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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Tnurspay, 25th February, 1886,

Tue ParLiaMENT, which had been prorogued from time
to time, was now commanded to assemble on the 25th day
of February, 1886, for the despatch of business.

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

PRAYERS,

A Mossage was delivered by René Edouard Kimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod:

‘ Mr, Sreaxer,—

‘‘His Excellency the Gover¥or GENEraL desires the immed’ate
attendance of this honorable House in the Senate Chamber.”’

Accordingly the House went up to the Senate Chamber,
And the House being returned,

VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had
received the following notifications of vacancies which had
occurred in the representation :—

Of ArtrUR T. B. WiLLiAMs, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
the East Riding of the County of Durham, by decease;

Of Tromas Warre, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of the
County of Oardwell, by the acceptance of an office of emolument under
the Cown;

OI Axcus Mclsaac, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of Anti-
gonish, by the acceptance of an office of emolument under the Crown ;

Of the Hon. Sir 8. Leonarp TiLLRY, K.C.M.G., Member for the Electoral
District of the City of St. John, New Brunswick, by the acceptance of
an office of emolument under the Crown ; and

Of Groree E. Foster, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of
King’s, New Brunswick, by the acceptance of an office of emolument
under the Crown.

NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House that, during the
Recess, the Clerk of The House had received from the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery, certificates of election and
return of the following Members, viz.:—

Of Heney ALFREp Wanp, Esq., for the Electoral District of the East
Riding of the County of Durham ;

Of the Hon. Tromas WHiTE, for the Electoral District of the County
of Cardwell ;

Of the Hon. Jomx S D. TroxPsoN
Antigonish ;

Of CrARLES A. EvererT, Es%, for the Electoral District of the City
and Couuty of St. Jobn, New Bruuswick ;

Of Freperiox E. Barkeg, Eeq , for the Electoral District of the City of
8t. John, New Brunswick ; and

Of the Hon. Grorae E. FosTer, for the Electoral District of King's,
New Brunswick,

, for the Electoral District of

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, haviog previously taken the
Oath according to law, and subscribed the roll containing
the same, took their seats in the House ;=

Hon. Trouas Wrire, Member for the Electoral District of Oardwell,
introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and 8ir Hector Langevin ;

Hon. Jomy 8. D. TaomrsoN, Member for the Electoral District of
ﬁn[t‘iglonish, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. A. W
cLelan.

Hon, Grorar E. FosTer, Member for the Electoral District of Kin g's
N.B., introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. John Qostigan.

Ouxartes Everert, Esq., Member for the Klectoral District of the
City and County of 8t. John, N.B., introduced by 3ir John A. Mac-
donald and Hon. John Costigan.

FreEpEriCE E. BareER, Ksq., Member for the Electoral District of
the City of 8t. John, N.B., introduced by Hon. Mr. Bowell and Mr.
Wood (Westmoreland).

HeNry ALrrED WaRD, Eeq., Member for the Electoral Distriet of
the East Riding of Durham, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and
Mr. Mackintosh.

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF OFFICE.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. introduced Bill (No. 1)
respecting the Administration of Qaths of Office.

Bill read the first time,

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform this House,
that when the House attended His Kxcellency the Governor
General this day in the Senate Chamber, His Excelloncy
was pleased to make a Speech to both Houses of Parliament,
and, to prevent mistakes, 1 have obtained a copy of the
Speech, which is as tollows :—

Honorable Qentlemen of the Senate ;
Gentlemen of the House of Commons ;

On meeting you again I have the pleasing duty to perform of congra-
tulating yon on the sufficient harvest of last year and on the prosperity
and substantial progress of the country.

Since the suppression of the insurrection in the North-West Terri-
tories peace and order have been restored and now prevail. After so
gerious an outbreak some disquiet and apprehension of the recurrence
of those disorders may naturally be expected to linger, and it will be
the duty of my Government to make such precautionary arrangements
as will assure the present inhabitants, a8 well as intending settlers of
efficient protection against all disturbance.

I warmly coogratulate you on the practical completion of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, and on the announcement that it will be open
| for the daily carriage of passengers and freight from Ocean to Ocean,
in the month of June next. This great work, soimportant alike to the
Empire and the Dominion, cannot fail to increage the trade between
! British Columbia and the other Provinces, to ensure the early develop-
. mentand settlement of Manitoba and the North-West, and greatly to
" add to the commercial prosperity of the whole country.

i 8hould the negotiations between Her Majesty’s Government and that
"of the United States for the appointment of a Joint Commission to
. adjust what is known as “ The Fishery Question” and to consider the
i best means of developing our International Oommerce, fail to secure
' any satisfactory result, you will be asked to make provision for the
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protection of our Inshore Fisheries by the extemsion of our present
system of Marine Police.

The meagure submitted to you last Sesgion for the consolidation of
the Statutes and for the introduction into the North-West Territories of
a more simple and economical system for the transfer of land will be
again laid before you for consideration and legislative action. The Acts
of 1ast Session will be found to be included in the first of those measures:

You will also be asked to consider the expediency of improving the
judiclary system which obtains in those Territories.

Your attention will be invited to the propriety of amending the law
relating to the business of the office of Queen’s Printer and of providing
for the more satisfactory working of the pregent system of Government
and Parliamentary printing.

A numerical census of the North-West Territories has been taken and
s measure based thereon for the representation of the people in Par-
liament will be Iaid before you.

Other measures will be laid before you, and among them will be
found Bills for providing for better mode of trial of claims against
the Orown, for regulating Post Office Savings Banks in British
Columibia and the North-West Territories, for expediting the issue or
patents for Indian Lands, for the administration of the rights of the
Crown in the foreshores of the Dominion, for the establishment of an
Experimental Farm, and for the amendment of the Ohinese Immigration
Act.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The accounts for the past year will be laid before you. You will find
that the estimate of receipts has been fully realized ; but1 regret to say
that the oatbreak in the North-West has added largely to the expendi-
ture of the country.

The Estimates for the ensuing year will be submitted to you. They
have been prepared with due regard to economy and the requirements
of the public service.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate,

Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

I commend these several subjects and the others which may engage
your attention to your best consideration, and I earnestly trust that the
result of your deliberations may, under the Divine Blessing, conduce to
the advancement and prosperity of Canaia.

On motion of Sir JorN A. MacponaLp, His Excellency's
Speech was ordered to be taken into consideration to-
MOrrow,

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That Belect Standing Committees of this House, for the present Ses-
sion, be appointed for the following purposes:—1. Oa Privileges and
Elections. 3. On Expiring Laws, 3. Un Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines. 4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills. 6. On Standing Orders. 6.
On Printing. 7. On Public Accounts. 8. On Banking and Commerce.
9. On Immigration and Colonization; which said Committees shall
severally be empowered to examine and inquire into all such matters
and things as may be referred to them by the House ; and to report from
time to time their observations and opinions thereon ; with power to
send for persons, papers apd records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Mr.SPEAKER Jaid on the Table of the House the Report
of the Joint Librarians of Parliament.

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 4.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 26th February, 1886.

The SrEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS,

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCELLENCY’3
SPEECH.

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

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker: I have had the honor of
being selected from among the new members of this House,
to move the Address in reply to the Speech from the
Throne. Before entering upon such remarks as I may be
enabled to make briefly upon some of the points referred to
in the Speech, I desire to crave from Your House the
indulgence which has usually been granted to those gentle-
men who, in years past, have occupied the position which
I am called upon to occupy to-day. The first paragraph
of His Excellency’s Speech, refers to the excellent
harvest of last year, and to the substantial progress
and prosperity of the country. While I heartily agree
with the language expressed by His Excellency, I do not
for & moment deny that all over the country, all over the
civilised world to-day, all over the civilised world for a
number of years past, commercial depression has to a
greater or less extent existed. In the Mother Country,
Great Britain, with its vast resources, with its great wealth,
with the large amount of capital it has invested in various
manufactories, we find, to-day, Sir, that there is great dis-
tress existing among its people and among the laboring
class particularly. That is the condition of things which
exists and has continued to exist in that great country,
although it has to-day the same trade policy which it has
had for years past, that which is known as a free trade
policy. In the United States of America, which borders on
the Dominion—in that great republic, with a policy some-
what similar to our own, the same state of affairs has
existed and continues to exist to-day, to a greater or less
extent, in the same way as it has existed in other civilised
countries of the world. It would be strange indeed, Sir, if
we in this new country should be free from all these great
commercial depressions. They have existed among us to
some extent; and yet, Sir, I feel that it is true, as stated in
the first paragraph of the Speech, that we are to-day
having prosperity and substantial progress in this country.
I know, Sir, that those who take exception to the Natienal
Policy, which is the policy of the Dominion to-day, point
with their fingers to the closed factories which are to be
found in various portions of the Dominion, and claim that
those factories are closed in consequence of the trade policy
which prevails in this courtry. 1 contend, Sir, that while
the general commercial depression may, to a certain extent,
account for the closing of those factories, yet that, as a rule,
they have been closed because those who entered into those
various enterprices entered into them without sufficient
capital to carry on their work successfully. In the city of
St, John, a portion of the constituency which has sent me
to represent them in this Parliament, we have a large
establishment for the manufacture of cotton goods. It was
built some two, three or four years ago, and we looked for
great things from its erection. It, Sir, has been closed, and
the silence within its walls and the absence of the men who
were employed in it are pointed to as evidences that the
policy which has been adopted by the Dominion has
failed entirely, The truth, Sir, is that the proprietors
of that factory commenced business on entirely too
small capital. All the money which was raised for the
purpose of constructing that building and carrying on
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operations was insufficient for the purpose, and a large
amount of debt was contracted to enable them to pay for
the machinery, and for the building itself, leaving them
nothing with which to carry on their operations, That is
the cause of the failure of that institution; and whenever
the time comes when that mill will fall into the hands of
other people—when the time -comes, as I trust it may
before long, when men of capital will take hold of it, then
we shall find a different state of affairs, a state of affairs I
trust similiar to that which existed in the town of St.
Mary’s, opposite to Fredericton, another portion of New
Brunswick, where a gentleman who has been well-known
as & manufacturer, and who has saccumulated a large
amount of means, has invested a portion of his means in
the manufacture of cotton goods, has erected a splendid
establishment 1n that quarter, and is carrying on his opera-
tions successfully. I believe the goods manufactured in
St. Mary’s are being distributed over the length and breadth
of the Dominion, and that in New Brunswick, Nova
Scotia, and in the Provinces of Quebec and Ontario as well,
this gentleman finds a remunerative market for the goods he
is turning out in that manufactory. The same thing may
be said with reference to all the establishments going on in
Now Brunswick; and I take it that what is true with
reference to that province, is true with reference to the
other provinces in the Dominion. In the oity of Moncton,
in the county of Westmoreland, a number of establishments
have been placed in operation, and among them some few
have failed to carry on their business successfully. It has
been my fortune, or my misfortune, if you choose to ecall it
80, to assist in the winding-up of some of those establish-
ments, and I found invariably that it was the
want of capital which cauvsed their lack of success.
There was not a single instance in which they could not
havg carried on their business successfully had they been
provided with sufficient capital to do their work. Hon.
gentlemen may laugh, but I ask them to point to any
manufactory in the Dominion of Canada, in which the
capital invested has been sufficient to enable it to carry on
its operations, which has not been successful. It is true,
circumstances have arisen, as they will arise at all times,
in which the products of certain establishments have not
realised a profit; this has been the case in reference to
sugar, I believe, and in reference to some other articles;
but wherever capital has been properly invested in the
Dominion of Canada, as in other countries, it has prodaced
results beneficial to those who have invested in these enter-
prises. In former years, Sir, before the introduction of the
National Policy into the Dominion of Canada, very many
of our workingmen left their homes and sought labor in
the United States, which they failed to obtain in their own
country ; but under the operation of the National
Policy, workshops of all descriptions have been erected
throughout the country; and what is true of the
Lower Provinces is equally true, I suppose, of the Upper
Provinces, that those factories have given employment to
thousands of our workingmen, who, instead of leaving the
country, have been retained to engage in various works of
production., If it had not been for the establishment of
these very manufactories and the employment they have
given to our workingmen, Canada would to-day be in the
same position as the Mother Country, where the working-
men, in the city of London, are clamoring for work or for
food. Itis only to a very limited extent the fact, that
severe suffering has taken place in the Dominion of Canada,
In consequence of depression in trade. It is true, in ome
section of the Province of New Brunswick, last year, owing
to the failure of a certain kind of labor on which the popu-
lation of that section depended, there were a few people
who asked to be supplied with the necessaries of life; it is
trpe, also, that in the Province of Quebec, owing to the
failure of some fishery firms, some little difficulties have

oceurred ; but taking the whole length and breadth of this
country, the fact remains that our people have been fairly
employed and have received fair remuneration for their labor,
and have been able to save something out of their earnings.
Those who choose to examine the books of the savings
banks of the Dominion, will find that on the 1st of January,
1886, there was deposited in those banks a sum of money
exceeding by $2,000,000 the amount that was deposited in
them on the 1st of January, 1885. These deporits I claim
to be the savings of the people. I know that in the city in
which I live, the depositors in the Post Office S8avings Bank
are the people who are engaged in daily labor. I have
watched from month to month and from year to year the
operation of those banks, and I know that the money
deposited in them is not the money of the rich man or the
capitalist, but the money of the poor laborer who lays aside
from his earnings something for a rainy day, for a day of
sickness or distress, or for his old age, and who has placed
it in the savings banks under the protection of the Govern-
ment that he may be sure to find it when the day comes
when he shall require it for the use of himself or his family.
There are some classes of business in our country, as there
are in other countries, which have met with some depres-
sion. In the Maritime Provinces our people are largely
engaged in shipping. The oceans to-day are covered with the
ships of the world, and among them are to be found in great
abundance the property of residents of the Maritime Pro-
vinces. I regret to say that the carrying business of the
world during the last year or two has not been remunera-
tive; but our people are in the same boat as all others
engaged in the same business, no matter under what national-
ity or government they live. A large amount of the capital
of the people of Great Britain has been invested in shipping
—too great an amount—and the result is that it is not
returning to the owners the profits which they might
naturally expect. But there is this fact, that to-day we are
rapidly moving away from these bad times. If you step
into the workshops in any part of the country you will find
renewed activity ; if you enquire of the men engaged in
trade and commerce, they will tell you that last year’s
operations have been more profitable than the previous
year’s; therefore I believe that we have passed the line,
that we are on the up-grade, and that the time is not far
distant when our people will experience another wave of
prosperity. The next subject to which His Excellency has
referred in the Speech, has reference to the North-West and
to the insurrection which unfortunately broke out in
that section of the country during the last Session
of this Parliament. It was much to be regretted ;
it fell like a clap of thunder upon all our people. Know-
ing the condition of that country, knowing what a small
number of people were scattered over a large ares, and that
the number of troops in the Mounted Police was not very
large, we felt a great deal of apprehension as to the
results of that insurrection. We knew that the Indians
who occupied that territory were not so civilised as the In-
dians to be found in the eastern section of the Dominion ;
and we knew that the white subjects of the Queen through-
out that territory were very much scattered and in very
limited numbers, and therefore, we feared that circum-
stances might arise which would endanger their lives and
perbaps sweep them out of existence. But if there was
ever a time when I felt proud of the Government of the
coantry, it was then, hen I found them putting forward
their utmost energy and moving straight to the front,
when I found them declaring that such a state of affairs
should exist no longer than was possible, when I found
them placing in the hands of the Minister of Militia and
those under him the power to move with speed, I felt that
we had a Government which was able to put down the
insarrection at the shortest possible moment; and, Sir, the
result proved that 1 was correct, I feel that, if I had the
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right to do so, I should thank the Minister of Militia
and those engaged under him in various capacities
for the manner in which they conducted that campaign.
I feel that the shortness of time which intervened between
the breaking out of the insurrection and its being quelled,
1 feol that the readiness and swiftness with which the emer-
genocy was met and mastered, entitle those men to a vote of
thanks for the course they pursued and their conduct in
bringing this war so readily and successfully to a close.
There is something else I feel proud of in this connection.
A few years ago the Provinces which form this great
Dominion were isolated politically from each other; each
had its own Provincial Legislature, each Province adopted
its own tariff and carried on its own business, without con-
sideration for the other Provinces. Indeed, I think I am
nearly correct when I say that the people of the different
Provinces had very slight intercourse with each other, and
consequently knew very little of each other. But the Act
of Confederation changed all that; it brought together in one
Parliament men whose energies had been hitherto confined
to their separate Provinces, and enabled them by their united
wisdom to adopt measures for the benefit of the whole Domi-
nion. They swept away the hostile tariffs which prevented
our people trading one with the other, and enabled them,
in whatever grade or occupation they were engaged, to
transact business freely with each other; and, instead of
being a separate people with but one tie in common, that
which bound us to the Crown, we became one people united
by innumerable ties. We felt that we had one common
country, and that instead of belonging to some almost
unknown Provinces, we composed a nationality of which
we are proud. I may say that, unknown as we were before
Confederation, there is scarcely a civilised nation in the
world to-day which does not know that to be & Canadian is
to belong to a pation of which any one may be proud.
When this war broke out in the North-West, we had but a
limited number of soldiers; we were not in the position of
& country which keeps up a standing army; we were depen-
dent upon the citizen soldiery of the various portions of
the Dominion, Our volunteers down by the sea were as
prepared to enter into the field as were those who lived in
Ontario and along the borders of Manitoba; our volunteers
down by tho sea felt this was their country; they felt
that they were united with the people in the North-West
and that it was necessary for tgem to join hands with
their fellow-citizons to protect us against & common foe.
They sprang to arms at once and proffered their services,
It is true that our soldiers from the city of St, John had
no opportunity to go to the front; that New Brunswickers
were not reguired in the field, because the Government had
all the men they wanted, but they felt that they would like
to be in the field so.that they might earn some of the honors
won by their fellow-citizens; and I trust, if the time ever
comes—and I hope it will never come—when we will be
called upon again to defend any portion of this Dominion
against the attack of an enemy, either from without or within,
the soldiers of New Brunswick will be called early to the
front and given an opportunity to show their patriotism. I
said, a few moments ago, that the Minister of Militia and the
officials under him deserve our thanks for the rapidity with
which they sucoeeded in transporting ammunition and sap-
plies to the front, and for the activity they displayed in brin g-
ing about the suppression of the rebellion, But I have a word
more to say. 1 think we should thank the gentlemen who
held positions of trust in the Government, and those who
brought into existence the Canadian Pacific Railway, because
it was mainly through this agency that we were enabled
to forward our troops and supplies 80 rapidly to the seat of
war, 1 think, if there be anything which particularly justi-
fies the building of that road more than another, if is the
fact that over it we were enabled to convey our troops and
facilitate' all sthe {measures necessary to suppress the
Mr, EvErerr,

