grand-
bois) 41.

Froute*ic Terxace, City of Quebec: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Amyot) 54.

Qatnqau Valley Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop. ReS. (Sir
CMrles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com., 1284.

Geographical Society: in Com. of Sup., 1378.
Grosse Iole and Mainland Communication: Ques. (Mr.

Lgndqy) 890.
]arbor Police: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 890.
Harbors and Rivers: in Com. of Sup., 925, 1183, 1246.
Indians, Annual Grant to suppL Fund: in Coin. Of Sap.,

1094 1098.
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INDiex.
QUEBEC-Con.

Intercol. REy. Offices at City: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 376.
International Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop. Res. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 1252 ;*Res. in Com., 1288.
Isle aux Nois and St. Johns Barrauks: Ques. (Mr.

Bourassa) 1025 ; M. for copies of Reps. of Engineers,
1034.

Isle Rouge Lightship, Dismissal of Captain: M. for
copies of 0.C., &c. (Mr. Laurier) 903.

Jacques Cartier Controverted Election: Judge's Rep. 4.
Joliette Controverted Election : Judge's Rep., 3.
Montreal and Western Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop. Res.

(Sir Charles Tupper) 1252 ; Res. in. Com., 1289.
Montreal larbor Commission and Pilot By-law: M. for

copy of 0.0. (Mr. De St. Georges) 776.
Mount Johnson Postmaster : Ques. (Mr. Béchard) 547.
Murray Bay and River Ouelle Winter Service: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Blondeau) 106.
Napierville Controverted Election: Judge's Rep., 3.
Public Buildings: in Com. of Sup., 910, 1182, 1242.
Quebec and Lake St. John Ry., Subsidy to Co.: prop.

Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252; Res. in Com.,
1290.

Quebec Central Ry. See " INTEROoL. RY."
Quebec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental Ry. See

"North Shore Ry."
Rivière du Loup and River Ouelle Wharves, Ice Reps.:

M. for copies (Afr. Grandbois) 215.
Rivière du Loup, Semaphore at: M. for Cor. (Mi.

Grandbois) 134.
Seigniory of Mingan, Dacuments respecting: M. for

copies (Mr. Abbott) 659.
Semaphore Communication with Grosse Isle: Ques.

(11r. Landry) 78, 890.
Scotsvillo Postmaster: M. for Ret. (Mr. Bourassa) 52.
Ship Channel between Montreal and Quebec: Ques. Qf.

Priv. (Air. Desjardins') 785; M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Rinfret) 903; Ques. (Mr. Desjardins) 1246,
1251. See.B. 142.

St. Francis Wharf, Island of Orleans: Ques. (Mr. Lan-
dry) 890.

St. Jcan Port Joli W harf: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 41, 315;
Ms. for Rest., 64, 377.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary: in Com. of Sup., 754.
Ste. Anne, Chicoutimi, Wharf at: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Gagne) 138.
Subsidy, Increase of: M. for Rot. (Mr. Laurier) 779.
Terrebonne Controverted Election: Judge's Rep., 3.
Verchères Controvorted Election: Judge's Rep., 3.
Veterans of 1812: Ques. (Mfr. Amyot) 56.
Yamaska River Improvements: Ques. (Mr. Dupont) 41.

Quebec Fire Ins. Co.'s Capital Stock Reduction
B. No. 23 (Mr. Bossd). 1°*, 56; 20*, 77; in Com.
and 3°*, 375. (46 Vic., c. 83.)

Quebec Graving Dock Act Amt. B. No. 129 (Sir
Leonard Tdley). Res. in Com. and 1°* of B., 1213;
2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1279. (46 Vic., c. 40.)

Quebec Harbor Improvement Act Amt. B. No.
130 (Sir Leonard Tilley). Res. in Con, 1313; 1°* of
B., 1214; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 1279. (46 Vic., c. 39.)

QUEBEC SHIr CHANNEL. See "Ship Channel."
QUEDDY RIVER DRIVING AND BooM Co.'s PETITION: M. tO

read, &c. (M[r. Mitchell) 185.

QLEEN's BENCH (MAN.) CHIEF JUsTICESHIP: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Blake) 60.

QUIEN's CouNTY (P.E.I.) ELECTION APPEAL: Supreme
Court Jndgment read (Mr. Speaker) 84.

QUESNELLE FORKS AND BARKERVILLE (B.C.) MAIL SERVICE:
M. for copies of Cor. (1fr. Reid) 302.

QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE: (Mr. Bergin) 701; (Mr. Desjar-
dins) 785; (Mr. Charlton and others) 1057; (Mr. Mackin-
tosh) 1281; (Mr. Landry) 1363; (Mr. Gigault) 1386.
See "'ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE."

Quinze Pier, Boom and Improvement Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 66 (1fr. Tasse). 1°*, 140; 2°*,
165; M. for Com., 940; in Com. and 3°*, 943. (46
Vic., c. 92.)

Railway Act, Consolidated (1879) A.mt. B. No.
15 (Mr. Mulock). 1-, 39; 2°, 103; wthdn., 281.

Railway Act (Consolid',ted) Amt. B. No. â2 (Mr.
Riopel). 10*, 77; 2°, 125

Railway Aet, Consolidatedi (1879) Amt. B. No.
69 (Mr. White, Renfrew). 1°*, 140; 2°, 287.

Ra.ilway Act, Consolidated (1879) Amt. B. No. 127
Sir Charles Tupper). 10, 1081; 2° m., 1209; 2° and
in Com, 1297; on M. for 3°, Amt. to recom. (Mr.
Blake) neg. (Y. 42, N. 78) 1317 ; recom. and 3°*, 1318.
(46 Vic., c. 24.)

RawILwA ACT, CONSOLIDATED: QueP. (Mr. Mulock) 383.
RAILWAY BRIDGE ovEa RIVER ST. JoH,: M. for Cor. (Mr.

Burpee, St. John) 80.
RAILWAY CARS, SLEIGHU, &. : in Com. on W. & M., 662.

Railway Commissioners, Court of, B. No. 3 (Mr.
McCarthy). 1°*, 29; 2°, 140; MN. for Com., 558; neg.,
571.

RAILWAY CROSSING AT ST. PETER's RoAD (P. E.1.) : Ques.
(Mr. Davies) 107, 125.

RAILWAY REszRvs (B.C.) SQUATTERS ON ; M. for Rot. (Mr.
Gordon) 382.

RAILWAY STATISTIOs: in Com. of Sup., 1065.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIEs : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanasse) 301.

RAILWAY TRAFFIc ON THE LoRD's DAY : M. for Ret. (Mr.
MeMullen) 89â.

Railway Trust and Construction Co's. Incorp.
B. No. 41 (Mr. Small). 1°*, 89; 2°*, 164; in Com.
and 30*, 749. (46 Vic., c. 75 )

Railway Trust and Construction Co. of Can.
Incorp. Act Amt. B. No. 141 (Sir John A. Mac..
dorald) 10*, 2°, in Com. and 30*, 1336. (46 Vic., c. 76.)

RAILWAYS, ACCIDENTS ON: M. for Ret. (Air. Mitchell) 659.

RAILWAYS AND CANALS, DEPT. oF: Rep. presented (Sir

Charles Tupper) 77 ; in Com. of Sup., 1235.
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ikn INDEX.
RAILWAYS AND CANALS EXPENDITURE IN THE PRoVINoES: REPORTS PRESENTBD:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Cameron, Inverness) 412.
RAILWAYS AND CANALS, REPAIR, &c.: in Com. Of SUp.,

1073, 1077, 10'8, 1245.
RAILWAYS, GENERAL (CHARGES ON REVENUE): in COM. Of

Sup, 1160, 1222.

Railways, Minister of, transfer of certain
powers of Min. of Pub. Works to, B. No. 94
(Sir Charles Tupper). 1°*, 298, 2°*, in Com. and 30*,
1037. (46 Vic., c.. 5).