rebellion. I agree, therefore, with His Excellency that
it will be the duty of His Hxcellency’s Government to
make such precautionary arrangements as will assure
the present inhabitants, as well as intending settlers, of
efficient protection against all disturbance. It is necessary,
if we are going to have a large population in the North-
West, that we should assure them of the fullest protection
the law of the country can provide. We have there an
enormous quantity of land fit for cultivation, on which we
desire to see settled a large portion of our own people—
people from our fatherland; we hope to see those people
grow up in wealth and prosperity; we expect from them
valuable assistance in paying the taxation of the country;
we look forward to receiving great benefits from the open-
ing up of the North-West, and we must, in order to reap
these hopes, show the people who are going to reside there
that we are prepared to protect them against any evil that
might arise either in consequeace of rebellion or any
other discord. The next paragraph in His Excel-
lency’s Speech refers to the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and congratulates Parliament en its successful completion,
When I was a boy going to school I was in the habit of
attending lectures, and amongst those to which I listened
with a great deal of pleasure were lectures on the subject of
building & railway from Halifax to the Pacific Ocean. That
was one of the dreams of enthusiasts thirty or forty years
ago, and it then seemed nothing more than a dream. Still
all over the country there were far-seeing, intelligent men
who believed the time would come when the railway couo-
necting the east with the west would be fully built. For
myself I did not expect to live long enough to see that day.
I was desirous to see the work done, but could not see
clearly how it was to be accomplished. The first step
taken in the conmstruction of this great Canadian Pacific
Railway was the formation of the Confederacy under which
we live, Under the separate provincial system there did
not seem to be any possibility that the project would
be carried out. But the unmited people in their wis-
dom, and by the advice and with the assistance of
the Imperial Government, formed 8 Confederation. That,
Sir, was the first step towards the building of this
great Canadian Pacific Railway. There are men in this
country who, within a few years, have folt that the building
of this railway could not be accomplished, not merely
because of the financial difficulties, but also of the physical
difficulties which lay in the way. It was thought to be
impossible to cross the Rocky Mountains—impossible to
build & railway which would connect the eastern with
the western coast of America. We are pleased to read
in the Speech of His Excellency that the time has
come when the railway is accomplished; we feel glad
to know that it has been accomplished in a much less
time than was set down in the contract which was
entered into with the company who have done this work.
Five years of time have been spared to us. We are now
enabled to enjoy all the privileges of that railway. In
June next we may be able to take the cars at Halifax, pass
over the Intercolonial Railway, take the Canadian Pacific
Railway at Quebec, and pass along that whole line to the
western country five years before it was thought possible for
any one to do so. We have to thank the company for the
enterprise they have shown and for the manner in which they
have done their work, I believe there is no railway on this
continent of America that has been more thoroughly built
than the Canadian Pacific Railway. It is creditable to the
men who have built it, and all honor is dne to those
who have not only builtit, but have built it so much
in advance of the time set down in the terms of the
contract. Perhaps nothing has occurred in this Domi-
nion of Canada, which has oalled the attention of the
world more directly to it than the building of this
Qanadian Pacific Railway. The people of the Mother
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Country havg watched the operation with a great deal of
interest, and, as from time to time facilities have been
afforded, we have had delegations from the other side of the
water coming across the Atlantic, passing over our lines of
railway—though the Canadian Pacific Railway was not
quie finished—going up to Winnipeg, and so west, in
order to see what our prairies were like, and what the pros-
pects were for the people of Great Britain who might seek
homes in that distant country. We have had their reports
spread abroad through the world, published in the news-
papers of England and on the platform, and in a thousand
ways, showing that by the building of the Canadian Pacific
Railway the prairies of the west have become known to
those people, and from that we have already received a
large increase of population, as in the future we shall receive
a much larger one when it is fully established that that
country is under the protection of a Government which is
able to save the people from danger should trouble or
warfare arise. This railway has made it possible for the
prairies to be occupied by our people; it has made it
possible for them to raise their grain, to raise that which the
soil will produce, and to find an easy mode of conveying it
to the markets of the world. Large quantities of grain
have already, I believe, been brought to this section of
Canada from the North-West. I am not quite sure, but I
think that cargoes of grain bave been shipped to the other
side of the Atlantic—grain which has been grown upon the
goil of our country. The construction of this railway and
the peopling of this country will enable immense quantities
of grain to be raised there, and the time is not far distant
when we will bo known on the other side of the Atlantic
a4 the granary, or at least ags one of the granaries of the
world. That which is true in reference to Confederation
having accomplished a union of the people of the different
old Provinces, will be equally true in reference to the
western country. The mapufacturers of the upper Pro-
vinces have been enabled to find customers for their pro-
ducts in the lower Provinces, and the people in the lower
Provinces have been enabled to find customers for the pro-
dact of their mines, their fisheries and their other establish-
ments in the western ‘country. There has been an inter-
change of commodities between the two sections of the
country, and I believe, that when we bave this line fully
established, when we have the people out there increasing in
numbers and in wealth, we shall have a country where the
products of our eastern districts may find a market, and
thus give employment and add to the woalth of those
who are engaged in industries in the eastern section of our
country. This line of railway which has been constructed in
the interests of the people of this Dominion seems to be more
important than merely alocal railway, that is, local as far as
the Dominion itself is concerned. I believe I am correct when
Isay thatthe late Government of Great Britain recoguised its
importance by making a public declaration of its deter-
mination to make this railway an Imperial route to the
East. This, Sir, is more important than may appear upon
the reading of a paragraph of that kind. It is important
because, if the Imperial authorities are going to use that
route, the people in Great Britain will learn to use it also,
and I believe that the time is not distant when we will find
the products of Asia moving across the Pacific Ocean to
British Columbia, thence over our great Canadian railway,
finding vessels on the Atlantic coast to carry the products
of the far Hast to its final destination in the Mother
Country. The Queen herself has seen the importance of this
railway. She has sent us her congratunlations on its comple-
tion, Her Majesty has seen the importance of the rail-
way, and to such an extent that she has done honor
to the president of the railway company by conferring upon
him an honor which is only conferred upon gentlemen for
great services. The original charter for the building of the
great Canadian Pacific Raitway, if I am correctly informed,

contemplated that the road should be built from Callander
to British Columbia—that was the whole extent of it. It
has, however, been constructed much further, and to-day,
on the same line of railway, controlled by the same people,
freight may be carried from British Columbia down to the
ports of Montreal and Quebec, where it can find shipment
for distant countries. This is something beyond what was
originally intended ; but this Parliament has even gone
farther than that ; this Parliament, by vote in the last two
Sessions, has made a grant which will enable a short line of
railway to be constructed to take up the freight where it is
left at Montreal and carry it down to the ports of St.
Andrews, St. John, and Halifax, from which, in the winter
time, these articles of produce of the west can be shipped
to their destination. I feel particularly interested in this
movement, Sir. The city of St. John is a portion of the
constituency that I represent, and I am desirous that the
time shall not be long fpoatponed when we shall be able, in
that city, so distant from the west, to have erected the
wharves and the elevators which will enable us to take at
that port the produce of the west and ship it in the winter
time to the Mother Country and to other lands,
I trust, Sir, that this will be accomplished before many
years go over our heads. There is one other subject to
which I wish to direct attention for a moment, and that is
tho paragraph with reference to the fisheries. Those of
us who live down by the sea, feel, perhaps, more interested
in the question of the fisheries than those gentlemen who live
in the werlorn portion of this Dominion. It is one of the
great means of livelihood of our people. The wealth of
the fisheries is not so well understood in the west as it is
in the east, and we from the east hope that this matter will
receive the utmost consideration of this Parliament. Under
a treaty effected with the people of the United States, our
fishermen have been able to carry on their business by
trading with ports in the United States, and without taking
the fish from their vessels, in many cases they would find
sale for it in some of the ports in Massachusetts or Maine,
where they could dispose of it to their advantage. They
were satisfied with that mode of doing business. The
treaty, however, which was abrogated last July by the
United States Government, has placed us in a very difficult
and very awkward position. It is the desire of our fisher-
men and the desire of our people that a new Fishery Treaty
should be made which will enable them to find a free and
easy market for their fish in the United States. We are
willing to enter into some reasonable and proper arrange-
ment which will enable the fishermen of the United States
to fish on our coast alongside our fishermen, and we are
willing to do it for several reasons. We are willing to do
this because we want to sell our fish to them, and because
we want to avoid the difficulty which must arise if Ameri-
can fishermen come unauthorized along our coast and
attempt to catch our fish without the right which we think
they ought to have. But, Sir, since the closing of their
ports against us, our fishermen have commenced to learn
that they have a market in the west; they have com-
menced to learn that the people of Ontario and Manitoba,
and other western portions of the Dominion, are a fish-
eating people, and ag the people of the United States have
ghut their doors against us, by that same act they have shut
the doors of this Dominion against the importation of fish
from the United States, and the people of western Canada
can now buy fish caught in the Bay of Fundy and along
the shore of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. We have
an open market for our fish in the Dominion, and our peo-
ple are taking advantage of it. Along the lineof the Inter-
colonial Railway there are to be found, every day in the
week, from one to half a dozen car loads of fish leaving the
g‘orts of Halifax, St. John and others, for the markets of

oronto and other cities west. Our people are beginning
to learn that there is somebody in their own country
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to use their fish, while the people of the west are
beginning to learn that it is to their advantage
to buy their fish from the people who live by
the sea, Should the United States refuse to make a
treaty under which their people could fish on our shores
and ours have free access to their markets, I believe that
the time is not far distant when our fishermen, having
found a home market for their products, will be unwilling
to return to the state of affairs which had previously existed.
Thesame principle of national policy which governs other
matters would then come in play, We should then have a
protection for our fishermen, whose fish will be consumed in
large quantities by our people, while foreign markets of
equal value to those of the United States might be found in-
other portions of the world. Mr. Speaker, I trust that
every offort will be made to settle this matter in the way
indicated in the Speech from the Throne, and if the people
of the United States are not willing to make a treaty with
us, that every etfort will be made to Erotect our fisheries, 80
that we may have the advantages which nature has given
us, and which the laws of the country should entitle us to
enjoy. I wish it were in my power to take up some of the
facts and figures which I have had in my possession in
connection with the fishery matter, but I have not got them
with me, as 1 did not expect to be called upon to use them.
But when this fishery question comes up I have no doubt
that some gentlomen who may be entrusted with the matter
will be able to show to this House some facts and figares that
will astonish it. I tell you, Mr, Speaker, that the fishing
industry of this countiy is an important industry, more
important, perbaps, than some hon. members may think,
If the people of the United States are debarred from fishing
along our coast, they will have to pay the duty which will
be imposed on that fish, because I do not believe that they
have got fish enough in their own waters to supply their
own demands. In another paragraph His Excellency has
promised that some measure will be submitted this Session
for simplifying transfers of land in the North-West, and
some other Acts are promised in relation to matters with
which I am not very well acquainted, and, therefore, I will
not attempt to diccuss them. I would, however, refer to
the proposal to give the North-West a representation in
this Parliament. I am pleased to find that & census has
been taken in those territories, and that it is the intention
of the Government to introduce & messure to enable the
eople of the North-West to be represented on the flionra of
arliament. 1 am glad of that, because I think it highly
Froper that our fellow-citizens, no matter where they are
iving, should be able to select some one to speak for them
in this House, and to deal with the various measures in
which they are interested, so that they may stand on
common ground with the other Provinces of the
Dominion, I regret, Sir, that although the estimates of
last year have been fully met by the receipts, the
expenditures of last year have been so much greater
than was anticipated. I have no doubt this extra
expense has been largely incurred by the war in the North-
West, and although I'do not profess to kanow very much
upon the subject, I can see no reason why this war debt
should not be met in some other manner than by taking it
out of the Consolidated Fund. It seems to me that it might
prog:rly form 8 portion of the debt of the country instead
of being taken from that fund. Now, Sir, 1 fear that I
have, perhaps, unduly trespassed upon the time of the
House by speaking so long. I thank you, Mr. Speaker,
most heartily for the privilege you have accorded me; I
thank the House for the attention which hon. members
have given me, and I now move the adoption of the follow-
ing Address in answer to the Speech from the Throne :—

That an humble Address be presented to His Excellency the Governor
General to thank His Excellency for his gracious Speeck at the opening l
of the present Session, aud further to assure His Excellency :— ;

Mr., EvEReTT,

That we receive with much pleasure d's Excellency’s ¢pngratulations
on the sufficient harvest of last year and on the prosperity and substan-
tial progress of the country. =~ | . . X

That we feel great satistaction in knowing that since the suppression
of the insurrection in the North-West Territories peace and order have
been restored and now prevail; and that we are aware that after so
serious an outbresk some disquiet and apprehension of the recurrence o?
those disorders may naturally be expected to linger, and that it will be
the duty of His Excellency’s Goverament to make such precautionary
arrapgements a8 will agsure the present inhabitants, as well as intend-
ing settlers of efficient protection against all disturbance.

That we are glad that Hig Excellency bas occasion to warmly congra-
tulate us on the practical completion of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
and on the announcement that it will be open for the daily carriage of
passengers and freight from Ocean to Ocean, in the month of June next.
That we feel with His Excellency that this great work, so important
alike to the Empire and the Dominion, canvot fail to increase the trade
between Baitish Columbia and the other Provinces, to ensure the early
development and settlement of Manitoba and the North-West, and
greatly to add to the commercial prosperity of the whole country.

That should the negotiations between Her Majesty’s Government and
that of the United States for the appointment of & Joint Commission to
adjust what is known as ¢/ The Fishery Question’’ and to consider the
best means of develoring our Internatiosal Commerce, fail to secure
any satisfactory result, we ghall be ready to make such provision for the
protection of our Inshore Fisheries by the extension of our present
system of Marine Police as may be necessary for that purpose.

That the measures submitted to us last Session for the consolidation
of the Statutes and for the introduction into the North-West Territories
of a more simple and economical system for the transfer of land, which
His Excellency informs us will be again laid before us for consideration
and legislative action, will receive our best attention; and that welearn
with satisfaction that the Acts of last Session will be found to be includ-
ed in the first of those measures.

That we shall willingly consider the expediency of improving the
judiciary system ‘which obtains in the North-West Territories.

That we shall carefully consider the propriety of amending the law
relating to the business of the Queen’s Printer and of providing for the
more satisfactory working of the present system of Government and
Parliamentary printing.

That we are pleased 10 learn that a numerical census of the North-
West Territories has been taken and that a measure based thereon fur
the representation of the people in Parliament will be laid before us.

That any other measures which may be laid before us, for providing
for a better mode of trial of claims against the Crown, for regulating
Post Office Savings Banks in British Columbia and the North-West
Territories, for expediting the igsue of patents for Indian Lands, for the
adminigtration of the rights of the Crown in the foreshores of ths
Dominion, for the es’ablishment of an Experimental Farm, and for the
amendment of the Chinese Immigration Aect, shall receive our earnest
attention and consideration.

That we thank His E tcellency for irforming us that the acccunts for
the past year will be laid before us TLat we learn with pleasure that
the estimate of receipts has been fully realised, though we regret that
the outbreak in the North-West has added largely to the expenditure of
the country.

That we shall respectfully consider the Eetimates for the ensuing year
to be submitied to us, and that we thank His Excellency for assuring
us they have been prepared with due regard to economy and the require-
ments of the Public Service.

That His Excellency muy rest assured that the several subjects he has
mentioned, and any others which may engage our attentien, shall
receive our best consideration, and that we earnestly trust, with His
Excellency, that the result of our deliberations may, under the Divine
Blessing, conduce to the advaancement and prosperity of Canada.

Mr, WARD. Mr. Speaker: T have listened attentively
and with much pleasure to the remarks that have fallen
from the hon. member representing the city and county of
St. John (Mr. Everett). The hon. gentleman has dealt in
a very exhaustive manner with the matters referred to in
the Speech from the Throne, and I feel I need not detain
the House at any great length in further discussing them ;
but I wou'd ask hou. gentlemen to extend to me that cour-
teous forbearance which is usually extended to those who
ocoupy my position. The first, and T think the most
important thing to notice in the Speech from the Throne,
is its reference to the agricultural prosperity of the Domin-
ion. Agriculture is altogether the most usefal of all the
arts, and upon the culture of the soil the well-being of the
country, to & larger extent than upon any other single
industry, depends. Although the price of agricultural pro-
ducts which are, in the main, governed by the English
markets, has not lately, either in the United States orin
Canads, been very high, yet the purchasing power of the
produce of the farm is as great now as at any other period
in our history, The farmer, by taking his cereals into the
market, can procure in exchange therefor as many of the
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necessaries of life as at any other time owing to the cor-
responding lowness of the price of those necessaries, These
considerations are the more important to Canada because
‘she is destined to become one of the great grain-producing
areas of the world. It is desirable to note these facts, that
it may be seen that the relation between the products of
the farm and the necessaries which must be obtained in
exchange for them is now and is likely to continue
to be very favorable to the agricultural interest. In refer-
ing, a8 we may, with great satisfaction to the restoration of
peace and order in the North-West Territories, I am sure
the House will pardon me if I make a passing allusion to
the mournful event through which I have been called upon
to occupy a seat in this Chamber, The town in which I live,
the riding I have the honor to represent, and the Dominion
st large, have not ceased to mourn many noble lives which
have been offered up on the altar of patriotism; but that
loss has fallen with peculiar severity upon East Durham,
and it would perhaps be improper for me, as the successor
of the lamented Colonel Williams, to speak further of one
who held, and very deservedly held, the respect,
esieem and affection of hon. members on both
sides of this House. The Government, by prompt and
effectual measures succeeded in suppressing & rebellion
which might have resulted in most disastrous consequences
to that part of the country in which the Indians live, and
they should receive, and doubtless will receive, the practical
endorsation of all those who desire to see the settler pro-
tected and our country prosperous and respected. We have,
I think, every reason to feel proud of the achievements of
our militia force—the volunteers—in the suppression of that
rebellion, and I am sure the manner in which they encouat-
ered the hardships they were called upon to endure and the
bravery they displayed in the field will meet with the
hearty gratitude of the country. The prompt and ener
getic measures foreshadowed in the Speech, which are
designed to maintain the supremacy of law in those distant
regions, the settlers in which have a special claim upon the
Parliament of Canada, will, I am sure, meet with the
approval of the House. In this, as in all similar cases, the
Government is called upon to assume certain responsibilities,
and I am confident the people will sanction any steps
that are taken to vindicate the majesty of the law and
preserve the integrity of the Dominion. The energy now
manifested by the Government is quite in keeping with
the line adopted by them in suppressing the disturbance
of last year, and this course, 1 may say, was urged and
insisted upon by hon. members on both sides of the House
and fully supported by them, By that action tho
Government showed the country, and proved to the
world at large, that the resources of Canada, without being
seriously strained, were quite adequate to meet the neces-
sities of the occasion, and we may safely infer that neither
men nor money would be wanting if new exigencies in the
fature should arise, and it should become necessary to call
upon Parliament and the people for their assistance. The
Government may point with great pride and satisfaction to
the completion of our great national highway, the Canadian
Pacific Railway., It is essential to the preservation of Con-
federation of the Provinces as a Dominion, and is also neces-
sary for the development of the great resources of the
North-West. Its position in relation to the other trans-
continental lines gives it pre-eminence and an amount
of power which it is impossible to overestimate. It
must be borne in mind, that it is the only railway that
connects absolutely by one line under one management
and control the two great oceans that form the eastern and
western boundaries of North America. This position, I
think, fully justifies the remark made by the right hon. the
Premier, that Liverpool and Hong Kong were really the ter-
mini of this road. Although not yet open for through traffio,
the business which the railway has so far developed has

exceeded the most sanguine expectations, and it is a vindica-
tion of the far-seeing policy of &e Government in supporting
this road and in sustaining those engaged in its construction
agaiust very heavy obstacles, the magnitude of which it
would be impossible to overstate. Itis now demonstrated
beyond doubt that the assistance given by the Government to
the road at acritical moment of its history, prevented a great
national disaster; and I think we may safely assume that the
repayment of every dollar advanced by the Government to
that railway, is now secured beyond peradventure. From
a colonisation point of view it must not be forgotten that it
will be necessary for the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany to adopt an exteusive system of branch lines, to con-
nect with roads already projected and in course of con-
struction; and that the road will thus become a most
important factor in the development and settlement of the
North-West. 1t will be remembered that in former debates
in this House, some hon. gentlemen have expressed opinions
—which, no doubt, arose from honest conviction—that
the railway was being proceeded with too rapidly,
that the bargain was an improvident one ou the part
of the Government, and, as they said, likely to be
all on one side, 80 far as the advantages to be derived
therefrom were concerned. I think we may safely
assume that the early completion of the road is desir-
able in every way. It enables us to keep faith—nay, I
think more than keep faith—with the Province of British
Columbia, and the consequent development of the vast
mineral resources of that Province must be of the greatest
possible importance to the Dominion at large, Further, I
think we will also have cause for congratulation if the con-
tract should turn out a lucrative one for the gentiemon
engaged in the work, for their success must mean a conse-
queut advantage to the country; and every true Cana-
dian will be rejoiced to know that the bargain is a satis-
factory one to them, and that it will have the effect of
quieting the forebodings of those who predicted that the
country would have to assume the possession of the road
and work it at a loss, It is also satisfactory to know that
the burden which the country is called upon to assume for
the completion of that work, ie not likely to be a very
heavy ove, I notice by the Budget Speech of Sir Leonard
Tilley, delivered in this House last Session, that he did not
calculate that more than an addition of ore and three quar-
ters cents per head of taxation, for interest on the public
debt, would be caused by the completion of that railway,
and I think, under the circumstances, the people of the
country need not have any cause to feel uneasy. Alto-
gether, I think we may cougratulate ourselves upon
an enterprise which has been grandly conceived,
fearlessly and courageously undertaken and gloriously
accomplished. The House will be glad to notice that the
Government have taken a firm attitude on the fisheries
question, and it is well known also that they are quite ready
to adopt conciliatory measures in dealing with that ques-
tion, as is evidenced by the standing resolution of the House,
passed at the time the present tariff was brought in, empow-
ering the Governor in Council to modify the tariff* relating
to important items of international commerce so as to
adjust our trade relatious in conformity with the action
of Congress, The time having arrived when the Gov-
ernment evidently feels justified in considering the
representation of the North-West Territories in Parlia-
ment, it will be learned with great satisfaction that
a cepsus having been completed, measures will be
adopted to provide for such representation. It will be con-
ceded that the oondition of that country, its sparse and
scattered settlements, the lack of perfect maunicipal organ-
isation, and the impossibility, under such circumstances, of
providing adequate machinery for ascertaining the wishes
of the people, have prevented an earlier movement in this
direction, and that the Government are in no way to blame
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for a delay which could not well be avoided. Another mat-
ter which I notice in the Speech, with reference
to the North-West, is the establishment of an
experimental farm. In a country where so many go with-
out the necessary skill in husbandry, this must be a most
important means of enubling them to perfect thomselves
in that industry. While the system for issuing the patents
for lands in the North-West has been sufficiently thorough
for the ordinary demands upon the department, up to the
present time, the expected immigration and settlement in
that country renders it necessary that increased facilities
ghould be granted. We are not probably in as bad a posi-
tion as the United States, so far as that matter is concerned,
for I saw by a late report of the commissioner of public
lands of that country, that notwithstanding the large staff
of his department, and notwithstanding his efforts to keep

ace with his work, he is now seven years in arrear, and
Eaa been compelled to come down to Congress and ask for
authority to employ 100 additional clerks in order to wipe
off those arrears. No doubt the proposed measure will
obviate any further ground for complaint concerning the
management of our land department. The other important
measures referred to in the Address, namely, those for a
better mode of trial for complaints against the Crown, for
the regulating of Post Office Savings Banks in Brit-
ish Columbia and the North-West Territories, and for
amending the Act respecting Chinese Immigration, show
that the Government aroc mnot unmindful of the
requirements of a progressing and progressive country,
and are abreast of the times in maturing these important
acts of legislation. The trade policy of the Government is
one closely identified with the well-being of all classes of
people. 1 venture, however, to express the hope that the
efforts of Ministers will be directed towards expanding the
commercial relations of Canada with foreign countries and
with British colonies. One thing must be apparent to
every unbiassed mind, and that is, that the Government in
encouraging home industries has averted a great financial
crigis, The truth of this statement, I submit, is established
by the virtual absence of the industrial prostration which
exists in the old country, and the consequent troubles
which we know have taken place there quite recently. 1
would point to the results of the bye-elections as a sure
indication that the policy of the Government on the general
questions affecting the welfare of the country is satistactory
to the people at large; and 1 feel confident that when it
becomes necessary for the electors to pronounce a ver-
dict, their decision will be in favor of the Administra-
tion, 8ir, I believe firmly in the future of the Dominion,
and that if we are true to ourselves and to our national
instinets the continued progross of the country is quite
assured. A brilliant French writer has said: “ Would you
realise what is progress? Call it to-morrow. To-morrow
performs its work irresistibly and performs it from to-day.”

Some hon, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WARD. 1 do not know whether hon. gentlemen on
the opposite side of the House had been reading Victor
Hugo when they applied a certain name to the right hon.
the leader of the Government, bat I think the inference is
natural, a8 he has been intimately associated with the pro-
gress of the counlry for the past 40 years. So too with
Canada. Her progress towards a glorious fature is, 1
believe, irresistible. No matter what difference of opinion
may exist between the two great political parties as to the
manner in which that future is to be worked out, no matter
which party may, for the time being, control her destiny,
that progress, subject, it is true, to temporary checks, will
go on until Canada rises to & proud position among the
countries of the earth. The great Liberal party will, no
doubt, at some time, though perhaps not in the immediate
future, be called on to assume the reins of power; but that

Mr. Warp.

day would not be more distant if they would give a fair and
liberal support to the Government in working out the great
problem of the management of our North-West Territories.
At this period of our history, I think a few words uttered
by Mr. Gladstone at the recent opening of the Imperial
Parliament are very apt indeed. He said :

« Lot us not deviate from the path of good tem
but, forgetful of every prejudice, let us strive to
the gigantic interests committed to our charge.
Canada has great and gigantic interests, and the people
have committied them to our charge as their representa-
tives—a sacred trust. May that trust be faithfully per-
formed. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express to you, and
through you to the House, the gratitnde I feel for the kind
and courteous atteniion with which you have listened to my
fow and imperfect remarks. I beg to second the resolution
now before us,