RAILWAYS. See respective headings.
Railways, Subsidies to, Authorization B. No. 137

(Sir UA arles Tupper). Res. prop., 1252; in Com., 1283;
Rep. of Com. consd., 1317; 1°* of B.,1317; 2°*, 1331;
in Com., 1332· on M. for 3°, Amt. to recom. (Mr. Blake)
neg. on a div., 1333; 3°*, 1333. (46 Vic., c. 25).

Rainy River Improvement Co.'s Incorp. B. No.
38 (Mr. Dawson). 1°*, 89; 2°*, 138.

krI TELEGRAPH Co. See "Canadian."

Rathbun, H. B. & Sons Co. Incorp. B. No. 26
(Mr. White, Hastings). 10*, 67; 2", 77; in Com. and

30*, 471. (46 Vic., c. 89.)

RAT PORTAGE AND PRINCE ARTiiUR'S LANDING RY.: Ques.
(.Mr. Scott) 1025.

RECEIPTB AND EXPENDITURE OF AO0UNTANT OF H. OF C.:
preaented (Mr. Speaker) 29.

REcipooo&L TRADE BETWEEN CANADA AND BRAZIL, &c.: M.
for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 167.

REIPROOITY WITH TuE IU.S.: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Bous, Middlesex) 267.

EROIPRoCITY WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS: Ques. (Mr.
. romer) 67; Re. prop., 231.

REDEMPTION OP BILL STAMPS: Ques. (Air. McMullen) 502.
RED POINT (P.E. 1.) BREAKWATER: Ques. (Mr. Davies) 266,

315.

RED RIVER, WEST OF. See "CANADIAN PACIFIC R."
REDUCTION ON LETER POSTAGE: Ques. (Mr. Auger) 106.
REFUND OF DUTIEs PAID BY MERCHANTt IN P.E.I.: in Com.

of Sup., 1381.
REGINA, EXIGRANT SHEDS AND IMPROVEMENTS AT: QUe.

(Mr. Orton) 265.
REGINA AS THE CAPITAL oF THE N.W.: M. for 0.0., &c.

(Mr. Casey) 273.

REGINA, MAIL RoUTI Via: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
1REGINA AS A PORT OF ENTRY: Ques. (Mr. Orton) 265.
RExSSIoN 0F DUTY bN IRON IMPORTED FOR DUFFERIN

BRIDGE: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Casey) 897.
RENOUF, D ,n ACCOUNT OF: M. for copy (Mr. Amyot), 40.
REPAIRS, FURNiTURE, &C., PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in Com. of

Sup., 913, 1182.
REPATRIATIN OF CANADIANS: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Taus)

890.
REPORTS, DEPARTKENTAL, COXPILATION OP: Res. prop. (Mr.

Boas, Middlese) 298.

Accountant of H. of C., Receipts and Expenditure
(Mr. Speaker) 29.

Adulteration of Food (Mr. Costigan) 36.
Agriculture (Mr. Pope) 583.
Anditor General (Sir Leonard T7dley) 35
Canadian Pacifie Ry., as to rout', progress, &c. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 66, 77.
Canadian Pacifie Ry., in acceant with (Sir

Leonard Tiey) 66.
Civil Service Rxaminers (Sir Hector Langeoin) 77.
Dominion Police Expenditure (Sir -Hector Langevin) 40.
Indian Affaire (Sir John A. Macdonald) 36.
Inland Revenue (Mr. Costigan) 36.
Interior (Sir John A. Macdonald) 331.
Justice, Penitentiaries Branch (Sir John A. Macdonald)

233.
Library of Parliament (Mr. Speaker) 4.
Marine and Fisheries (Mr. McLelan) 66.
Militia (Mr. Caron) 36.
Postmaster General (Mr. Carling) 106.
Public Accounts (Sir Leonard Tille,) 35.
Public Works (Sir Hector Langevin) 36.
Public Works from 1867 to 1882 (Sir Hector Langevin)

. 1169.
Railways and Canals (Sir Charles Tupper) 17.
Secretary of State (Sir Hector Langevin) 36.
Trade and Navigation Tables (Mr. Bowell) 36.
Weights and Measures (Mr. Costigan) 36.

REPRESENTATION IN N.B.: remark (Mr. Mitchell) on the
Address, 27.

RETURNING OFFICERS IN G.E. 1882: M. for List (Mr. Blake)
57. See "Bothwell Election; " also IlKing's County
(P.E.L.) Election."

RETURNS AND REPORTS. See respective hoadings.
RETURNS, PREPARATION OF: in Com. Of Sap.. 1196.
RICHARDS, S., HOLDING ASSIZES: in Com. of Sup., 1178.
RICHIBUOTO RIVER OBSTRUCTIONS: Ques. (Mr. Kird) 1025.
RIOHMoND FIELD BATTERY, GUNS FOR : M. for Cor. (Mr. Ives)

204r
RIDEAU CANAL. See "ICANALS."

RIFLE ASSOCIATIoNS, GRANTS TO : in Com. of Sup., 857..
RIGHUrS AND PRIVILEGES OF FRENCH CANADIANS : remarks

(Air. Tasse) on the Address, 28.
RIToHIu, SIR WX. JOUNSToNE, DEP.- Gov. : Meeting of

Par., 1.
IVI R DU LoUP AND RIVER QUELLE WHARVES, I1E REPS.:

M. for copies (Mr. Grandbois) 215.
RIvItRE DLou Town BRANCH. S6e "INTERCOL. Ry."
ROADS AND BRIDGES: iu COm. Of SUp., 930.
ROBERTSON S. THE QUIE: in 0om. Of Sup., 1197; in

Com. on Fisheries Act Amt. B. (Mr. Weldon) 1200.
RODEICK MOLENNAN'a CLAIM TO LAND INN.W.T.:«M. for

. copies of Cor., &c. (Air. Blake) 778.
ROLLING STOo PuRCUAsEn aRoX PUIOELL & Co. Se&

"CauuDIAs PAOMO Br."
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ROLLING SToCK. See "6INTERo0L. Ry.; "also " CANADIAN
PACIFC Ry."

ROULEAU, MR. F. F.: Commissioner to Administer Oaths, 1.
ROUVILLE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 187.
RowE, .Amos, AND THE GOVT., RELATIoNs BETWEEN : M.

for Cor. (Mr. Woodworth) 1028.
ROYAL ACADEMY OP ARTs : on M. for Com. of SBp. (Mr.

Laurier) 1171; (Mr. Wright) 1172, 1174 (Mr. Paterson,
Brat) 1173 ; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1173.

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS, 1397.
Roy al Canadian Passenger Steamship Co.'s lIn-

corp. B. No. 55 (Mr. Mitchell). 1°*, 129; 29*,
165 ; in Com. and 3°*, 501. (46 Vic., c. 88.)

ROYAL LIFE-BiAT INSTITUTION. See "Life-saving Stations."
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE CADETS. See " MILITIA."

ROYAL SOCIETY: in Com. of Sup., 1194.

Royal Society of Canada Incorp. B. No. 37 (Mr.
Tasse). 10*, 89; 2, 262; in Com. and 3°*, 471. (46
Vic., c. 46.)

RUSSELL VS. WOODWARD, LEGAL EXPENsEs : in Com. of
Sup., 1133.

RUSSELL vs. THE QUEEN: M. for copies of Judgments (Mr.

Blake) 66.
RUSSIAN JEWS, IMMIGRATION o: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Casey) 059.
Rustico Farmer's Bank Incorp. Act Oontinua-

tion B. No. 28 (Mr. .Davies). 10*, 67; 20* 77 ; in
Com. and 3°*, 501. (46 Vic., c. 49.)

ST. CHARLES BRANCH AND FERRY. See " INTERCOL. RY."
ST. FBANCIS WHARF, ISLAND oF ORLEANS: Qnes. (Mr.

Landry) 890.
ST. HIYACINTHE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 187.
ST. JEAN, BANQUE DE, ANNUAL RETURNS: . M. for copies

(Mr. Bergeron) 66.
ST. JEAN PORT JOLI WHARF: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 41,315;

Ms. for Rets., 64, 377.
St. John Bridge and Ry. Extension Co. Provi-

sion B. No 138 (Sir Leonard Tilley). Re& prop., 1199;
M. for Com., 1333; RIes. in Com. and 1°¥ of B., 185;
20*, in Com. and 30, 1363. (46 Vic., c. 26.)

ST JOHN, INTOOL. RY., INCEAsED A(O3XMoDMUo&T:

in Coin. of Sup., 106(), 1150.

ST. JOHN (N.B.) LANDs EIPROPEITRD AT, PoU II%00L.
RY.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.

ST. JoHN (N.B.) INTEROoL. RY. FREIGHT SHEDI, A.. M.
for Ret. (Mr. Weldon) 106.

ST. JOHN RIVERI, RY. BDiGE oVER: M. for Cor. (Mr. Eur-
pee, ft. John) 80.

ST. JoHN AN» IsLE AUx Noix BAwR1xsm: Quie.(Mr. Beassa)
1025; M. for'copies of Reps. of Engineers, 1034.

ST. LAwrENCE AND ITAE CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RY. MNAM
SERvIoz: Ques. (1fr. Dupont) 125.

St. Lawrence Bridge and Manufacturing Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 68 (Mr. Qurran). 10*, 140;
2°*, 165.

n

ST. l&wzENCz, CHANNEL or TRI: Ques. (». Rinfrut) *13
Ques. of Priv. (Air. Deujardùus) 785; Duepening of:
M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Rinfret) 903; Ques. (Mr.
Deujardias) 1246, 1251. Bee B. 142.

ST. LAWRENCE, INTEROOL. AND NORTH SKoEu r1. P1%»T
BOATS: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 376.

ST. LAWRENoE PILOTAGE. Sa IlMontruul Harbor om.
missioners."

ST. LAWRENCE BIVER AND CANALS. Be& 4ICANALS."

ST. PETER's CANAL. Be. IlCANALs."
ST. PZTE's BOAD (P.E.I.) RY, CRosSING: Ques. (Mr.

Davies) 107, 125.
ST. ThouAs DRILL Sm»: M. for Ret. (Ar. Wilson) 132.
ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: ii Comn. of SUp., 754.
STE ANNE CANAL. Be& 4ICANALs."

STE. ANNE, PIER AT: M. for Reps., &c. (Mr. Gagn4) 138.
SABBATH, OBSERVANCE OF: Ques. (Mr. MCMUlea) 767;

Railway Trafflo on :-M. for Ret. (Mr. MacMudin) 899.
SABLE IBLAND TELEcGRAPH CoMMUNICATIoN: Ques. (Mr.

Paint) 68.
SALARIEs, &o., LIBRARy: in Com of Sup., 835; cono., 1114.

SALARIES, &C., FISHERY OVERsEERS AND WA»DNs: in Qom.
of Sup., 1010, 1186; cone., 1116, 1223.

SALARIES CHARGED AGAINST PUBLIC WoEms: IL for Stant,
(Mr. Bergeron) 116.

SALARIES oF JUDGEs: in Com. on PA. (ir John A. .Ma#.
donald) 1310; Deb. (Mr. Blake) 1311, 1815; (Mr.
Baker, Missqisuoi),1311; (Mr. McCarthy) 1311; (Mr.
Brecken) 1312; (Mr. Casgrain) 1312; (Mr. CWran)
1313; (Mr. Davies) 1313; (Mr. Lanry) 1313; (Air.
Cameron, Victoria) 1313; .(Sir John A. Macdonald)
1314; (Mr. Woodworth) 1314. Se B. 134.

SALE or INToxICATING LIQUoRs IN QUEBE : I. for opies of

Petitions (Mr. Gigault) 213. Bee B. 132.
SALT DuTIus: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. WhlA.r) 232.
Saskatchewan and North-Westeru Ry. iobs

Incorp. B. No. 74 (Mr. Cameron, Viria). 1°*,
150; 2°*, 165; in Com. and 80*, 701. (46 Vi., &, 73

Saskatchewan University Inoop. L N oD
(Mr. Wlliana). 1°*, 52; 20*, 7; in Co., #,44;
con&d. and recom., 261; 3°*, 261. (46 Yic.,4. 4i.)

SCHooLS Or GUNNERY: in ComO. f SUp., 8M0.
SOURSETR, MR., ADDITIONAL ALLOWANCE To: i 2G 30

Sup., 1158.
SOIENTIFIO INsTITUTIONs: in Com. of Bup., 1190.
SOoTTSVILLE (QUE.) PosTxAsiTasIP: M. Lfor 10t. (M.

Bourassa) 52.
SEA mN's WAGEs, CoLLETioN or: M. to introduis B. (Ar.

O'Brien) wthdn., 53.
SECEITARY oF STATE's REr.: prusmnted (B&r Rector Lange-

mn) 36.
SEREZTARY or STATE, THE: Ques. (Mr. 0'a.grain) 981,
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Seduction, Punishment of (Criminal Law Amt.)

B. No. 18 (fr. Charlton). 10, 38; 20 and ref. to Sel.
Com., 123; M. for Com., 220; B. in Com., 222; Order
for consdn. read, 283; Amt. to recom. (Mr. Charlton)
carried (Y. 91, N. 73) 286; in Com., 286; M. for consdn.,
286; deb. adjd., 287; M. to recom. (Mr. Cameron, Tic-
toria) carried (Y. 73, N. 61) 307; in Com., 313; rep.,
314; 30*, 315.

SEIGNIORY OF MINGAN, DOCUMENTS RESPECTING: M. for
copies (1Mr. Abbott) 659.

SzIzURE oF TOBACCO IN MONTMAGNY: M. for Ret. (Mfr.
Landry) 383.

SEIzURE Op TOBACCO ON BRIG "ADELINE:" M. for Ret.
(Mr. Valin) 382.

SELECT COMNITTEES. See "COMMITTEES."

SELKIRE AS A PORT 0F ENTRY: Ques. (Mr. Ross, Lisgar) 315.

SEMAPHORE COMMUNICATION WITH GROSSE IBLE, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Landry) 78.

SEXAPROBES AT BRANDY POTS: M, for copies of Cor. (Mr.
Grandbois) 134.

SEMAPHORES IN GUYSBOROUGH CO.: Ques. (.Mr. Kirk) 547.
SENATE, SALARIES, &o.: in Com. of Sup., 757.
SESSIONAL MEsSENGEas, SALARIES oF remarks (Mr.

Royal and others) 1386.
SETTLERS. See "Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Go."
SHANLEY, FRANK, WIDOW OF: in Com. of Sup., 1318.
SHELBURNE HARBOR Foo WHISTLE: Ques. (Mr. Robertson,

Shelburne) 107.
SHIPBUILDING MATERIALS, CLAIMs FOR DRAWBACKS ON: M.

for Ret. (Mr. Burpee, St. John) 76.
Ship Channel, Montreal and Quebuc, Deepen-

ing of, Provision B. No. 142 (Sir Leonard Tilley).
Roi., 1336; 10* ofB., 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1338. (46
VTc., c. 38).

SippiNG DIsAsTERS, INLAND. SeeI Georgian Bay."

8HOEBURYNE8S, ARTILLERYMEN'S EXPENSES TO: in COm. of

Sap., 860.

SHtorBAN» Wan s: M. to Employ for Sel. Com. (-Mr.
Backett) 129; cone., 1214.

SHow CAàsEs: in Com. on W. & M., 671.
8eNAW.BTAEoNsOin Com. of Sup., 957.