er and self command,
o justice to the great,

On paragraph 1,

Mr. BLAKE. I beg, Sir, on bohalf of those with whom I
have the honor to act, to extend the customary, congratula-
tions to the gentlemen who have just discharged, in 8o able
a manner, the duty of proposing and seconding the Address,
and to assure them that, however much we may differ from
them in their political opinions, and however deeply we
may regret the loss of those whom they are called on to
replace, we heartily wish for them a long and honorable
career in the councils of the country. The first observation I
have to make is one I made a Session or two ago, on the same
occasion ; that is, to express a regret at the laye_ perxod of
the year at which we are discharging this, our initial duty:
I express that regret with the stronger feeling, because it
was announced to us by the First Minister, last Session, er
the Session before, that we were to meet earlier in the
future, because we have for some years been meet-
ing much ‘earlier than we are now met, and because
there was a general understanding and pledge to a
January meeting; I do not mean to say a pledge that
was not to be broken if a great public emergency should
call for delay, but certainly a pledge that ought rigidly to
be observed, unless there was some great emergency of
which we have not heard as yet. It is to the public inter-
est that we should meet earlier, because this is the period
of the year which will best enable the legislators of the
country to discharge their duty, and best enable the people
of the country to discharge their not unimportant part in
connection with the business of legislation. As soon as
the spring opens, both we and they are distracted with
other things, and therefore it is a material thing for us,
circumstanced as this business country is, that we should
have a more distinct understanding, if such be possible,
that our Session should not commence at what I regard as
an unreasonable time, The question to which the hon.
gentlemen have alluded, but particularly the hon. member
for St. John (Mr. Everett), of the fishery and trade hego-
tiations, is one with regard to which we oertainly receive
the expression of the Speech with feelings different
from those which hon. gentlemen who confide in
the First Minister may be apt to entertain on
this occasion. We remember the dramatic air with
which the hon, First Minister, towards the close of
last Session, stated, that whatever opposition he might have
expected from us on this side, there was one thing he
did expect—that was, great praise for the consummate
diplomatic tact and power which he had displayed in the
management of the fishery question. He said that, whatever
other fault we might find with him, his armor was impreg-
nable there, and that in that aspect he should be received
with psans of applause from his opponents. The hon. gentle-
man who seconded the Address is apparently not aware that
it was the Indians of the North-West who gave the title of
“Old To-morrow” to their chief superintendent, their
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gusrdian, their protector, their angelic visitant. We thought
he had acted in this respect so as to deserve that title, and
felt justified in applying to him the title which they had
given him. We believed there was good result to be achieved
by pursuing the plain, practical, business-like course which
was, 88 soon 88 the United States had given notice of the
discontinuance of the treaty upon the avowed ground
that its continuance after the expiration of the time
might be considered & practical recognition of the justice of
the whole terms, including the compensation, to approach
the Government of that country with referonce to the
question whether an understanding could be reached; by
which means results would have been achieved one way or
the other, and we would have been a year ago where we are
to-day, unless some more favorable results would have been
realised ; and if it be the case, as the hon. member for St.
John (Mr, Everett) says, that in a very little while grand
markets for the fish products of the country are going to be
found elsewhere, and after a little while the people of
the country will refase to return to freer intercourse
with the United States, being in a much better condition
under the arrangements which are'going to follow from the
failure of the hon. gentleman’s negotiations, —I say we have
postponed for a year that happy result. I regard, I con-
fess, with some degree of apprehension, the situation, 1
agree that some steps have to be taken, and I do not con-
demn what is announced rather guardedly in the Speech ; bat
what our relations with our neighbors are to be in the new
situation in which we are placed, what is to be the solution of
the headland question, which was unhappily left unadjasted
in the former negotiations, and what complications may
oceur from the projected policy, are questions which must
press themselves on our minds, but which I do not now
refer to further, not knowing the precise state of the case,
and in the absence of papers, which 1 hope are to be
brought down,showing more fully what is the position of the
Imperial authorities and what is that of the United States.
The Speech says that the country is prosperous, and His
Excellenoy has been advised to extend to us his congratula-
tions upon that prosperity. The hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Everett) a little mitigated the rigor of this prosperous
phrase, when, in his account of the condition of the
country as one of the countries of the civilised world, and
also in the particulars with which he was good enough to
favor us as evidencing what the condition of things
was in his own Province, he told wus, it is true, there
is commercial depression all over the world. I read
in the mnewspapers, which are sometimes accurate, a
statement made by the hon. gentleman a little time
ago, amongst his own people when soliciting their
suffrages, to this effect : ‘“ We are now passing through
some of the worst times we have had for years.,” 1 do not
know whether he was having a bad time just then himself,
or whether he thought that was thesort of thing most suited
for the atmosphere of St. John, and that thereverse was the
sort of thing most suited to Ottawa; butsuch is the import-
ant statement of the hon. gentleman when speaking to his
own people . The hon. gentleman gave us a very lucid
explanation of the cause of the difficulties among the manu-
facturers. They had not, he said, enough money ; they had
used up their fands, they had got to the bottom of the
stocking and they failed ; but if they had had only
more money they would have lasted longer. Why did the
man starve ! Because he had not enough to eat. He told
us indeed of the St. John cotton factory, I wonder has he
ever heard of Parks & Son’s factory of St. John,with a capital
of over $300,000, and which was sold within a few months
for the mortgage on it of $55,000, the second mortgagee
being the Bank of Nova Scotia on $66,000, which
wealthy corporation would bid no more. I do not
want to enter into these details, but as the hon,
gentlgman talked of one factory which failed for

want of eapital, I give him another, and I could give him
the Halifax sagar refinery and others which had to shut
down because they had spent their capital unprofitably, and
oo more was to be foung. The hon. gentleman had better
apply to hon. gentlemen opposite who have ocontrol of the

urse, for succor. They might provide a little out of the

eficit or add to the war debt to supply a larger cupital to
the factories. The hon. gentleman says he has had personal
experience in the matter. Yes; he assisted in the winding
up of some of the institutions, and in every case, singular to
say, his experience was the same; they all broke down
becaure their money came to an end. The hon, gentleman
says there is one thing that is very satisfactory, and that is,
if the people of the United States will not make arrange-
ments with us they cannot do without our fish; they
will have to get the fish from us, and they will pay
the duty. Iam glad to hear this announcement, rarely
made, but which sometimes appears, sbout the con-
sumer somelimes paying the duty. Of ocourse, the hon.
gentleman says, if the consumer is going to pay
the duty on this occasion, we will be nearly as well
off as if there was free admission. I am not going to
enter into the subtleties of the question, but when I heard
the hon. gentleman who moved the resolution, announcing
that the consumer paid the duties, and the hon. gentleman
who seconded the resolution, telling us the value of farm
products was settled in England, I was gratified to hear state-
ments which I have heard contradicted frequently in form
and substance by hon. gentlemen opposite. The fact of the
matter is, that instead of this condition of prosperity which
the Speech congratulates us on, wn are still laboring under
very considerable depression. I recollect that in yester-
day’s issue, or that of the day before, of the chief organ of
hon. gentlemen in Ontario, it was announced that the
depression which had existed for three years continues
unabated, I do not know whether that was the official
foreshadowing of the Speech which we have just heard,
but that was the statement made. I say the depression
still lasts; there are in some respects, 1 am glad to
say, signs of amendment, but it is not ocorrect to
say that the country is in & prosperous condition.
We must apply ourselves to the consideration of the cause
of that severe and continued dopression and ascertain
whether it is to be accounted for, as the hon. member for
St. John says it is, altogether by circumstances beyond
our power, or whether it be not the casa ihat the
enormously heavy and rising taxation, the restricted
trade, the increase of our debt and of our expenses,
and the course which has been pursued by many manufac-
turers under the hot-bed policy of the Government, are not
the immediate and direct factors which have tended very
largely to produce that heavy depression under which for
three years we have boen laboring, and from which there
is 80 little prospect of the complete recovery we all desire,
unless a change be made in the poliey of the Government,
unless the people be no longer oppressed with the burdens
they have to bear, unless the expenses of the government
of the country be reduced instead of being increased
in the way in which they have been increased, un-
less some return be made to more economical princi-
ples of government. On this occasion hon. gentle-
men have said a good deal in reference to one of the
grest railways which the country has constructed, but we
hear little ot the other one. I do not know whether it be
a sign of prosperity in the east that the Intercolonial
Railway, notwithstanding the enormous expenses on capital
account which we have been asked to make for several
years past, notwithstanding the additions made to capital
account and the rolling stock 1o such a great degree ;
notwithstanding the numerous and valuable 1eeders which
hon. gentlemen opposite have been acquiring and subsid-
izing for that road ; notwithstanding the large trade which
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has been developed on the Dalhousie Branch, for example,
and by the Incn Arran Hotel ; notwithstanding the large
and valonable trade from the Nova Scotia refineries—I do
not know whether it be a sign of prosperity, that notwith-
standing all these, the returns allalong the line are such as to
exhibit the condition, not merely of not waking any profits,
but of not paying running expenses. The hon, gentleman
denies that, but if that be not shown, it will be becaunse the
hocus-pocus system of accounts still holds out. The hon.
gentleman will see that he is face to face with this fact:
that his railway is certainly not doing very much in the
way of paying dividends, and he is turning out tho em-
ployees by way of retrenchment. I heard, theother day, of
one being turned away who had spent twenty-nine years in
the service, because the road could not afford to keep him
longer. Yot the people of the country are complaining
of the rates charged by the railway. The hon. members
for Halifax were here, the other day, on a delegation com-
plaining that the tolls were too high, and that, in conse-
quence, the trade of the country is being interfered with,
and there has been a large meeting held in Montreal on
that subject—but we do not hear much on that question
now. Nor have we heard anytbing as to the arrangements
which have been made already, or are to be made in conse-
quence of some other points, which, just at this period of
our financial history, are rather serious financial ones for
us. The Speech to which the hon. gentlemen have asked
us to direct our aitention, is not, indeed, a very lengthy
document, or a document pregnant with very much infor-
mation or very important announcements. I must say I
think the deficit has rather extended to the Speech. As the
hon. Minister of Railways would say, “ There ain’t nothin’
to it "—

Mr. POPE. Which specch is that in ?

Mr, BLAKE. I refer to the speech which the hon.
gontleman is responsible for putting in His Excellency’s
mouth, but I do not observe that phrase in it. You find
under these circumstances an omission at which I am some-
what surprised. We found, a year or two ago, that the
bon. gentleman thought it fit to tell us about a decision
of the Privy Council which had, as he conceived, made it
necessary for us to legislate. Iam mnot going through the
recital just now, of the grievous history of the consequences
of the hon. gentleman’s notice in the Speech from the
Throne, and the ditferent steps which he took to achieve a
success over the Provinocial Governments. But we have
seen it stated in the papers that there has been a decision
of the Privy Council upon that very matter, in consequence
of a reference which it was understood, last Session, should
be made to that tribunal, and yet to that subject the Speech,
certainly not because thero was 80 much to say that there
was 1o room for it, has in the most extraordinary fashion
omitted all reference. Ifit was important enough to be
referred to before, why not now? We are to hear of it ;
we are to hear of it very soon, as my hon. friend from
East York, says, “to-morrow.” At all events, we are to
hear of it very soon, when the hon. gentleman brings
down the bill—not all the bill, because all the bill will
never come before us, but when he brings us down the bill
for what his steps have cost the country, the account of
what is required for reimbursement. 1 wonder whether
my hon. friend from St. John (Mr. Everett) would suggest
that that should be added to the war debt which he pro-
poses to fund. There is not any more to show for it than
there is for the war debt, and I do not sce really why we
should not pay it out of the Consolidated Fund any more than
the debt incurred in the North-West. And so with regard
to the Exchange Bank loss, which the hon. gentleman has
not succeeded in foisting upon the shoulders of the general
depositors in that institution. I suppose we had better
fand that, or is it still to appear as an “investment,” as

Mr. Braxke,

I believe it does now, or is it to be liquidated and added to
the debt and put in the bill also, so that we may call it
fourscore and settle it in that way. Then the hon.
gentleman, being somewhat lacking in material for a
Speech from the Throne, might have said something
to us as to his intentions in regard to parliamentary
action touching the question of the disputed boundary. That
is a subject, which, as the House knows, has been
pressed on its attention for a good while,—a subject on
which the hon. gentleman promised action last Session,
and on which the House might have expected to hear
something. Itisa much more important and interesting
question than some of these little things which adorn one
of the paragraphs at the end of the Speech. We are to
have measures for the establishment, forsoo:h, of an experi-
mental farm, for expediting the issue of patents—would not
the best way be to change the Minister 7—and for the
ameudment of the Chinese Immigration Act ; but this grave
and serious question of the boundary is not thought worth
an allusion. Now, with respect to the North-West, I am
very glad, indeed, to observe that some real progress has
been made during the year in the building of some hranch
or colonisation railways. The hon, gentleman who seconded
the resolution pointed out to ns what we heard a good deal
of some years ago, that it would be necessary for the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway to build very largely in branch lines;
but most of us who have sat in this House since that time
have come to the conclusion that, althoungh there are cer-
tain lines which the Canadian Pacific Railway has built
itself in the North-West, and although there is one enter-
prise, at all events, which, with very large aids from us and
trom the Manitoba Government, it is progressing with, one
very important enterprise which it acquired, yet that
the general establishment of branch or colonisation
lines in that country must depend upon the application
of other capital and wupon other arrangements. It
is, no doubt, deeply the interest of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, as it is the interest of the country at large, that this
development should take place, but upon that point I wish
to make just this one observation, repeating a thing which
I have said at least once before, that we should direct our
serious attention to the system under which we have been
acting with reference to the creation, in almost every case,
of an enormous capital account far in excess of the cost of
construction, and upon which we shall have to pay, the
people of that country will have to pay for all time to come,
8o far as the railways are non-competitive, a toll. I have
alwais endeavored to press upon your attention, Mr.
Speaker, the great importance of keeping down the capital
account, above all of the North-West Railways, and the
painful experience through which other countries have
gone by which we ought to profit. I think we ought still
to consider, in reference to the roads to which we have yet
to grant charters, some plan by which this may be, if not
avoided, at all events minimised. I am pleased to
learn that at length it is proposed to grant representa.
tion in Parliament to the people of the North-West.
That is & subject which has been pressed upon the
attention of this House from this side for some time
past, and it is fortunate that something should be done
in regard to if, although too late. 1 am glad also to
hear a statement that proposals are to be made for pro-
viding more satisfactory arrangements in regard to the
judiciary in the North-West. These two subjects are of
very great consequence with reference to the primary
duties, as I conceive, of a free and representative Govern-
ment towards that country. With regard to the recent
outbreak there, of course it is quite plain what the languago
in the resolution means. It means that we are to do what
we have seen in the organs of general information is deter-
mined upon, to send out a considerable force to that coun-
try. Upon that proposition I shall, at this moment,
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express no opinion, It is for the Government, who have
the responsibility and the means of information as to the
actual condition of the country, to present at the proper
time such information as the public interest permits, as
justifying the proposal. I quite agree in the view, that
what is necessary to produce a feeling of security, and the
elements of security and a lack of apprehension on the
part of those who are there and of those who are to go
there, must be doue by us at all cost ; but it is an unhappy
sequel to the doubling of our permanent force there last
year, by the increase of the Mounted Police, that we should
be told that several hundreds of military personages are also
to be placed there for some time to come. It is quite true
that, if these are drawn, as we are told by the papers they
are to be drawn, from the schools and batteries and so forth,
there will be in one way a less expense than if the volun-
teers were employed ; nor would it be possible, except by
frequent changes, to establish a permanent garrisen of our
citizen soldiers in that country. I will repeat, however,
this statement, that I retain the opinion that we ought to
push the organisation of the militia forces of the North-
West; [ retain the opinion that the peace of that conntry
ought to be very largely committed to the hands of the set-
tlers of that country themselves, facilitated by proper and
liberal arrangements such as are required in 8 new and
sparsely settled country, arrangements even more liberal
than are needed to organise an effective regiment of militia
in our own ocountry. Now, the oircumstances which the
Speech aliudes to, the statement that the outbreak was so
serious and that these are the expected results, are but
another proof of the guilt of those who are responsible, as
I believe, for that condition of things, I am sorry that
such a statement should have to be made, but I am
not surprised that that neglect, that delay, that misman-
agement with which we charged the Government last year,
which we believed and which we still believe to be gross
and jnexcusable, has produced its natural proof.

 The children born of thee "’——
We may say of an hon, gentleman opposite:

¢The children born of thee are sword and fire,

Red ruin and the breaking up of laws,

The craft of kindred, and the godless hosts

Of heathen swarming o'er the northern land.”
We charged hon, gentlemen opposite last year with high
crimes and misdemeanor in this regard. I believe we then
proved our charge. I believe that their conduct im the
years that followed their late accession to power, was rightly
deseribed in » spirit of prophecy by their former colleague,
the Hon, Mr. Macdougall, when he truly wrote to one ot
them, to the Secretary of the Interior in the old Govern-
ment, with reference to their conduct, prior to the outbreak
of 1870, saying this :

 The authority for the Dominion has at length been established over

that vast region, and can only be endangered by treason or incapacity
at Ottawa. The latter, we know, reigns supreme in every department;
the former is more than suspected in your own. When I use the word
‘treason, ' I desire that you should understand it in its widest sense
treason, not to the lawful sovereign of the Dominion, alone, but treason to
the people of Canada ; treason tothe interests, civiland religious, of the
people of the North-West; treason to human progress, freedom, and
civilisation in every Province of the Dominion.”’

Those words, I believe, are as applicable to the latter as to
the former conduct of the hon, gentlemen. However, I re-
cognise the inconvenience of dealing with this subject at
any length at this time and under these circumstances.
You know that I pointed out last Session, repestedly, the
absence of various important papers. Although hon. gen-
tlemen brought down what they said was adequate material
for the formation of a judgment, they acknowledged that
there were many most important papers not yet brought
down. 1 expect the production of those papers at an early
date; I expect them, though, with some apprehension and
with some misgiving, because I recur once again 1o that

record of a former colleague of those hon. gentlemen, to the
letters of Mr. Macdougall, addressod to the then Sccretary
of the Interior, where he said :

‘¢ Before leaving Ottawa ''——

He, too, was going to the North-West

“Ttook the precaution to obtain copies of all the dispatches, draft
agreements, and documents relating to the North-West, which i have
8ince found was a wise precaution. [ knew by experience that it would
be unsafs to rely upon official promptitude or perspicacity at Ottawa, or
to agsume that the Yx:oper Ministers, or a quorum of Ministers, would be
found at the Capital in any emergency that might arise. And I knew,
what thie case has conclusively established, that you and the wmajority
ot your colleagues would not hesitate to garble or suppress important State
papers, even when demanded by Parliament, if their production was
likely to expose or embarrass the Government.”

But it seems that what happened before has, in the case of
8 mueh larger insurrection, happened again; and what
happened before may, in regard to the important docu-
ments, also happen again. As to the condition of the
Indians, we must, of course, all be extremely anxious,
The accounts we have received from year to year in
the reports of the Indian ageuts, and partioularly of the
Mounted Police, the accounts in the public papers, the
recent statements of priests and missionaries, and, amongst
others, the statement of Mr. Jackson, one of the members
of the North-West Council, are certainly of a character to
attract attention. And I will add to that the statement
that I have observed made in 8 number of ministerial papers
as to the course which had been pursued by the Depart-
ment, of set purpose, with reference to those bands
which had been more or less engaged in the recent
outbreak, last winter, namely, of administering to them
but half rations, and those two or three times a week, which
strike me as & most unwise as well as & moat inhuman policy.
I do not think that any milder words than those can be
properly applied to that course of policy—if unfortunately
it was pursued—and I draw my information from editorials
in the Mail newspaper, which declares that it was the
policy which the Administration had pursued. I did
not know before that torture by starvation was considered
as a proper punishment for Indians. Now, Sir, there is
another subject which was but remotely alluded to by
one of the hon. gentlemen, and to which I desire to
make & very brief allusion —to those steps which it was
thought necessary to take for the restoration of authority,
and in the execution of law in the North-West. I trust
that in respect to the judicial proceedings and the execu-
tion of sentences which has been carried out, the Govern-
ment will, at a very early day, lay before the House full
information. I believe that Parliament is entitled, in the
exceptional circumstances of the case, to receive that infor-
mation, and to ¢ngage in a discussion of the questions which
grow out of that execation and those sentences. I believe
that those circumstances justify, if they do not demand that
course; but I beliove, also, that a fair opportunity ought to
be given to the Administration to produce those papers and
to give that information. Andithas been rumored that some
gentlemen, supporters of hon. gentlemen opposite, who
differ from them on a single question arising out of that
execution, propose to introduce that subject to our comnsi-
deration at this time by challenging the judgment of the
House upon it, by an amendment to the Address. Upon
this question, as hon. gentlemen may perhaps know,
1 do not, even amongst my own friends, assume to speak
with the authority of a party leader, and certainly, 1 have
po right to offer advice to supporters of hon, gentle-
men opposite ; but as an humble member of this House,
interested in the regular course of the proceedings and in
the proper methods of conducting its business, I take leave
to deprecate, for my own part, any such proceeding. I
believe that the proper course will be, to give the Adminis-
tration an opportunity of producing the papers, and then to
let that subject be fully, fairly, and thoroughly discussed at

=
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the earliest date, after the conclusion of this debate, at which
thore papers can be brought down. Now, Sir, the hon.
gentleman who is principally responsible, I presume, fcﬁr
the language which has been placed in His Excellency’s
mouth, paid a recent visit to England, with a view 'of'
giving, no doubt, 8 wholly unvecessary proof of the futility
of the arrangements under whieh he succeeded in having a
High Commissioner appointed in order that the Minister
might mnot be obliged to visit England. 1 say, with that
view, because I cannot conceive any other purpose which
the hon. gentleman could possibly have had in going to
England at the time, and under the circumstances in which
he did go. He went there in the middle of a general elec-
tion, which was quite certain to be followed by a minis-
terial crisis——at a time when it was perfectly impossible to
do business with Ministers, and as I apprehend, and as his
courteous answers to those who have discussed the subject
with him would indicate, he did not in fact do any business.
He might have talked to an under-secretary a little bit, but
as to doing business with Ministers it is quite clear that he
did not do much. I am glad, however, that he went over,
under the circumstances, But it is true that he could not do
anything further ; it is true that, although public business
was not accomplished, although he went where he was
not wanted, and left the plaeo where he was wanted,
yeot fresh honors were heaped upon his blushing brow—
he joined the Turners—like another statesman on this
gide of the continent who also joined the. Turners—
our well known friend, Hans Breitmann. Well, in the
course of these proccedings he made some speeches.
Ia one of those interesting speeches delivered by the
Premier when he was on the other side of the water,
speeches which we always read with interest, he said that,
whatever other people did, he would not make the mistake
of praising his country to Englishmen, and he proceeded,
having thus vouched for the absolute sobriety of the phrase
that he was about to indulge in, to state: first, that we
were five millions now and soon would be ten millions;
noxt, that evory acre of the Dominion was in a beautiful
clime, without any impediment whatever to cultivation—
that every acre of this immense ares, I cannot remember, 1
do not know that 1 could repeat the number of acres, is in
a beautiful climate without any impediment to cultivation.
That goes even up to the North Pole. He said also in
communicating to us information which we are always
glad to receive, that we are forming a navy—that we are
forming a navy and will assist the mother country in enfor-
cing the peace of the world. If we are forming a navy we
should like to know it. We do mnot want to hear that
aonnouncement made in the St. George’s Club or in the
Turner’s Hall, but to hear it in the halls of Parliament, and
therefore, if we are forming a navy intended to assist the
Mother Country in keeping the peace of the world, the people
of Uanada ought to have heard the announcement first from
the First Minister in his place here. Then, speaking of
Canada, he declared that we are ready to join the Mother
Country in an offensive and defensive league ; to sacrifice
ourselves, to risk our last man and last shilling in defence of
the Empire and the flag,

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear,

Mr. BLAKE. That depends on how many shillings you
have got. The hon. gentleman said that Canada was pre-
pared to join the Mother Country in an offensive and
defensive league, For my part, I will say frankly, I have
bitherto declared it, and I now declare it, that I decline to
accept active responsibility for the execution of a policy
which I had no share in moulding. 1 admit that,
perhaps, we do not want a share in moulding that
policy, and perbaps we could not get a voice if
we did want it; but if we have not got a voice and

Mr. BLakE.

will ot take a voice in moulding the foreign policy of the
Empire, I think we should not come under liabilities
beyond what our own immediate and direct interests and the
peace and protection of our own country demand, and that we
should not be cailed upon to expend our blood and treasure
in carrying out Jingo schemes whether of Tory or Liberal
politicians on the other side of the water., Take almost the
last oocasion—not indeed the last oue, because they come so
quickly these English wars —in which we would have been
called upon to take an active share—the Sondan war. We
sympathised, of course, with the Mother Country in her
struggle and trial, we sympathised with the brave
soldiers who fought the battles, and we read
with deep interest the incidents of the war; but I doubt
very much that the great majority of the Canadians agreed
in the Soudan policy, agreed in the Egyptian policy of
the English Government, or, in fact, sgreed that England
ought to bave interfered there. If we had had a voice in the
Imperial foreign policy,that voice would, I believe, have been
raised in favor of an entirely different policy ; and I give yon
that as one instance, though a small one, Something
was said about Canadian assistance, but the Ministry
did not propose—and wisely, as it seems to me
—did not propose to come forward and assist the
Mother Country, and I presume, on the ground that so
long a8 we had not a share in moulding that policy,
we ought not to be called on actively to execute it.. The
defence of Canada is an entirely different matter. The hon.
gentleman said in his speech that we are in no danger
whatever from the United States, and, of course, it is very
gratifying to learn from the hon. gentleman that such
is the case, and I am glad to share his belief. But he
entered into la haute politigue. He was called upon to
declare what our warlike relations with France were
likely to be, and he calmed the apprehensions of cer-
iain intelligent and well-informed Englishmen who had dis
cussed the matter with him,by telling them that there really
was no danger to Canada from France. Why? Not
because there was no danger of France seeking to get
Canada from us; but because, if there was trouble from
active spirits in France, the United States would protect
us. We were safe in the hands of the United States,
which would not tolerate France on this continent, through
it was willing to let things go on as they are. I think
myself, and this House will think, that when our First
Minister and Plenipotentiary apnd acting High Commis-
sioner and Chief Superintendent of Indian Affairs and of
the Mounted Police and Bresident of the Council enters
into the region of la hAaute politigue and gives an
account of our foreign relations and of the results of his
diplomacy, I really think we should have the declaration
here. We should not be called on to learn it from reports
in the London newspapers. Until I read the hon. gentle-
man’s speech, I had not the remotest idea that this
country was under any danger from France whatever,
still less that it was a danger which could only be averted
by the friendly and determined action of the United States
towards us and against Franoe, because they were deter-
mined to allow no nation but England to have any footing
on the North American Continent. The hon. gentleman has
engaged in England in some very great oratorical tours de
force in those various speeches to which I have alluded ; and
in that respect also, although Hans Breitmann’s perform-
ances were physical and not mental, he imitated his proto-
type, for you recollect when the poet relates the history of
the great event, which also was celebrated by a banquet, he
says:

‘* Hans Breitmann choined de Turneers,
Nofember in de fall,
And dey dif't a boost in bender,
All'in de Turner hall.



1886.

COMMONS DEBATES.

13

¢ Hans Breitmann choined de Turneers,
Dey make shinnastic dricks ;
He stoodt on de middle of de floor,
And put oop a fifdy-six ;

¢ Und den he drows it to de roof,
Und schwig off a treadful trink--
De veight coorn toomple back on hia headt,
Und by shinks, he didn’t viok.”’

Such was the performance of the hon, gentleman. He too
Ent up & fifty-six, He took the French invasion of Canada,

o threw it to the roof, back it came upon his head, but
with the protecting buffer of the United States alliance. He
did pot wink, not he! There was another interesting
element in these utterances ot the hon. gentleman, The
hon. gentleman, the High Commissioner, and a late member
of this House—Mr. Donald A. Smith—appeared together
at those social gatherings—tres juncti in uno. They indulged
in mutual compliment and congratulation. It was a little
surprising to one who remembered their last public appear-
ance in this chamber. At that time they also were together
and engaged in a couversation, through the medium of the
Speaker, in somewhat slight contrast to the lan-
guage of the late conversation. Happy change; wonder-
ful recantation. I wonder bow, and I wonder why
and where. How great the recantation was we can
only judge by coniissting the {two conversations,
Ag a great many hon. members may not have had the
extreme happiness, which some of us enjoyed, of listening
to the former conversation, perhaps the House will allow
me to read it, On the 9th May, 1878, the hon. gentleman,
the First Minister, on the proposed lease of the Pembina
Branch, made this statement in the House :

‘Tt wag becauge of the inconvenience to the Government of the con-
stitutional action of the Senate which put a stop to their bargain with
the hon. member for Selkirk to make him a rich man, and to pay bim
for his servile support, that an unconstitutional course was pursued.’’
Mr. Smith was naturally annoyed at this statement of the
hon. gentleman, and on the following day, on the 10th of
May, he spoke on the subject as a matter of privilege and
denied the charge. Then, referring to the attack made on
him by Dr. Tupper, he read an extract, part of which was
as follows, from a speech which had been delivered by Dr.
Tupper at Orangeville:

‘“Mr. SBmith gave unqualified evidence that the Canadian Pacific
scandal had nothing to do with his changed attitude towards
Sir John Macdonald. Mr. Smith was a representative of the Hudson Bay
Company, and he had been preseing a claim on his right hon. friend for
public money. 8ir John had been holding back "’ —

So you will observe that the name of “ Old Tc-morrow ” dates
from a considerable time back :

“Sir John bad been holding back, and Mr Smith came to the con-
clusion that it would be just as well to jump the fence if there was to be
a change of Government. But Mr. Smith was a canny man; he held
back, and sat on the fecce and watched the course, certainly not in the
interest of his country, because he did not want to jump too soon and
find he had jumped into a ditch; but when he came to the conclusion
that the Government was going out he made the bolt, and he (Dr.
Tupper) had no doubt that he had bad a great deal of reason since
for congratulating himself on having jumped as he did.”’

e ’I(‘lhat, said Mr. Smith, is the insinuation and [ g ve it the most psi-
tive denial.

Presently says Dr. Tupper :

‘Does the hon. gentleman deny that he telegraphed down here that he
would be here and support the Government, after he knew everything
about the Canadian Pacific Railway affair ?

¢“Mr. SMITH. 1 do deny it. I never telegraphed I would be here and
support the Government. Never, never. . . * I offered
and proposed that there should be another amendment, and & very
different one, that is, the Government.should frankly confess their fanlt
to the House, and then, if the country condoned it, and Parliament
condoned it, 1t would be a very different thing. LA

“ Mr. TUPPER. That is not what you telegraphed.

‘¢ Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

‘Mr. TUPPER. That is not what you telegraphed.

¢‘Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear,

“Mr. SMITH. The hon. gentleman is altogether in the wrong. I tele-
graphed gimply, in courtesy, in reply to & letter, that [ would be in Otta-

wa by the 23rd October. Isaw theright hon. gentleman himself in one
of the rooms. He sent for me. Mr. Mitchell came and informed me that
the hon. member for Kingston desired to see me ; and let me say to Mr.
Mitchell’s credit, that he has got up in many an assembly where I have
been and said I was perfeotly justified in doing as I did, as Mr. Mitchell
knew all the circumstances.

¢ 8ir JOHN A. MAODONALD. I am sure he did not.

‘‘ Mr. TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman name one single meeting
where Mr. Mitchell ever made such a statemeat anywhere, anﬁ where the
record of it is to be found, except out of the hon. gentleman’s own
mouth. . M M And that goes for a very little in this Houso
oroutofit. * ¢ *

‘¢ Mr. SMITH. On the oocasion spoken of I did see the hon. gentle-

man in the room. 1 think it was No. 6 or 6, and the hon. genileman
then did try to persuade me to vote for him, but the hon. gentleman
will not dare to state [ said I could support him. . b .
Pe aaid: ‘If I am not supported now I will appeal to the country.’
* . *  He must have counted on the whole of Ontario being one
great rotten borough—a veritable Old Sarum, as he said that if he
appealed to it he would have Ontario t> & man with him.

“8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is notone gingle word of truth
in that statement—not one single word of truth. The hon. gentleman
is now stating what is & falsehood.

¢“Mr. SMITH. The hon. gentleman says he did not say 8o : certainly
the spirit within him said it; for the words came out of the hon. gentle-
man’s mouth. (Order). If he did not say 8o, the spirits within him did.
Those words were uterred by the hon. gentleman.

“ Bir JOHN A. MAODONALD. They were not uttered by me.

# Mr. SMITH. They were a8 agsuredly and certainly a3 the hon. gen-
tleman and [ are here. The bon. gentleman from Cumbesland the same
evening told mo that the right bon geutleman was not capable of
knowing what he said. * . .

‘“ Mr. TUPPER. Is it competent for & man to detail private conver-
sations while talsifying them ?

¢ Mr. SMITH. I do not look upon these as private conversations, and
give the exact truth. . . . Will he (Mr. Tupper) deny that
he said to me, as soon as it was possib'e to make the right hon. gentle-
man understand right from wrong—or to that effoct ?

“ Mr TOPPER. If he will allow me five minutes [ will show that the
very first statement he commenced with to-day, the statement that he
never sought a favor from the late Government, is as false a statement
as ever issued from the mouth of any man, and he has continued witha
tissue of as false statements a8 were ever uttered by any man.

“Mr. SMITH 1 never asked, prayed for, decired, or got a favor from
the last Government.