"Smuoe," Lioss OF TH. Bee "Inland Shipping Disasters."

" Sa JAEs DouGLàs." eI "Government Steamers."

SITE, PuaRmASE or, OTTÂwA: in Com. of Sup., 1179.
=LIn» AN» Boom Duzs, COLLEOTION OF: in Com. of Sup.,

1079.

BLInI Du&,&e.I "Timber."
SMELT FPMRma, MIE.AMIHI. See "FISHERIES."
SoUTH NORFOLE: CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 3.
SOUTH RIVER AND MA LPEQUE H ARBoR: in Com. ofSup., 1246.
SP=AKmR., ELECTION OF. &eI "HoUSE OF COxmON4S,"

SPEEoH ROM TRI THRONE, 3. [For the Address, see
" Address.")

SpaDy TRmI4s Ac AahrT. Sec B. 11.

SPIRITUOUS LI(QUORs, IMPORTATION 0F: Ques. (1fr. Eirk) 502.
SPRUCE LOas, EXPORT DuTY ON: Res. (Mr. Ives) 207;

Ques. (Mr. Bolduc) 1025.
SQUATTERS. See " Qu'Appelle Valley Farming Co."
STAFF, MILITARY BRANCH AND DISTRICT: in COm. Of Sup.,

853.
STAMP DUTY REPEAL ACT AMT. See B. 78.
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE: M. for Joint Com. to revise

Rules, &c. (Mr. Beaty) 233; M. for Mess. to Sen., 291.
STANDING ORDERS OF THE HOUSE : Res. (Sir Hector Lange-

vin) 7q1.
STATION ACCOMMODATION. See " CANADIAN PACIFIC RY.;

also IINTERCOL. RY."
STATIONERY FURNISHED TO MEMBERS: on M. to cone. in

Seventh Rep. of Printing Com. (Mr. White, Cardwell)
1251.

STATIONERY OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 751.
STATISTIS, VITAL: Ques. (Mr. Lesage) 56.
STATUTES, DOMINION, CCNSOLIDATION OF, EXPENDITURE IN

CONNECTION WITH : M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 57; Ques.
(Mr. Richey) s8; in Com. of Sup., 1040, 1378; cone.,
1387.

STATU TES, EXPIRING, CONTINUATION OF. See B. 133.
STATUTES, REPEAL OF. See B. 95.
STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATES' EXPENSES: in Com. Of Sup., 753.
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION: in or. of Sp., 1190.
STEAM COMMUNICATION BETWEEN P.E.I. AND MAINLAND:

M. for ]Ret. (Mr. Davies) 43; Deb. (Mr. Yeo) 46; (Mr.
Jenkins) 47; (Mr. Mclntyre) 48; (Mr. Backett) 49;
(Mr. Casey) 51; M. for Sel. Com. (Mr. Jenkins) 68;
Deb. (Mr. Davies) 68; (Mr. Hackett) 70; (Sir Charles
Tupper) 71; M. to conc. in Rep. of Sel. Com. (Mr.
Brecken) 1027.

STEAM SERVICE BETWEEN CAMPBELLTON AND GASPÉ: M.
for Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 504.

STEAMSHIP COMMUNICATION BETWEEN CAN. AND GERMANY:

M.-for copies of Cor. (Mr. Kranz) 96.
STEAMSMP, SERVICE. See "Maíl Subsidies," under

STEEL: in Com. on W. & M., 692.
STEWART, JOHN, APPLICATION OF: M. for copies of Cor.

(Mr. Wallace, York) 266.
SUBSIrES OR GRANTS TO MAN.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Suther-

land, Selkirk) 525.

Subsidies to Rys. Authorization B. No. 137 (Sir
Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1252; in Com., 1283;
Rep. of Com. consd., 1317; 1°* of B., 1317; 2°*, 1331;
in Oom., 1332; on M. for 3°, Amt. (Mr. Blake) neg.on
a div., 1333; 30*, 1333. (46 Vic., c. 25.)

SUBSIDIES TO RYs.: Res. prop. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1252,
1275; Deb. (Mr. Blake) 1257, 1269; (Mr.-Bykert) 1259,
1268; (Mr. Burpe, Sunbury) 1261; (Mr. Boss, Middle.
sex) 1262, 1270; (Mr. Burns) 1265; (Mr. Wright)
1266; (Mr. Gillmor) 1270 ; (Mr. McDonald, Cape Breton)
1271; (Mr. Cameron, Inverneus) 1272; (Mr. Fairbank)
1272; (Mr. Pickard) 1273; (Mr. Tassé) 1273; (Mr.
Bryson) 1275; Res. in Com., 1284-1293. See B. 137.



INDEX.
BUmuirs To -RY.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Vanase) 301. Su

B. 137 and respective headinge.
SUBssIY, INEJREAED, TO QUEBEC: M. for Ret. (Mr. Laurier

779.
SUBsIDY TO CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. Co.: in Com. of Sup.

999.
SUCCESSOR To HIGH COXMIssIoNER: Ques. (Mr. Blake) 376.
SucCEssoR TO His EXCELLENcT: M. for Cor. (Mr. esson

wthdn., 65.
SUGAR, CLAIms PoR DRAwBAcs: M. for Ret. (Mr. Burpee

St. John) 80.
SULPHURIO ACID: in Com on W. & M., 662.
SUMMERSIDE HARBOR (P.E.I.)tSURVEY OF: M. for copies of

]Reps. (Mr. Rackett) 215; deb. resmd., 225.
SUMMERsIDE POST OFFICE AND CUSTOM fHoUsE: QuOs. (Mr.

Yeo) 140.
SuMMEasii Rr. STATIoN: Ques. (Mr. Yeo) 84.
SUPERANNUATION FUND: remarks (Mr. Blake) 301.

Superannuation of Civil Service Employés Act
Consolidation B. No. 91-from the Senate (Sir
Leonard Tilley). 1°*, 283; Res. prop., 791; 21 of B.
m., 1227; 2° and in Com., 1234; 30 m., 1363; Amt. to
recom. (Mr. Ross, Middlesex) neg. (Y. 47, N. 100) 1364;
30, 1364. (46 Vic., c. 8.)

SUPERANNUATION OF P.E.I. JUDGES: Ques. (Mr. -Davies)
204.

SUPREME COURT, LAW REPS. FOR: in Com. of Sup., 835.
SUPREME COURT JUDGMENT RESPECTING QUEEN's COUNTY

(P.E.I.) ELECTION : read (Mr. Speaker) 84.
Supreme Court Jurisdiction in Appeal B. No.

100 (Mr. Landry). 11, 383.
SUPREME COURT: Ques. (Mr. Landry) 29.
SUPERNUMERARY CLERKS. See " MoUtreal Custom flouse."
SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATEs: 1882-83, 999; 1883-84, 1207;

Further, 1883-84, 1363.

SUPPLY :
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted

under this head.]
Mess. from Ris Ex. transmitting Estimates for 1883.84,

288; Mess. from His Ex. transmitting Suppl. Esti-
mates for 1882-83, 999; Mess. from lis Ex. trans.
mitting Suppl. Estimates for 1883-84, 1207; Mess.
from His Ex. transmitting Further Suppl. Estimates
for 1883-84, 1363.

Res. for Com., 28; in Com., 743, 835, 907, 922, 952,
997, 1000, 1038, 1060, 1089, 1131, 1137, 1174, 1235.

COMXITTZE:

Administration of Justice:
Daval, Geo., Purchase of Books from, 1133.
Fisher, Judge, Widow of, 1236; explanation, 1387.
Mackenzie, Judge, Gratuity to Widow of, 1132.
Purcell vs. Woodward, Legal Expenses, 1133.
Richards, S., Holding Assizes, 1178.
Stipendiary Magistrates Expensoes, 753.