‘Mr. TUPPER. Will thehon. gentleman allow me to tell a favor he
asked for? The hon. %‘entleman begged of me to implore the leader of
the Government to make him a member of the Privy Council of Canada.
That is what be asked for, and he was refused; and it was the want of
that position, and that refusal, which, to a large extent, has placed him
where he is to-day.

“Mr. SMITH. The hon. gentleman knows that he states what ia
wholly uctrue, and, driven to his wits’ end, is now going back to &
journey he and I made to the North-West in 1869, and I give the most

ositive denial to any assertion made by him, or any other pers.n, that
fasked for or desired any faver from the Government. . . .

¢“Mr, SMITH. He knows—

“ Mr. TUPPER. Ooward, coward! Sit down.

“Mr. SMITH. He knows——

tMr., TUPPER. Coward! Qoward! Coward!

t““Mr. SMITH. You are the coward. . d d Nay, further,
there were two gentlemen, members of this Houge, the day after that 4th
November——

s¢Mr. TUPPER. Coward, coward.

“Mr. SMITH—who came to me with a proposition to throw over the
right hon. gentleman and the present member for Charlevois, if [ would
congent to give up the position I had deemed it my duty to take in the
House the evening before, and would support the Government by voting
against the amendment of the hon. member for Lambton.

“ Mr. TUPPER. Mean, treacherous coward.

¢““Mr SMITH. Who is the coward, the House will decide—it is
yourself.

¢ Mr. TUPPER, Coward, teacherous—

“Mr. SMITH. I could not support them—~

“Mr. SPEAKER. Admit the messenger.

“Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That fellow Smith is the biggest
liar I ever met.”
The messenger was adwitted, the record states, and so the
conversation ended, and it was resumed the other day in
London. Well, Sir, the hon, gentleman remains at his post,
in charge of the discontented Indians, over whom he
acts as a guardian, and those police who, the news-
papers tell us, are getting demoralised themselves,
a8 1 am sorry to notice. His colleagnes from the Pro-
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vince of Quebec remain in their places, but almost all
the others of the Ministers have been changed. There
is in fact a recomstruction of the Administration—an
almost entire reconstruction, a much greiter recon-
struction than that which took place in tho case of a formeor
Admibistration in the year 1869, I think., That recon-
struction was discussed in the debate on the Address, and I
propose to have a few words to say with reference to the
reconstructed Administration; but before dealing with
those who are out and those who are in, I wish, in this
connection, to refer 10 & gentleman who cannot be
said to be quite in or quite ont. It has been very
circumstantially stated that the gentleman to whom
1 refer, occupies & position something of that k'nd;
that he was offered, of course unsolicited, for I
am sure he would never ask the hon. gentleman to
make him a Cabinet Minister, But it is stated that the
hon. gentleman offered him a seat in the Cabinet—that it
was understood, and arranged, in fact, that he should receive
a seat in the Cabinet, that he received assurances to that
effect, that communications were made to divers persons
that Mr. O'Donohoe was practically of the Cabinet, though,
for pradential reasons, it was thonght better not to announce
it publicly. Woell, we all know that he has never been
gazetted, and thut so far as we can learn, has never been
permitted to be of the Privy Council. If it be the case that
pegotiations were entered into with Senator O'Donohoe,
even if they did not result in so complete an arrangement
a8 has been mentioned, it is the right of hon. members to
enquire for and to obtain inform-tion as to the relations of
u ‘publio man with the Administration of the day, with
reference 1o propositions to join the Cabinet. These enquir-
ies are legitimate, and, a8 an eminent statesman has said. it
is important that such arrangements should be so regarded,
that they should not be secret, as such explanations tend to
clear the conduct and character of public men, and therefore
it is that 1 enquire what has happened to Mr. O’Donohoe ?
As to the office of Minister of Railways, we know it was
practically vacant from the time Sir Charles Tupper
first accepted the High Commissionership. It is true he
returned to Ottawa for one Session of Parliament. But for
all practical purposes the office has been vacant since that
time, At last it is now filled, and I congratulate the hon.
member for Colchester (Mr. McLelan) outhe fact, I con-
gratulate him on that place being now occupied legally,
tormally, and fully, and there being no longer the same
apprehension of the return of the ligh Commissioner to
his former post which the hon, gentleman must have enter-
tained while the place was yet vacaut. 1 congratulate him
on the distinction of becoming by succession the leader of
his party in his Province. I congratulate him still more on
losing his colleague. None of us can adequately appreciate
the annoyance the hon. member for Colchester must have
folt while he sat beside the High Commissioner, and none
of us can adequately appreciate the relief he must now
feel at the final soverance of his cennection with him by the
filling of his late post; but some of us know, perhaps, more of
his foelings than those who came later into the House. When
we remem ber what the hon. gentleman, in the Legislature of
his own Province, said of the High Commissioner, we can
judge of the relief he must now feel at his absence, We re-
member that he described him then, thus :

¢ But the picture, dark as it is, has something blacker still. I see
there, standing in the backgrouad, the Provincial Secretary of Nova
Scotia privately handing over to this same engineer a contract for the
whole work. Isee him shroud itin darkness, and bury it tor three
months in the grave of secrecy. And now the Provincial Secretary
comes forward and tells us it wa: so hidden to serve the publicinterest
to enable Sandford Fleming, after he had taken the contract, to make
better terms with the old contractors, to grind a few more dollars out
of them! Public interest indeed | Mr. Sandf ird Fleming’s interest alone !
8ir, I know not what terms apply to such conduct in & Government——
I know not what to eall it. Ishall not venture an opinion. But in pri-
vate life it is called extorting money under false pretences ; and our laws
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make it indictable kns;very. They have heard of men
riding in public conveyances with a loose mantle about them, and a
pair of false hands folded in front to lull suspicion, while the real hands
were finding their way into their fellow travellers’ pockets ; and they
now think that when the hon. gentleman put on the mantle of Herbert
Huntington and the old reformers, the hands he put to the plough were
not real~-that the real hands were hidden that they might the better get
deep to the armpits in the public chest; and they wait, they long for the
opportunity to sweep him from his position. Therefore, Bir, there was
no necessity to bring this case bere to excite public opinion. But, Mr.
Speaker, if after having brought it here for investigation in the discharge
of a public duty, what if the people should, on examination of it, decide
that the public interests have been bartered away and betrayed--that
the man whom they once believed in as the apostle of retrenchment has
become the great high priest of jobbery and corruption? Who shall
then restrain limits to their first indignation a8 they tgke him, loaded
down though be may be with the share of the offerings which fall to the
priest, and impale him upon the horns of the altar at which he minis-
ters 77’

Such was the glowing language which inadequately I have
endeavored to repeat, which he addressed to his late col-
league, the Minister of Railways, when sitting opposite to
him in the Legislature of Nova Scotia; and those who did
not know it can now, perhaps, better appreciate the sense of
relief which the hon, gentleman must feel. I congratulate
the Government on their having appointed, after all, a
Minister of Railways. As to the Minister of Railways,
however, they had some doubts, because, in 1884, they
brought Sir Charles Tupper over to conduct the Parliamen-
rary business, and last Session we had & novelty in Parlia-
mentary proceeding—we had a twin speech. It could not
be done by the one Minister, but there was a Pope-Chaplean
oration which initiated the proceedings. 1 hope that
now, fortified by the actual possession of the office, in
which it is said he has been acting for some time, the
hon. gentleman will be able, by himself, to attend to
those minor matters which remain connected with the
office. The Canadian Pacific Ruilway, we are told, is
finished—not quite, since the ships have yet to be got
to connect Hong Kong and Liverpool; but it is finished
on the land, and paid for, I hope. The hon. gentle-
man then can, no doubt, discharge the duties which
remain. He has his qualifications for the post; he has
been a long time in adminisuration. I remember when I
first entered Parliament, or shortly afterwards, he was in
admin stration, He was in administration, though in a
humblor than his present place, in 1872, when Sir Hugh
Allan wrote thus:

“ Mr. McMullen was desirous of securing the inferior membzrs of the
Government, and enterad into engagements of which I did not approve,
as I thought it was only a waste o1 powder and shot.”

I have often asked hon. gentlemen opposite who those
inferior members wore, but they willnot tell me; but it
appears there were some inferior members with whom
engagements were made. No doubt the hon. gentleman is
no longer an inferior Minister, and I trust, if there is a
recurrence of the same circumstances, there will be no
such dispute arising as to his being worthy of powder and
shot. At that time his railway enterprise was just about
beginning; 1 think the Megantic line was just about being
floated, and there was some question as to how some of the
early bonds should be negotiated. It has gone on since by
various assistance, by the aid of the country, and, no
doubt, of the Minister of Railways. My opiuion, in fact, is
that he has got into the office of Minister of Railways by
the short line route, and is thus best qualified to judge
between the Canadian Pacific Railway and the public.” We
were told last Session that the First Minister had under-
taken the task of dealing with the Short Line routes, because
of the incompatible position of the acting Minister, bat all
that time thut Minister was dealing with the other party to
the bargain—with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company—
In most important concerns, and private negotiations
were going ou behind the scenes with those who were to
be interested in the Short Line Railway. I hope, under these
circumstances, the hon. gentleman has seen to it, whatever
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else he has seen to, that justice has been done to the pro-
prietary of the Short Line. We have also got a now
Minister of Agriculture. My hon. friend the member for
London (Mr. Carling) was well qualified for that office.
His well.known interest in one of the great cereals of the
country was a strong reason why he should be Minister of
Agriculture. I have heard him called the King of the Barley
Market, and he is also a large farmer; but I regret o see
that what sometimes happens to us politicians, that just as
soon as we reach a position we abandon the training, which
was supposed to be our qualification, has happened in his
case. The hon, gentleman has actually, in the interest of
London and the Militia Department, sacrificed a large
portion of his farm just as he has become Minister of
Agriculture. I regret it, because I think the country has
felt that the hon, gentleman should rather engage further
in agricultural pursuits, instead of selling at an alarming
sacrifice & large portion of his farm. If he were still
engaged in cultivating it, I feel that the honest tiller of
the soil would have greater confidence in him as Minister
of Agriculture. That is not all. Iam told the hon, gentle-
man, still in the interest of Londen and the public, is propos-
ing to sell a large portion of his farm to the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, and presently the hon. gentleman—who was a large
farmer, and so, I felt, had a very proper claim to be
Minister of Agriculture—will be a farmer without a farm, I
regret this, because I would Iike the hon. gentleman to
retain as many titles to public confidence in his capacity
of Minister of Agricullure as possible, but be seems to me
to dispose of his titles in a very lavish way. In a few weeks
he males great sacrifices in the interest of his constituency
and the public in these transactions, and no one can be sur-
prised, under those eircumstances, that he is 80 popular ard
strong in his constituency of London. The hon. gentleman
has since dabbled in statistics, and we have had a number
of statements as to the prospects and operations of the coun-
try in the various Departments administered by him. I am
glad to see he is 80 diligent in that portion of the Depart-
ment to which he belongs. I do not think his predecessor,
in all the long years he was Minister, ever gave to the public
such an amount of statistics as the hon. gentleman has in a
few weeks. This is encouraging, because we have often
wanted statistics from the hon. gentleman’s predecessor
on this floor, and now we are going to get them
from the hon. gentleman, We have restored to us
the Department of Justice, of which we were for some time
deprived. That is a very important department. I always
regretted the fact that it left this House, not 80 much with
reference to its strictly ministerial and departmental work,
as with reference to the legislative work. There is no
doubt whatever that the Minister of Justice ought fittingly
to occupy & place in that body in which circumstances seem
to demand the vast mass of the legislation of the country
should be initiated and receive its principal sifting, and that,
as & parliamentary officer, we want him here, The Govern-
ment felt that, I presume, and they decided they would no
longer deprive us of the benefit of that officer, and deter-
miping to supply us with that officer, they made the
choice they did, I coogratulate the hon. incumbent of
the office. He enters federal politics, as the French would
say, by the great gate; for him there is no apprenticeship in
our Parliament. There is certainly a period during which he
filled a provincial office creditably, and received certain other
trainir g to which I shall presently allade; bat, as far as fede-
ral politics are concerned, he comes into Parliament as the
incumbent of the important officer of Minister of Justice,
without passing through any apprenticeship in this House.
No greater compliment could be paid to a public man. The
Government felt the office was important ; they felt that no
one was available in Parliament and that they had to look
outside, We have looked upon gentlemen opposite belonging
to the profession which the hon. gentleman adorns, and who,

I supposed, were fitted for the place, as men among whom
the choioe, if any, would be made; we have not concealed
our appreciation of their qualities and abilities to fill that
office, but the Ministry scrupulously determining to give
us the very best available talent, felt it was necessary to
look outside for the bright light which could not be found in
the phalanx from Nova Scotia of patient supporters of the
Government who have patiently endured many things for a
long time to reap this reward. As a lawyer the hon, gentle-
man has come to the front with a bound over many heads ; as
a legislator he begins his federal career at once a8 Minister.
It was a bold step, justified, no doubt, by that superior talent
which is 8o soon to be exhibited by the hon. gentleman, and
I have very little doubt, from all I have heard, that he will
fill the office extremely creditably. But whence comes
he ? Whence, I say, does he come? He comes from the
bench of justice. Who would have thought it ? What did
hon. gentleman opposite say of a then unhappy gentleman,
who thought it his duty to submit the name of a judge
for the office of Attorney-General for Ontario, They slanged
me—not here, of course, because we do not use slang here—
but outside I was slanged in the country in good set
terms for many long years for that. I was told that
I had degraded the bench, that I had soiled the
hitherto unspotted ermine, that I had created a feeling
of want of confidence on the part of the people in
the judges of the land, that I had rendered it impossible for
the judges to conduct impartially the trials of election cases.
I bad been guilty of unconstitutional and republican prac-
tice; 1 had degraded public morality ; I had done a thing
which no honest man could do otherwise than condemn.
This was the language which was used toward e because
I gave that advice which was followed by the elevation ot
Mr. Mowat to the Attorney-Geueralship of Ontsrio, and it
was used towards me by the supporters of hon. gentlemen
opposite and by their organs. I remember,in this chamber,
the present Chief Justice of Nova Scotia—I remember the
Hon. James Macdonald, then filling the office the hon.
gentleman now fills, with all the weight and dignity which
is due to that position, denouncing me for this act. I
remember hearing Sir Charles Tupper, very shortly after it
was consummated—for [ believe that is the proper word to
apply to such an unhallowed deed—using this language
towards me on the public hustings:

‘¢ He trusted that when & judge came to decide a8 to which party had
a majority, it would not be under a conviction that high political honors
awaited him on one side or the other to reward him for his subserviency.
(Loud cheers). If ever there was a law which struck a dangerous blow
at the independence and purity of the bench, it would be that which
would allow the ermine to be sullied by a partisan decision. The
moment a precedent was established, and the moment a great Province
like Oatario sanctioned the precedent, the dangerous precedent, that a
judge might forsake the bench and enter into the troubled and muddy
waters og political strife, that moment a blow was struck at the character
of the judiciary, and thatconfidence was shaken which every one ought
to repose in thoss who were called on to perform those high duties.”

Then as to the organs. The Muwil on 25th October, 1872,

said :

¢ But, from a higher than a personal stan%goiut, thinking men in Oa-
nada will condemn the new apgointment. ben once a barrister suc-
ceeding to the post as his right [shall I read Thompson or Mowat]
when once a barrister succeeding to a post as his right from among the
law officers of the Crown, or selected for especial fitness, displayed in
the conduct of non-political bnsiness, has been 1promomd to the bench,
we in Canada have thought that he put off all political bias, that he
flung away with his barrister’'s gown even the recollection of party
struggles, and relegated political. preferences to a limbo, whence only
history would unearth them. We have thought it the salient feature in
that bright record of unspotted ermine which has distinguished the
administration of justice in Canada from that of the United States.
The action of Mz, will be & rude shock to this faith which has
been sgo blindly and 80 universally entertained. Latentin his judicial
composition under cynical garb or impartiality must have lurked all the
old preferences and animoeities, and all his warmest sympathies and
anti&sthieei'

“ Mr. will bave only himself to thaunk if any of the deci-
sions he has recently given are viewed with suspicion or are actually
called in question.”
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Again:

¢ Scratch the judge and the politician will appear? is nota max"im
that should gain currency among the praciitioners in election cases.

Again:

¢ The American practice, in short, of making the bench a stepping-
stone to a lucrative practice at the bar is one that will find no favor
in Oanada, and must, as we gay, challenge the condemuation of every
thinking man. We deal [the organ goes on to say] in another
article with the degradation of the Act itself, as well as of the several
steps by which it has been reached. It seems to be the peculiar pri-
vilege of the faction to outrage all precedent, to shock public morality
in every possible way. They have added onme more outrage upon
decency to the black list, apart from its unbritish and most reprehen-
sible character f-om & constitutional point of view."

Again:

“ Qur opinion upon the ruinous tendenciesof Mr. So-and-so’s return
from the bench (o the bar bas found a ready echo among all classes.”

Again :

“ The poor defence set up against our charge that Mr. So-and-so
wad lending himself to the degradation of the (anadian bench when
he consented to degrade himself is so weak as to call for no reply. Itis
republicanism pure and simple.”’

Again:

¢ Bince the recent abusc of the law’s silence on this point, we have
no hesitation io saying that the public service requires the passing of an
act disqualifying any person now or hereafter elevated to the bench
from afterwards practising,”

Again:

‘ The andacity of the move has bidden its worst deformities, the
public mind is not yet awake to the enormity of the offence committed
from & high moral urd social point of view,”’

Again:

‘‘ Who can deny that Mr has sat on the bench for weeks
while in secret treaty with the representatives of a political party ? Did
the Governor dare to send for a judge on the bench while any uncer-
tainty existed as to the answer he would give?’’

Again ;
* The tempter’’———
Who was the tempter ?

‘! The tempter may have enlarged on the brilliant prosgects of the
———at Uttawa, and the i‘)udge, with ready acumen, may have seen a
chance in the possible establishment of a Supreme Court to supplant

the chief, of whose pre-eminence he has been 8o notoriously intolerant.”
Again :

“Itis & case where breach of custom ia breach of all, and that So-
and-30 bad not the etrength to say to the tempter ‘get thee behind
me’ will one day come to bea bitier reflection to the opponents of
republicanism in Canada.’’

The day is come, Sir, Again:

“Qur experience of the American system has shown us the wisdom
and the necessity of guarding against any political interference with a
judge. A judge feels that he has entered on a career from which he
may not falter while capable of dischargingits onerous duties. Ambition
often assumes a dangerous form, but never did it establish a m re inju-
rious precedent. Now this party is rendy to earry the same principles
of action into the Government of the Dominion. Happily, however,
there is little probability of seeing the judiciary further degraded by
the interference of there indiscreet politicians. Public opinion through-
out the Dominion unmistakably condemns their introduction of the
American system of political government into this country. Hitherto
we have been able tu point with pride to the incorruptibility and self-
denis! of our statesmen aund the independence and dignity of our judi-
ciary, but we are afraid, with ‘so-and-so and so-and-so’ in power, at
Ottawa and Toronto for a few short years, the public writer would soon
bave a painful politieal record to hold up to the censure of 1he people.”’

And the Montreal Gazette points out:

‘It is clear that, if the action is to be drawn into a precedent, the
state of public confidence arising out of the supposed withdrawal of the
judge from all interference in politics must be serious'y shaken.”

Again:

‘' In this way we have all our preconceived notions of the neutrality
of the bench rudely dispelled.”’

‘¢ All the circumatances,’’ says the Mail, “afford conclusive evidence
that for several weeks, while siill in the discharge of hie judicial duties,
be was in collusion with prominent politicians to degrade his position
and smirch the ermine,’”

Mr, Braxg,

Again:

¢t There is hardly & member, either of the bench or bar, who does not
feel that the transaction is an outrage upon the whole profession.”
Such was the language, as I have said, of prominent poli-
ticians and members of the party opposite, and of their
leading organs, applied to the summoning of & judge from
the bench to take an important politecal office; and I ask,
were you sincere then ? If so, defend yourselves now. Were
you shamming then ? if so, 1 will leave you to the contempt
of honest men. But here the case is a little more compli-
cated, because political patronage was practically exercised
by & judge while still on the bench. The county judgeship
of the district was in fact disposed of with & view to
obtaining a seat for the Minister of Justice. There has
been altogether too much of this of late years. Mr. McDou-
gall got a judgeship for having vacated his seat for Three
Rivers on behalf of the Minister of Public Works. Mr Killam
got a seat on the bench in Manitobs, in order to provide a
vacancy for the Attorney-General of Mr. Norquay, the
Prime Minister of the Local Government, and it was an-
nounced publicly, in the papers, that he had arranged the
business for that purpose. Mr. Baby, an old colleagne of ours,
was made a judge in order to provide a position for another
old colleague of ours in this House, Mr. Mousseau. When Mr.
Mousseau had served his day, and the new luminary was to
emerge above the horizon, Mr. Mousseau was transferred—
I think it was my hon, friend from Laval (Mr. Ouimet)
who said he was sent down from here to Quebec as first
Minister of the Province—so that there might be
a vacancy created here for the Secretary of State; and,
when he had served his time in that Government,
and bhis uosefulness was gone there—to use a phrase
which was rendered historical by an event with which
he had close connection—he went on the bench in
order to provide a political office for Mr., Ross. And
80 the late member for Antigonish was made a judge
to create a vacancy in Antigonish and to give a seat to the
Minister of Justice, Mr, McIsaac is an able man, and I have
no doubt he will make a good judge, but the practice is a bad
one, and, I have no doubt, will, in the language of the organ,
be condemned by all thinking men.

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

After Recess.

Mr BLAKE, When the House rose I was about to allude
to the late Finance Minister who has left us in order
to assume, for the second time, the Lieutenant-Governor-
ship of his native Province. We all hope, I am sure, that
the sinecure to which he has been appointed, will restore
him to his former health and vigor. Doubtless the cares
and worries of the very important office which he has for
some time filled, would have been too much for him in the
state of health to which we were aware he was reduced,
and it was a reasonable thing that he should be relieved
from the cares of office. His disappointment at the failure
of his predictions, his regret for the condition to which he
had redaced his country, could not but affect him. To him
has succeeded an hon. gentleman, the late Minister of
Marine, the member for Colchester (Mr, McLelan). Well,
Sir, of him we have had experience, as & Minister, for a con-
siderable time, and he has also occasionally filled the position
of Minister of the Interior,and that of Inland Revenue. Hav-
ing had, therefore, an opportunity of judging of his powers as
& Minister in more than one capacity, we await explana-
tions of his elevation to,the post of Minister of Finance. He
will have, however,the great good fortune in that position
of being able to attempt to realise some of his for mer views,
and that is always eatisfactory to a pablic man. I recollect
very well when I first met the hon. gentleman in this
chamber, and when I heard him say some things with
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reference to the hon. gentlemen who were then opposite
to him, and alongside of him, and with reference to the
Uonfederation which they had achieved, and the diffi-
culties bis Province would have to surmount in conse.
quence of it; and as he is now in charge of an office,
which is specially concerned in the removal, or alleviation
of some of those difficulties, we will expect results. I recol-
lect upon the first occasion he addressed the House, I think
he pointed out to us what had been said by an hon, member
with reference to Confederation. He said :

¢ The member for Lennox spoke of the great sacrifices which he said
the puslic men of the Provineces made for union. Looking along the
Treasury benches'at the smiling faces of the occupants, one feels that
it must be & pleasant sacrifice, 8 happy and profitable kind of martyrdom
tor which, I have no doubt, there was a considerable rivalry. There are
two of the offices now vacant; two altars without an offering ; but
we must not suppose tbat it is because statesmen cannot be found for
the sacrifice, when it is the country only that bleeds, and let us see to
what extent. I take a number of the heads of the Departments coming
first on the list, and we find the average cost to be $40,020. This
multiplied by 13 will show that in the sacrifice spoken of by the hon.
member, the country will be bled to the extent of half a million.”

I await the hon. gentleman’s estimates for the carrent year,
in order to compare his figures with those mentioned on
that occasion. Then departing from these minor and
departmental details of expenditure, he said :

‘¢ But the people of Nova Scotia believed that while an increased
expenditure will be made in the general administration, it will bear
especially hard on them under the lowest tariff of the confederated
Provinces. We raised a larger revenue per head than any of the others ;
and we gee that when our tariff is made equal to the others, we shall ba
taxed ou’t, of all proportion for the miatenance of the (Gzneral Gov-
ernment.

Again :
Y You have included an extant of country that ecannot be moved by

any one interest or influence, any more than the agitation of one pool
can be made to move the waters of separate and distinct pools.”

Again :
‘‘ When the proposition was made to place our commercial interests

under your control for the purpose of developing them, an idea of the
ridicnlous presents itself, such as one feels when seeing a hen appointed

to a flock of ducks, the natural instincts of the one are inland, those of !

the others on the waters.”

But the hon, gentleman has forgot his natural instincts, and
hag, for some time, been able to drag himself as far inland
as Ottawa, He says further:

““The people felt that the proposers of this scheme had become go
excited over this idea of a new nationality, a new Dominion, that they
would incur expenditures which would largely increase the burdens of
the people.”’

Well, now, the hon. gentleman has seen what has gone on
fur some years, He has helped or hindered, as the case
may be. He is now in a position to control the finances of
the country, and we shall expect his Budget Speech gar-
nished, of course, with cradles and orange blossoms, to
contain some practical propositions of the retrenchment
which he is now in a position to secure. To him, in his
ministerial capacity, has succeeded the hon. member for
King’s, N. B. (Mr. Foster), who, as a principal organ
of the Government declared, is to give the €overnment
that peculiar strength—that cold water sort of strength
—which Sir Leonard Tilley afforded to it while he was
a2 member of the Government. Perhaps he will. He is
a youthful parliamentarian, though, I believe, & voteran
orator, and he has passed as a youthful parliamentarian to
those benches, the longing for which the hon, member for
Colchester (Mr. McLelan) so vividly described in the ex-
tract I have read. The hon. gentleman helps to preserve
that mixture in the Cabinet, which is completed by the
conjunction of the hon, member for London (Mr. Carling)
and the Hon. Mr. Smith, and which can be so admirably
appreciated by the great mixer aud compounder of all. We
have lost the hon. the late Minister of the Interior, and that
18 8 very serious loss to the First Minister. He took him
10 a8 ﬂ!;; apprentice into his office; he educated him under

his own eye for some time in the office of the Interior; he
watobed him in the discharge of his duties, as he learned
by slow degrees to imitate the masterly inactivity and the
wonderful and extreme proorastination of the right hon.
gontleman; and &s soon &8 he had thoroughly indoctrinated
him in the art of how not to do it, so soon as he had tho-
roughly satisfied himself that he would be au admirable suc-
cessor, and would perhaps even better the hon. gentleman’s
own performances, he appointed him tormally to the office,
We all remember, that as long as the First Minister him-
self filled it, we were told that everything was being done
most diligently that ought 1o bo done, that nothing was
omitted, and that every wish, want and reasonable aspira-
tion of the people was being responded to by that De-
partment, e remember too, that when a change was
made, and the hou. gentleman formally appointed his suc-
cessor in office, it was said there was going to be an
improvement on the condition of things which had been
80 excellent, that it was quite impossible, we supposed,
that it could be improved upon. Bat still, there was going
to be an improvement; new blood had got into the Depart.
ment, new vigor had been infused into it, and there would be
a more responsive action on the part of that Department.
And we remember afterwards that the customari preans of
praise sccompanied the Minister all through his career,
We were told that everything was right, that when the
lands were removed from the market, that waa right; when
they were offored for sale to tho speculator, that was right;
when they were restored again to homesteads and fpre-emp‘
tions, that again was right. Whatever was done from day
to day, was just exactly the right thing. Last Session, when
the country turned out to be in a blaze, the hon. gentleman
opposite declared that all was right still. He declared
boldly that the Government had been guilty of no single
act of neglect, of no single act of delay, but had in all
things, acted promptly, and with admirable judgment,
aud upon these things he challenged enquiry, he challenged
attack. Indeed, it would have been high ingratitude, if he
had taken any other course, since I firmly believe that the
late Minister of the Interior was but the echo of the First
Minister in the administration of his Department. How-
ever, he has left office with, wo are sorry to believe,
his health impaired. I trust it will be restored by freedom
from ministerial cares. Icongratulate hon. gentlemen oppo-
site that they still have left to them that most important and
eminent proof—as the bhon. gentleman declares him to
be—of his capacity and judgment in the choice of men for
important office—Lieutenant-Governor Dewdney. I sharo
their regret that they have lost the services of Mr. Wilkin-
gon, who has heen appropriated by an experienced and
extensive contractor whom he is now serving instead of
serving the State in the office of registrar. 1 trust that
the hon. gentleman may still be able to fulfil that pledge
made in Mr. Wilkinson's behalf and give him the office
which he wanted. OF course, it could not be expected
that the Government could fill the vacant place of the Inte-
rior. They have, howaver, put in & stog—gap and used the best
timber available for the purpose. [ am willing to admit
that the present Minister of the Interior has some, and some
considerable claims upon the Tory party, and considerable
qualifications for & Tory Minister. If there is one thing
which should give & public man claims on the gratitude of
his party it is taking pains to establish the accuracy of their
views of public affairs and the correctness of their
forecast of public events; anl in a notable case
the hon. gentleman has performed that valuable ser-
vice to the party to which he belongs and of which he is
go great an ornament, He has furnished proof—proof
beyond contradiction and beyond cavil and coatroversy—
of the correctness of their predictions when the Inde-
pendence of Parliament Act of 1878 was going through
Parliamont. At that time, the House will remember, the
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state of the law was such that it had been adjudged that
sharebolders in incorporated companies were not ob
noxions to the penalties prescribed in regard to members
who should become contractors with the Government. A
new Bill was proposed, which declared that proposition of
the law, modifying it, however, with respect to contractors
or shareholders in the Capadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany, and this, not an alteration, for the ounly alteration
was anelimination of the shareholders of the Canadian
Pacific Railway from the general law as it had been
adjudged : but this definite proposition was attacked in
terms, I am quite free to admit, judging by the example of
the hon. member for Cardwell, of deserved severity by hon.
gentlemen opposite. The First Minister said, referring to
the clauses of the Bill, and clause 7, as to sharcholders in
incorporated companies:

“ Hon. members would observe how, under that claunse, the whole
Actmight beevaded so that it would not be wortb the paper upon which
it was printed. Five men could form a company to_construct a work,
become izcorporated under either the general or a Dominion Act, and
might get & contract, they having previously gone to the Government,
a8 individuals, and obtained an understanding that if they formed a
company they might get & contiract. Every man connected with the
contract would thus be the slave of the Government, and, in gpirit and
in fact, dependent upon the Government as much a3 if they were not
incorporated. There ought to be & provision in the A3t in order to pre-
vent contractors becoming the tools of any Government. That could
easily be done. It could easily be provided that shareholders in specific
classes of companies, such as banking and insurance, were exempted ;
but that shnregolders in companies for purposes of construction, and for
selling goods and doing work, with the exceptions indicated, should be
exclude%just ag if the parties forming those compaunies were-acting inde-
pendently. That suggestion would commend itgelf to the common sernse
of the House.”’