Adulteration of Food, 1113.

nil 1

Art&, Agricture and StatistwS:
Agriculturâl and IndustrWa Statistics, 844.
Archives, care of, 836.
CoUPPLY-o7.

Criminal Statistics, 837.
Dominion Exhibition, 840.
Health Statistics, 841; cono., 1115.
Patent Record, 836; cono., 1128.

Charges of Management, 743.
Civil Government:

Agriculture, Dept. of, 748, 1132.
Auditor General's Office, 746.
Civil Service Board, 752.
Contingencies, Departmental, 750.

High Commissioner, 751; suppl., 1177.
Post Office and Finance Depts., 752; cono., 1114.
Privy Council Office, 1249.

Customs Dept., 747, 1131.
Finance Dept. and Treasury Board, 746; suppl.,

1235.
Governor General's Secretary's Office, 743; suppl.

1235.
Indian Affairs, Dept. of, 746; suppl., 1177.
Inland Revenue Dept., 746, 1131.
Interior, Dept. of, 744, 1174; suppl., 1237.
Justice, Dept. of, 744.

Penitentiaries Branch, 774.
Marine and Fisheries Dept., 748.
Post Office Dept., 748.
Privy Council Office, 743.
Public Works Dept., 749, 750.
Railways and Canals, Dept. of, 1235.
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 1235.
Stationery Office, 751.

Collection of Revenues:
Excise, 1249; conc., 1317.
Public Works-Maintenance and Repairs:

Agent and Contingencies, B.C., 1079.
Ularbors and Slides, 1078.

Slide and Boom Dues, Collection of, 1079.
Telegraph Lines, B.C., 1079.
Telegraph Lines, Manitoba and N.W.T., 1078.

REailways and Canals-Repairs, &c.:
Canals, 1077.
Intercolonial Ry., 1073.
Prince Edward Island Ry., 1073.
Salaries and Contingencies Canal OMers, 1078.
Welland Canal-Compensation to T. Munro,

1245.
Windsor Branch Ry., 1073.

Weights and Measures, 1251.
cOutoms:

Manitoba, 1198; cono., 1226.
Salaries and Contingencies of the sveral Porto,

1000.



INDEX.
SUPPLY-.Con.

7arges on Revenu.:
Canals-General, 1169.
Oustoms-Manitoba, 1198.
Excise-Stamps, &c., 1198.
Inspection of Petroleum-Extra services (Battle)

1199.
Public. Works: Maintenance and Repairs-Tele-

graph Lines, B.C., 1199.
Railways-General, 1166; Compensation to Mrs.

MoInnis, 1222.
Dominion Lands-Capital:

Surveys, 1111; suppl., 1199.

Dominion Landa-Income:
Land Guides, &c., additional, 1380.
Outside Service, 1113.

Dominion Police, 753; cono., 1126.
Exzcise :

Inspector of Tobacco Manufactories, 1383.
Balaries, &c., 1020; cono., 1117.

Fiusherieq:
Bounties to Fishermen, Expenses in connection

with, 1186; cone., 1223.
Salaries and disbursements of Fishery Overseers

and Wardené, 1010; conc., 1116.
Geological Siey, 1088.
Immigration :

Expenses, further, in connection with, 1134.
Salaries and Contingencies, &c., 845; oonc., 1114.
Winnipeg General Hospital, 1134; conc., 1214.

Immigration and Quarantine:
Quarantine, Sydney, N.S., 1238.

Indians:
Annual Grants to sapplement Indiin Fund-

Ontario, Quebec and Maritime Provinces,
1094, 1098.

British Columbia-Indians generally, Surveys, &c.,
1101; suppl. (additional agents) 1378.

Manitoba and the North-West, 1102, suppl., 1191;
(Industrial Schools) 1376.

New Brunswick-Bannon, Bev. Mr., Compensation
to, 1191; suppL (Missionary, Medical Grant
snd Nedical Offieer) 1249.

Nova Soota-Indians generaly, 1101.
Legistion:

House of Commons-4la9es, 783.
Senate-Saaties and Oontingencies, 757.

Xielaneou:
Cl.rk oflCrown in Chancery, 835.
Debates, Publication of, 763.
Houde, Mý. P., .'., Sessional Indemnity, 1380.
Library, Grant to,*165.

Miscellaneous Books, 1133.
Salaries and Contingencies, 835; cone., 1114.

laws, Printing, &., 835.
Newspapers, &c., Binding, 836.

BUPPLi-en.
Legislation-Con.

Printing, Miscellaneous, 885.
Piteau, L. J., Indemnification for loss of Appoint-

ment, 1239.
Shorthand Writers, &c., conc., 1214.
Sapreme Court, Purchase of Law Reps. for, 835.

Ligdhouse and Coast Service:
Cape Race Ligbt, Montreal Harbor Commission,

and Surveys of Lakes Huron and Superior,
1191.

Colchester Reef Lighthouse, 956.
Lighthouse Keepers, Salariss, &c., 956; conc., Il16.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, 1019.
Meteorological Observations, &c., 957.
Observatories, 957.
Signal Stations, 957.

Mail Subsidies:
Canada and Germany, 953.
Canada and West Indie and Brazil, 952.
Cape Canso and Port Hood, 952.
France and Quebec, 952.
Halifax to Murray Harbor, &c., 953.
Lakes Huron and Superior, 952.
Liverpool and St. John, N.B., and Halifax, N.S.,

952.
Prince Edward Island to Great Britain, -953.

Militia:
Ammunition, Clothing, &c., 853.
Associations, Grants to, 857.
"IA " and "B " Batteries, 860.
Artillery Battery and Cavalry and Infahtry

Schools, &c., 1239.
Contingencies, &c., 857.
Drill Instruction and Drill Pay, 855.
Military Stores, Purchase of Property for (Ottawa)

1239; conc., 1316.
Properties, care of, 858.
Royal Military College,858.
Staff, Military Branch and District, 853.
Schools of Gunnery, 860.
Shoeburyness, Artillerymen's Expenses to, 860.

iscellaneous:
Audet, A., Translating Rep. of C.P.R. Commission-

erS, 1280.
B.N.A. Act, 1867, Publication of Cases decided

under, 1045; conc., 1128.
Burgess, John, Legal Expenses, 1192.
Canada Gazette, 1038; conc., 1120..
C.P.R. Commission, Sundry Accounts, 1280.
Cartier, Sir G.E., Allowance to Widow of, 1378.
Dominion Statutes, Cons6lidation of, 1040, suppl.,

1378; conc., 1387.
Demers, L J., Printing Volumes of Evidence taken

before .P.R. Commission, cmnc., 1219.

h8 mi



ImDEX. ixrx~
SUPPLY-Con.

Dominion Police, Gratuities to retiring Members of
the Force, 1192.

Factory Commission, advane. te Mr. Blakely, 1197.
Fabre, Mr., Salary and Contingencies, 1319.
Governor-General's Visit to B.C., 1191.
Geographical Society, Quebec, 1378.
International Fisheries Exhibitio, 1044, 1191.
Keewatin, Expenses of Govt, &o, 1040.
Library, Dept. of Justice, 1044; oefo., 1128.
Litigation, costs of, 1381.
Mounted Police, Coupensation to Menbers of, 1041.
Mounted Police Barraoks, 1041.
Merchants' Bank vs. Regina, Cost of Suit, 1197;

suppl. (refund) 1379.
North-West Territories, Expenses of Govt., &c.,

1039.
Printing, Miscellaneous, 1038.
Prince Edward Island, Refund of Duties paid by

Merchants to the United States in 1871, 1381;
wthdn., 1383.

Phair vs. Venning, 'Damages and Costs, 1193.
Royal Society, Publication of Proseedings of, 1194.
Returns, Preparation of. Expenses, 119e.
Parliamentary Companion,Purchase of copies, 1197.
Robertson vs. The Queen, Damages, 1197.
Surveys, Lakes Superior and Huron, 1044.
Shanly, Frank, Gratuity to Widow of, 1378.

North-West ]ounted Police:
Barracks, Erection of, 1041.
Compensation for Injuries, 1041.
Pay of Force, &c., 1110; suppl., 1191.

Ocean and River Service:
Life-boats, &c., and Rewards for Saving Life, 953;

suppl., 1249.
Masters and Mates, Examination of, 963.
Steamers Napoleon III, Druid, Newfield, Sir James

Douglas, Northern Light, La Canadieme, Main-
tenance, &c., 953.

Triennial List of Shipping, Printing of, 9M6.

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 756.
Dillon, J. (Kingston) Gratuity, 1237.
Dorchester, 755.
Kingston, 753; cone., 1127.
Manitoba, 757.
Prince Edward Island, Claim of, 1178.
St. Vincent de Paul, 154.

Isions:
Duckett, Mrs. Edward, 1134.
Pensioners, Compensation to, 853.
Veterans of War of 1812, 852.

Post Office:
Mail Service, Salaries, and Miscelaneous, 1979;

conc., 1123; suppl., 1197. •

SUPPLY-Con.
Public Work-Caital:

Public Buildings, Ottawa, 907; coo., 1116; Pur-
chse ofSite, 1179; CompEsation to C.Vaux,
1181.

Telegraph Line, Manitoba and N.W.T. (Oliver,
Davidson & Co.'s Contract) 1160.

Public Worke-lncome:
Publie Buildin:gs:

British Columbia, 913; sappl., 1244.
General, 913.
Manitoba, 912 ; auppl., 1182, 1242.
NewfBrunswick, 1182; suppl., 1241.
North-West Territories 913 ; suppl., 1243.
Nova Scotia, 909 ; suppl., 1181, 1241.
Ontario, 911; suppl., 1182, 1242.
Prince Arthur's Landing, 1182.
Prince Edward Island, 910; suppl., 1241.
Quebec, 910 ; suppl., 1182, 1242.
Repairs, Furniture, Heating, &c., 913; suppl.,

1182.
Harbors and Rivers:

British Columbia, 927; suppl., 1183.
Dredging, 929.
General, 929
Manitoba, 927.
Mriti« e Prmvinoe generlly, 925,
Miscellaneous, 930; suppl. (Fort Dufferin, St.

John, N.e.) 1184, 1245; (Monument to
Joseph Brant) 1249.

New Branswiek, 924; suppl., 1246, 1381.
Nova Scotia, 922; suppl., 1245.
Ontario, 926; suppl., 1183, 1246, 1381.
Prince Arthur's Landing, 1247.
Prince Edward Island (Cascumpec) 924; suppl.

(South River and Malpeque) 1246.
Quebec, 925 ; suppl.,- 1183, 1246.
.Roads and Bridges, 930.
Telegraphs, 930; sappl. (British Colambia) 1249.

Railways and Canal--Cipitalt:
Canadian Pacific Railway:

British Columbia, 998.
Canada Central Bailway Subuidy, 997.
Contract 15 (Whhehead) 1141; conc., 12à9.
Dick, Capt., Award d Arbitrator, 1189; conc., 1214.
Georgian Bay Branch, 1137.
Prince Arthur's Landing to Red River, 998.
Red River, West of, 1137.
Rolling Stock p.urcbaaed from Purcell & Co., 1149.
Station Accommodation, 999.
Subsidy, C.P.R. Co., 999.

General:
Bridge over Red River at Emerson, 1158.
Pembroke, town o Claim, 1065.
Railway Statistices, 1065.
Schreiber, Allowance to, 1158.
Surveys and Inspection, 1064



IND11X.
SUPPLY-Con.

Bailways and Canals: Capital-Con.
Intercolonial Railway :

Commission, Staff and Expenses, 1244.
Construction Accounts (old) Commission, &c., 1150.
Dalhousie Branch, 1244.
Dartmouth Branch, 1380.
Halifax Extension, 1061, 1150.
Increased Accommodation at St. John, 1060, 1150.
Ketchum, Refund on account of Over charge, 1154;

conc., 1219.
Land and other claims, 1156.
Legal Expenses in re Western Counties Ry. Co.

and Attorney General vs. Windsor and An-
napolis Ry. Co., 1157.

Mann, Claim of, 1157.
Rivière du Loup Town Branch, 1244.
Rolling Stock, 1061.
St. Charles Branch and Ferry, 1063 ; conc., 1121;

Shunting and Station Yard, Point Levis,
supp., 1244.

Walsh, of Halifax, Damages to Property, 1158.
Prince Edward Island Railway :

Cape Traverse Railway, 1064.

knas:

Carillon-Canal, Dam and Slide, 1071.
Cornwall, 1070; Enlargement, 1159.
Culbute, 1159; suppl., 1245.
Grenville, 1072; Heney, Stewart, & Co. Award,

1158, conc., 1221.
Lachine, 1068.
Murray, 1071.
St. Lawrence River and Canals, 1070.
St. Peter's, 1245.
Ste. Anne, 1071..

Taz-Construction of Works, 1072.
Trent River Navigation-Locks, &c., 1071.
Welland, 1072; Compensation to Messrs. Dunn

and Page, 1160.
Williamsburg-Lock at Rapide Plat, 1070; Com-

pensation to Owners of Land, 1159; suppl.,
1245; conc., 1317.

Miscellaneous, 1245.
Railways and anals-Income:

Canals:
Beauharnois-Swing Bridge ùt Valleyfield, 1072.
Burlington--Renewal of Piers, 1072.
Chambly--Raising Banks, &c., 1073.
Cornwall-Drain between Town and Canal, 1072.
Rideau--Expenses for Repairs, 1073.

Trent Valley-Survey of Navigation, 1072 ; conc.,
1123.

Welland-Cleaning ont Back Ditches, 1072; Par-
ohase of Steam Pump, 1160.

SUTPPLY-Oo.
icientißc Institutionu.:

Meteorological Service and Magnetic Observatory,
Toronto, 1190.

Steamboat inspection:
Expenses in connection with, 1190.

Weights and Measures and Gas:
Salaries, &c., 1045; conc., 1120.

U7nprovidedtems, 1199; cone., 1280.
CONOURRENO:

Audet, A., Translaling Rep. of C.P.R. Commission, 1280.
British North America Act, Cases decidel under, 1128.
Bounties to Fishermen, Expenses in connection with,

1223.
Canada Gazette, 1120.
C.P.R. Commission, Sundry Accounts, 1280.
Customs, Manitoba, 1226.
Demers, L. J., Printing Volumes of Evidence taken be-

fore C.P.R. Commission, 1279.
Dick, Capt., Award of Arbritrators to, 1214.
Dominion Police, 1126.
Dominion Statutes, Consolidation of, 1387.
Excise, Salaries, &c., 1117, 1317.
Fisheries, Salaries, &c., Overseers and Wardens, 1116,

1223,
Health Statistics, 1115.
Heney, Stewart, & Co., Award of Arbitrators, 1221.
House of Commons, Shorthand Writers, &c., 1214.
Immigration, 1114; Winnipeg General Hospital, 1214.
Justice, Dept. of, Library, 1128.
Ketchum, H. G. C., Refund to, 1219.
Kingston Penitentiary, 1127.
Libraries, Salaries, &c., 1114.
Lighthouses and Fog Alarms, 1116.
McInnis, Mrs. A. A., Compensation to, 1222.
Military Stores, Purchase of Property for (Ottawa)

1316.
Patent Record, 1128.
Post Office and Finance Depts., Contingencies, 1114.
Post Offlce, Mail Service, Salaries, &c., 1123.
Public Buildings, Ottawa, 1116.
St. Charles Branch and Ferry, 1121.
Trent Valley Navigation Survey, 1123.
Weights and Measures and Ga, Salaries, &c., 1120.
Whitehead, Mr., Contract 15, 1219.
Williamsburg Canal, 1317.
Winnipeg General Hospital, 1214.
Unprovided Items, 1280.

Supply B. 128 (Sir Leonrad Tilley). 1°* and 2° m,
1388; 2°* and 30*, 1391. (46 Tic., c. 2.)

SuavEr, HYDBoLG&rmc, op CANADiAN WATEas: M. for
Cor. (Mr. Fortin) 82.

SUVErs AND INSPEcTIONs, RkuwArs: in Com. ofSup., 1064.
Suarzrs or Taina Huowm AND SuPEoRIOR in Com. of Sup.,

1044, 1191.
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INDEX.
SUSPENSION oP RULE 78: objected to (Mr. Blake) 253.
SYDENHAM RivE, NAVIGATION or: Queo. (Mr. Hawkins)

1025.

TAir ALTERATIONS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Blake) 547; Deb.
(M r. Bowell) 547 ; (Mr. Blake) 548; (1fr. Mitchell) 549,
551; (Mr. Burpee, St. John) 549; (Mr. Paterson, Brant)
549; (Sir John À. Macdonald) 550; (Mr. Bwrs) 551 ;
(Mr. Farrow) 552; (Mr. Charlton) 552; (Mr. White,
Cardwell) 553; (Mr. Casey) 555; neg. (Y. 65, N. 115)
555.

TARIFF RESOLUTIONS, SPECIFIC AND AD VAL. DUTIES: M. for

Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 556.
ToBicco, CANADIAN: Re@. (Mr. Costigan) 574; Deb. (Mr.

Laurier) 576; (Mr. Bourbeau) 576; (Mr. Landry) 577;
(Mr. Lesage) 578; (Mr. Béchard) 578; (Mr. Gigault)
579; (Mr. Dugas) 579; (Mr. Labrosse) 580; (Mr.
Dupont) 580; (Mr. Rinfret) 580; (Mr. Amyot) 581;
(Mr. De St. Georges) 582. Sec B. 115.

TARIFF, THE : on M. for Com on W. & M. (Mr. Mackenzie)
596; (Sir Leonard Tilley) 600; (Mr.Davies) 602; (Mr.
Cameron, Inverness) 612; (Mr. McCallum) 613; (Mr.
Foster) 614; (Mr. Brecken) 615; (Mr. Benson) 618;
(Mr. -Hesson) 619; (Mr. Backett) 620; (Mr. McMullen)
624; (Mr. Farrow) 62d; (Mr. Watson) 627. See
" WAYS AND MEÂNs."

TAY CANAL. See " CANALS."

TERREBONNE CONTROVERTED ELECTION: JudgO's Rep., 3.
TELEGRAMS, EXPENDITURE ON, IN PUBLIC WoRKs DEPT.:

M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Blake) 84à

Telegraph (Marine) Pacifl Coaut of Can. and
Asia Co.'s Incorp. Act Amt. B. No. 116 (Sir
Iector Langevin) 1°*, 791; 2°*, 860; in Com. and
30*, 935. (46 Vie., c. 45.)

TELEGRAPHS:
Bermuda, Communication with: Ques. (Mr. Daly) 39-

explanation (Sir ifector Langevin) 81.
British Columbia: in Com. of Sup., 1079, 1199, 1249.
Chatham to Escuminac Lighthouse: Ques. (1fr.

Mitchell) 81.
General: in Com. of Sup., 930.
Gulf System, Extension of, to N.S., N.B., and C.B.:

Ques. (Mr. Paint) 68.
Manitoba and N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 1078, 1160.
Nova Scotia and Sable Island: Ques. (Mr. Paint) 68.

TzEmpERANcz. See "IDtoxicating Liquors " B. 132.
" THE CRoSsING." See IlINTERCoL. Ry."
Three Rivers, Harbor Master of, B. No. 121

(Mr. Bowell). 1°*, 999; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1038.
(46 Vic., c. 41.)

THRoWING MISSILES: Ques. of Order (Mr. Thompson) 1086.
TIMBER AND MINING PERMITS IN DISPUiED TERRIToRY: M.

for copies of Cor. (Mr. Jackson) 232.
TImBER, LICENSEs To CUT, IN ONT.: M. for Rot. (Mé.

MKcNeill) 292.

TInoeR LIOES : M. for Ret. (Mr. Cameron, Huron) 61;
adjd. deb. resmd., 229.

TinR PERMITS IN DISPUTED TE RITORY.: M. for Ret.
.(Mr. Mcraney) 777.

Timber Tolls on GoverDment Blides, &o., Col-
lection of, provision B. No. 126 (Mr. Costigan).
Rep. prop., 709; in Com. and 1°* of B., 1037; 2°
and in Com., 1207; 30*, 1227. (46 Vic., c. 16.)

Titles to Land, Transfer of, in Canada B. No.
97 (Mr. McCarthy). 1°, 572.

ToBAcco, CANADIAN, LIcENSED MANUFACTURERS: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Gigault) 86.

TonAcco, CANADIAN, REGULATIONS: Que. (Mr. Bourbeau)
41.

TonAcco MANUFACTORIES, INSPECTOR OF: in Com. of Sap.,
1383.

ToBAcco SEIZURE ON BRIG "ADELINE: " M. for Ret. (Mr.
Talin) 382.

ToEAcco SEIZURES IN MONTMAGNY: M. for Ret. (Mr. Lani
dry) 383.

ToLLS AND DUES ON TIMBER AND LUMBER: prop. Res. (Mr.
Costigan) 709.

Toronto Harbor and Esplanade B. No. 106
(Mr. Small11). 1°, 574; 1° 09.

TORoNTo, PORT OFR, REFUND o DUTIES AT: M. for Ret. (Mr.
McMullen) 660.

ToWN oF PEMBRoKE BONUS TO CAN. CENTRAL RY.: M. for
Ret. (.Mr. Blake) 229.

TEADE AND NAVIGATION TABLES: presented (Mr. Bowell)
36.

TRADE BETWEEN CANADA AND BRAZIL, &o.: M. forCor. (Mr.
Fortin) 767.

TRADE, INTER-PRoVINCIAL: M. for Sol. Com. (Mr. Paint)
113; Com. appointed, 135; M. to send for persons, &c.,
139.

TRANSFER oF PORTAGE ISLAND (N.B.): M. for copies of Cor.
(Mr. Mitchell) 272.

TRANSLATING 1REP. op C. P. R. CommissioN: in Com. of Sup.,
1280.

TRANSLATION oF REP. Or SEL. COM. ON NATIONAL PoLIor :

Ques. (Mr. Vanasse) 89.
TRANSLATION Or VOTES AND PRoCEEDINGS: remarks (Mr.

Landry) 828.
TREATIES. Sec "Commercial Treaties ;" also diWahington

Treaty."

TRENTON AND PICTON MAIL SERVICE: QueS. (Mr.Platt) 502.
TRENT RIVER NAVIGATION. See "CANALS."

Trial of Cases before County Court Judges
Criminal Court Act Amt. B. No. 11 (Mr.
Roberison, Hamilton). 1°, 38; 2°, 103; ref. t Sp.
Com., 118.

TRIENNIAL LIST OP SHIPPING: in Com of SUp., 956.
TRoops, WITIMRAWAL Or, PROM HALIFAX: M. for Ret.

(Air. Blake).502.
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INDEX.
TRuao AND PiOToU BRANCH Ry.: M. for copies of 0wr.,

(.Mr. McDonald, Cape Breton) 129.
Two CEEmS HARBOR (B.C.): Ques. (Mr. Smyth) 56.

UNDELiVERED LETTERS: Que@. (Mr. Blake) 889.
Union Assurance Co. of Canada Acts Amt. B

No. 47 (Mfr. Beaty). 1°*, 106; 2°*, 138..
Union Bank of P.E.I. and Bank of N.S. Amal-

gamation B. No. 10 (Mr. Tupper). 10*, 38: 2 *,
77; in Com. and 30*, 374. (46 Vic., c. 48.)

'UNITED STATES:
Canadian Wheat, Transport of: M. for Ret. (Mr.

Blake) 56.,
Hemlock Bark, Import Duty on: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron)

78.
National Distillers' Association and Can. Customs: M.

for Cor. (Mr. Kirk) 507.
Reciprocity with: M. for copies of Cor. (Mr. Ros,

Middlesex) 267.
Wasbington Treaty, Congressional Proceedings: Ques.

(Mr. Mitchell) 81.
Ûnivrsity of Saskatchewan Incorp. B. No. 18

(Mr. Williams). 1°*, 52; 2°*, 77; in Com., 244;
cODsd. and recom , 261; 30*, 261. (46 Vic., c. 47.)

UNPARLIAMENTART LANGUAUE, 71, 519, 520, 948, 950, 1367.
See "'Order, PRIVILÈGE AND PROCEDURE."

UNPROVIDED ITEMS: in Com. of Sap., 1199; cono., 1280.
UPPER FuRAIa (B.0.) NAVIGATION OF: Ques. (Mr. Reid) 315.

VACANCIES IN IIA" AND IlB" BATTERIES: Ques. (Mr. We.
don) 204.

VANCOUVER IsLAND, GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF: QUes. (1fr.

Gordon) 376.
VANOUVER ISLAND RY. AND DRY lDocK : Que. (Mr.

Baker) 651; explanation (Sïr John A. Macdonald) 1392.
VANCOUVER ISLAND, SQUATTERS ON RY. REs LRVE : M. for

Ret. (Air. Gordon) 382.
VANDELEUR AND FLESERTON MAIL SERVICE: Qum. (r.

Landerkin) 547.
"VANDERBIL T," - Loss oF THE. See "Inland Shipping

VAUX, C., COMPENSATION TO.: in CDm. of Sup., 1481.
VtRUHJa s qONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rep., 3.
VETERANs 0F 1812 : M. for Stmnt. of number survlving, &c.

(1Mr. Massue) 40; M. for Stmnt. of Naines and Reui-
dences (Mr. Bourassa) 55; Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 56; In-
crease of Pensions : Ques. (1fr. Thompson) 657; in Com.
of Sup., 852.

VIC-ADMULITr COURTS, ENOLUMENTS OF JUDGES AND

REGIsTmRs : M. for Ret. (Mr. Daly) 902.
VICTUALLEas, LIcEENED, AND LIQUOR LEGISLATIbN: M. for

Cor. (Air. Blake) 80.
VITAL STATrIos: Ques. (1r. Lesage) 56.

OLUNTEME or 1837-38: M. for copies of Cor. (f. Wgaegd,
York) 266.

VOTEs AND P.cOOEEDIIGS,, TBANsLATION oF: remarks ( r.
Landry) 828.

VOTES, RECORDING op, Loss or TIME: renarks (Mr. Cas-
grain) 827.

WALPOLE ILAN», SALE op OAK ON: M. for copy of Cor.
(Mr. Lister) 1031.

WALSH, MU., DAMAQES TO PROPERTY. in Com. of SUp.,
1158.

WAsHINGToN TREATY: Ques. (Mr. Mitchell) 81.
WATER LOTS IN HARBORS oF LAKES HURON AND SUPERIOR:

M. fQr Cor. (Mr. Dawson) 503.
"WAUBUNO," Loss or THE. See "Inland Shipping Disas-

ter8."

WAYS AND MEANS:
Ree. for Com. (Sir Leonard Tilley) 28; The Budget

Speech, 332; reply (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 345;
Deb. (Mr. White, Cardtell) 357; (Mr. Ros, Middle.
sex) 383; (Mr. -Rykert) 392; (Mr. Rinfret) 399;
(Mr. Amyot) 405; (Mr. Armstrong) 410; (Mr.
Charlton) 431, personal explanation, 455; (Mr.
Foster) 446; (Mr. King) 456 ; (Mr. Jamieson) 459;
(Mr. Wiqle) 460; (Mr. McMillan, Huron) 463;
(Mr. Wood, Westmoreland) 466; (3fr. Sproule)
463; (Mr. Taylor) 475; (Mr. Burns) 470; (Mr.
Sutherland, Selkirk) 480; (Mr. -Hawkins) 484; (Mr.
Gillmor) 487; (Mr. Fail) 494; (Mr. McLelan) 496;
(Mr. Hesson) 497. Res. 1 in Con.., 629 ;Res. 2 in
Com., 660-692; on conc. (Mr. Blake) 732; (Sir

Lconard Tilley) 732, 735; (Mr. Fisher) 736; (Mr.
Hall) 738; (Mr. White, Cardwell) 738; (Mr. Ross,
Middlesex) 739; (Mr. Sproule) 740; iRes. cone. in,
741; Res. rep. from Com., 1388. See "SUPPLY."

WEIGHIS AND MEASURES: Rep. presented (Mr. Costigan)
36; in Com. of Sup., 1045, 1251; conc., 1120.

WEIGRTS AND MEASURES ACT: prop. Res. (Mr. Irvine) 289.
WELLAND CANAL. See IlCANALs."

WELLS, MR., BREWER or GODERIOH, RETURN RESPECTING:

Ques. (Mr. Farrow) 889.
WESTERN COUNTIES RY. VS. WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIs RY.,

LEGAL EXPENsEs: in Com. of Sup., 1157.

WESTHAVER's POINT, LIGHTHOUSE AT: M. for copies of
Cor. (Mr. Keefler) 780.

Weuleyan Mothodist Church Missionary Soc.'s
Incorp. Act. Amt. B. No. 43 (Mr. McCarthy).
1o*, 89; 20*, 138; in Com. and 30*, 471. (46 Vic.
c. 95.)

WESTPORT PIEU (N.S.) VOTE FORU: Ques. (Mr. Vail) 376.

WgARFAeE DuEs, DIGBy PIER : M. for Stimnt. (Mr. Jail)
525.

WHÂEF AT STE. ANME, CHICOUTIMI : M. for Bet. (Mr. Gagné)
138.

WHEAT IN BOND, MILLING: Ques. (1fr. Wheler) 56.

W& anD, IosEPi, AND COnmcIà 15 C.P.R: in COm. of

Sup., 1141; conc., 1259.
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INDIEX. lxxxix
Wicx»TmD, MI. G. W. : Commiusioner to Administer <WINNIPInG," Los Or THE. NS 4 imad Shipping

Oaths, 1. Diaasters."
WILLUIam=RG CANAL. e l"CANALs." WINNIFCG POST OFFICE SITE.: Que. (Mr. &ott) 889.
WINDsoiBuRfoH Rr. : in Com. of Sup., 107 WITDinAwAL or TiooPs PROM HALIPAX: M. for Ret.
Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay Ry. and Steam- (r. Blake) 502.

uhip Co.'s B. No. 88 (Mr. Cameron, Victoria). 1°*, WITNEMSES, PERSONS CHARGED WITH MISDEMINoR 00x-
261 ; 2°*, 426; in Com. and 3*, 749. (40 Vie., c. PETENT As. e eB. 6.
69.) Wood Mountain, Qu'Appelle and Prince Albert

WINNIPEG EXIBITION, GIANT or LAND FOR: M. for Cor. Ry. Co.'s, Inoorp. B. No. 48 (Mr. Beaty). 1°*,

(Mr. &ott) 1034. 106; 20*, 138; in Com. and 30*, 471; Sen. Amte. dis-

WINNIPEG GENERAL HOSPITAL: in Com. of Sup., 1134;f agre.d to, 767. (46 Vic., c. 74.)
cone., 1214. 1 YAMAsKA RIvER IMPRoVEENTS: Ques. (Mr. Dupont) 41.