The hon. member for North Simcoe said :

“The Tth section of the Act, he agreed with hon. gentlemen in think-
ing, was an attempt to destroy the object which it pretended to have in
view. b . d Now, was it right that a gentleman con-
nected with a company incorporated for the construction of such
undertakings as the Lachine Canal, the dredging of a harbor, the build-
ing of a post office or any other work, sheuld be eligible for a seat ?
Such a principle was an exceedingly dangerous one, and would prove a
fruitful source of mischief. It was an affirmation that every person
who was connected with & company was entitled to be a member 6f
that House unless he happened to have anything to do with the con-
struction of the Pacific Railway. He did not think any sharebolder in
& public company, except a gentleman like the member from North
York or the hon. the Minister of Militia, who were eu%aged in the diffu-
gion of knowledge, should, as an interested party, have a seat in that
House. There was no reason why advertisements requiring publicity
should not be sent to the Globe newspaper, but it would not be right
for any member to participate in profits derivable from deparimental
job printing. Neither was it right that shareholders ic banks or insu-
rance companies should sit in that House, though the Government deal-
ings with such incorporated associations were very limited.”

The Minister of Pablic Works (Sir Hector Langevin)
sad:

¢ If the hon. gentleman wished to attain the object thiz clause said
he wished to attain, he must go the whole length. He must say ‘or
any other company in which a member of Parliament shall be a share-
bolder, and that shall be doing work for the Government, that member
shall be excluded from Parliament. * * * Take the Gracd Trunk
Railway, the Great Western line, the Canada Southern Railway, or the
Northern Railway Qompany—the managers of these great undertakings
might be elected to Parliament. Their officers might also be elected to
Parliament, and then these companies could come every year to ask for
Acts of Parliament. ‘They were interested in Parliament, more than the
Provincial Legislatures. The Local Legislatures did not cowme here, or
verygeldlom. = * ~* *  The hon. genileman must see that these
great companies had & large amount of influence in this House.”

You, Mr. Speaker, being then on the floor of the House,
said, with respect to the seventh clanse :

‘ With regard to the seventh clause, relating to incorporated com-
psnies, it bad been proved that this clause, it the Bill passed in its
present shape, rendered the whole of the Act nugatory. Any five per-
sons, members of Parliament, who desire to take a Government contraet
could form themselves into a joint stock company and take the contract
without coming under the penalty of disqualification. It was reason-
able that members of incorporated companies who numbered their
shareholders by the hundred, such as banks, and railway and insurance
companies, should not be disqualified on account of any contract entered
into between such incorporated company and the Government, but the
same principle should not apply to members of small companies, trading
firms, limitad liability companics, such as were incorporated every day; '

Mr, BLAKE,

members of sBuch companies should not be allowed to take contracts
from the Government and occupy their seats in this House, while they
derived just as much benefit from the contract asif they had taken it
in their individual names. In England, and even in thie country, a
great number of trading firms and partnerships were transformed into
companies. His hon. friend from Ottawa, who dealtin lumber, or his
hon. friend from Montreal West, might form, with four of his clerks, a
joint stock company, under the name and style of ‘‘Frothingham,
Workman & Co. (Limited),’”” and supply all the goods this Government
might want to an unlimited extent. {‘he seventh clause would have
to be entirely remodelled, and made to apply only to incorporated cowmn-
panies, guch as railways, banks, and insnrance companies, or, perhaps,
tor the sake of the hon. the Finance Minister, to express companies.’’

Then an hon. gentleman, who has since been translated to
the Senate (Mr. Plumb) said :

‘* The seventh section was the most objectionable that could possibly
be conceived. If it was designed in serious earnest to have this Act an
effective measure for the purpose for which it was apoarently designed,
there was nothing easier than the facility with which incorporated com-
panies could be created, and mercantile, forwarding and ether associa-
tions, even associations having the smallest possible dealings could be
formed into companiee holding corporate powers ; and it was & peifect
mockery to say thata man who had been unseated in Parliament because
he had carried a vessel load of iron for the Government, coull not
take two or three friends with him, give them a few hundred dollars’
worth of stock in a propeller or steamer, mske a stock company, and
then take & Government contract. But this was exactly what an hon.
gentleman could do under this Bill. If a new title was to be given to it,
it should be : * A Bill to facilitate members of Parliament in holding
contracts under the Government” ; this was the real effost of it.”

Those were the statements made by hon. gentlemen
opposite, and I have already declared that the hon,
gentleman has done his party the service of estab-
lishing the accuracy of those predictions, and in his
own person proving the necessity of the amendment
to the law which they failed to pass through Parliament. In
another respect, Sir, he has proved his qualifications for
lead in the Tory party by showing, in the most
formal manner, his assent to the doctrines of hon.
gentlemen opposite as to the ethics of political con-
troversy. The proof has been given in his capacity as
a journalist, and it is amongst the things most creditable
to the hon. gentleman that he has always held up in
deserved esteem the honorable profession to which he
belonged, and to which I suppose he still considers himself
to belong—a profession of as great and probably of greater
consequence and influence at this time than that of a legis-
lator ; and I suppose he would be the first to spura for it
avy lower view, or any mcaner or laxer ethics of political
controversy, than that which would attach to the politician,
the legislator, or the public man. The proofs he has given of
his view, are public and well known. They were stated
in a public journal thus:

‘¢ We have heard a story that before Sir Joha Macdonald fell in 1873,
Mr. D. A. Smith confied his want of confidence to the editor of the
Gazette, among other gentlemen ; that after the fall, when Mr. Smith
was agsailed for revicence as to his intentions, the worthy editor was
appealed to by Mr. Smith and acknowledged the conversation, and
stated his expectation, from what he had said, that the latter gentle
man wouid vote for Mr, Mackenzie's motion. Later on, when the
Gazette became virulent against him, Mr. Smith upbraided the editor,
and the latter admitted the facts, byt stated that party exigencies
urged him to the course he was pursuing, ¢ e., slandering Mr. Smith.

*‘In reply, Mr. White, in the Glazette, said: ¢ We have simply to say
that there is not a word of truth in the statement—that it is manufa.-
tured out of whole cloth. The editor of the Gazette never had any
conversation good, bad, or indifferent, with Mr. Smith in relation to
his conduct in 1873. Mr. Smith never upbraided the editor of the
U;zzetted t.“’d" that gentleman never made any such admissions as are
reterred to.

Upon that, & letter was written by Mr. Smith to the
editor of the paper which made the charge, and that letter
contains these passages :

. - . » . -

 The facts of the case under dispute are, in the main, as stated in the
Herald, though I can quite understand tbat in the maltitude of his poli-
tical affairs, Mr. White may hive forgotten the conversations between
us, and the visit of Mr. George Stephen and myself to his offize, made
in consequence of reflections on my political character, which appeared
in the Guzette, and the admissions he then made. He declined to make a
correction, and excused it on the ground that journalists were some-
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times compelied, by political exigencies, to write in disregard of those
congiderations by which, under ordicary circumstances, they would be

guided. . * ¢
DON. A. SMITH.

I entirely concur in the above.
GEO. STEPHEN.

¢ London, 16th December, 1880.""

I think, Sir, I have verified for the hon. gentleman the
second claim which 1 freely accord to him his fitness for his
trusted and elevated position in the party to which he be-
longs. Iadmit also that he has special qualifications for the
particular office in the Ministry to which he has been ele-
vated, We know that grievous complaint has been made
for some time by the people of Manitoba and the North-West
as to the effect of high duties upon that country, and the
kon. gentleman has given us the advantage of his views as to
the remedy for those grievances. We know that, in 1873,
he formulated his views thus :

‘¢ A 15 per cent. tariff means more than 15 per cent. protection to man-
ufacturers. There is the cost of the transport of goods from the other
side of the water, which amounts, on an average, to, at least, 5 per cent.,
80 that there is now a protection equal to 20 per cent. That ought tobe

sufficient for any industry suited to the conntry; and, as to others, it
would be unwise to attempt to sustain th m by fiscal props.”

There is another special claim which the bon. gentleman
has of fitness for his position. You know how the people of
Manitoba complain, and have complained, of railway mono-
poly, and of the action of the Dominion Government in
depriving them of freedom of railway communication ; and
you also remember—for it has .been frequently quoted
in this House—the statement the hon. gentleman made when
the Canadian Pacific Railway contract was going through,
as to its effect, or rather its want of effect, so far as Mani-
toba was concerred, as to the Province being perfectly free,
and, therefore, he is just the man to vindicate the rights of
Manitoba in that regard. There may be many other things
a8 to which his views may not be 8o acceptable to the
Eeo;ﬂe of Manitoba, They think they have some

ardships to complain of, while we all remember that
he told us that they are rather more spoon-fed than other-
wise, I am afraid I kave not exhausted the list, but I hope
that the hon. gentlemen I have overlooked, if I have over-
looked any, will not suppose that I refuse to them the com-
pliments I have paid their colleagues; but even as far as 1
have gone, I think it will be admitted that the changes in
the Administraiion, whether by resignation or by removal,
or by addition or by transfers of offices, are very large, very
numerous and very important. In my opinion, the Ministry
is less worthy, if possible, of confidence than it has been at
any former period ; but I have no doubt, Sir, that the major-
ity will say that the Ministry as it was, was the best possible
Ministry except the Ministry as it is. That, I have no
doubt, is the opinion of the majority of this House. From
that opinion there is but one appeal, and 1 hope we may
toon have it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr, Speaker, with every
regard for the hon. gentleman and for his statements, [
venture to have a doubt as to the veracity of the last state.
ment—that he is anxious to go back to the people. 1 am
quite satisfied that in the inmost receeses of his heart it is
the last thing he would like at this moment. I am satisfied
that he knows—and he hasso committed himself—that he
has played so fast and loose between Upper and Lower
Cavada, between Quebec and Ontario, that in the case of
an election taking place to-morrow, he would find that in
Upper Canada his attempts to coquette with Quebec would
lose him the confidence of his own section of the Dominion,
without gaining him the confidence of any other part.
Mr. Speaker, wo were summoned here by the representa-

tive of our Sovereign for the transaction of business, |

We have come here to perform a solemn duty. It
i8 the duty of a Government to introduce and to
press such measures as they think it is for the

benefit of the country to be introduced and to be
rressed, It is the duty of those who agree with them to
give them a cordial and united support, and it is equally
the duty of those who are opposed to the Government
conscientiously to raise such objections as they think just,
to the course of any administration or legislation of the
Government. But it is also the duty—the recognised
duty of an Opposition, of every Opposition, to sink party and
personal conflict, when they can do any good by co-operat-
ing with the Government, co-operating with the majority
of the day, for the good of the country, and for that reason
it is an understood principle in England, & principle which
has obtained there since representative government in mod-
erntimes has Ezevailed, that there ought to be somethinglike
good feeling between the majority and the minority, and
that while conscientiously, openly and boldly, offering
opposition to such measures as we disapprove of, we should
endeavor to have something like gentlemanly intercourse
and good feeling across the floor. 1 would ask you, Sir,
and I would ask this House and through this House the
country, if the speech of the hon, gentleman from that point
of view will not carry with it its own condemnation. 1
suppose, Sir, he is a good Christian, an evangelical
Christian, and, therefore, bound to have a Christian feeling
towards all his fellow men. But, 1 would ask you, Sir, if
the hon. gentleman has not, without purpose, without
provocation, without benefit or advantage to any man or
woman, without advantage to any interest, but to the great
disadvantage of the progress of public business and of the
public good, attemptecE in a mere malignant desire, to wound
people’'s feelings, in an unchristian, ungentlemanlike, and
unparliamentary desire to set section against section, indi-
vidual against individual, man against man, to rake up
these old stories and these old quarrels. For what good
could possibly be expected from the course the hon. gentle-
man has taken ? Why, BSir, it is because he had not any-
thing to say against the Speech from the Throne ; he had
not anything to say in answer to the very statesmenlike
speeches of the mover and seconder of the Address, and so
he had carefully to gather up this garbage and this record
of old quarrels and old disputes long forgotten, in order to
divert the attention of this House and this country from
the feebleness of any attack that he could make against the
Government, against its legislation or against its adminis-
tration. The hon. gentleman has come back from England
with renewed health and vigor; he has taken his position
as leader of Her Majesty’s Opposition, and he has shown
that he has recovered that health which we were sorry to
see, at the end of last Secssion, had somewhat failed; but
while he has been restored to good health, the old temper
and disposition have remained. The hon. gentleman went
home to England ; I went home to England. He finds it a
great fault that 1 should go home to England, and that I
should receive some little attention from some of my
political friends in England. He brings it a charge against
me that I dined with the members of & club of which I
myself was a member, on which occasion I made & speech.
The hon, gentleman went home to England and he made a
speech——

Mr, LANDERKIN. We are proud of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I dare say the
hon, gentleman is proud of it. Bat the hon, gentleman
thought my speech at the St. George's Club was worthy
of some remark, and he spoke about my exaggeration,
when 1 said that every acre in the Dominion of Canada
was in a healthful climate; the hon. gentleman foisted
in the word ¢ beautiful,” If the word beautiful is in my
speech as reported, I never used that word. I spoke of the
Dominion ot Canada being a beautiful country, and so it ir,

notwithstanding the disparagement of the honorable gentlc-
man. Ispoke of the country as fit for the settlement of
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Englishmen, Irishmen and Scotchmen, and so it is, notwith-

standing the speeches of the hon. gentleman, which

sent 50 many to Kansas and other parts of the United

States. I spoke of the climate of Canada; I said up to the

North Pole—aye, Sir, from the boundary line to the North

Pole, be the climate frosty or genial, or be the soil fertile

or unfertile, there is no portion of the Dominion of Canada

that is liable to the malignant fevers which exist in other

countries. We have no Texas fever in Cunada; we have
no Kansas complaints; our very animals seem to be pro-
tected by Providence from the diseases that ravage the
herds and flocks of other countries, It is the style of the
hon. gentleman, as it is of those who support him, to
take every opportunity to lessen the reputation and the
position of Canada in the world. Bir, I spoke the simple
truth when I said that every acre of the Dominion of
Canada had a healthful climate, which man, woman and

child could emigrate to and could prosper in. The hon.

gentleman also alluded to my over-patriotic views. He

intimated, in fact, that I was kotouing to the Mother

Country—secking favor there by saying that Canada would

expend her last man in the defence of the Empire. I know
that hon. gentleman would not be one of those who would
spend his shilling or put his musket to his shoulder for
that purpose, no more than the hon. member for Centre
Quebec (Mr. Laurier) would do 80 ; I know neither of them
would do so; and they laugh, I dare say, in their sleeves
at my quixotry in eaying that England, in case of distress,
in case of danger, in case of the perils of war, would find
Canadians ready to do what they could to back the
sovereignty of Eogland. But, Sir, my spcech was not
simply an expression that we would spend our last shilling
and our last man. My speech was in favor of having such
an arrangement between the central United Kingdom and
all the colonies—having an arrangement made by which
the auxiliary kingdon of Canada and the auxiliary kingdom
of Australasia should together form one great empire, and by
uniting their forces, by uniting their men and their money,
should toiether be 80 strong as an empire that they would
control the world in arms. That was my statement; I
have made it in this House; I have made it in former
Houses. Wherever I have had an opportunity of speaking
on that subject, I have stated that the future of the Empire
of Great Britain depended upon a close and intimate
alliance between the central power and the dependencies,
the auxiliary kingdoms; and, Sir, I believe if it were put
to the electors at the polls in the Dominion of Canada—if
they were polled, men and women~and on that point the
women ought to get the franchise, because they wounld be
the most loyal of all—the hon. gentleman would find that
he would be in a8 miserable minority if he proposed to draw
back from any well organised scheme by which the
Mother Country and the children kingdoms were
united in one great force to maintain the civili-
sation of the world—to maintain the superior civili-
sation of those people who are contained within the
bounds of the great Empire to which we are proud to belong.
The bon. gentleman also tried to get a cheer by stating that
I said the French would not come here because if they did
we would appeal to the United States to protect us. 1 said
no such thing; that was a garbling of what I stated. What
I stated was this: that in consequence of sensational articles
that were published in England, emanating fror the press
of the United States, apprehensions prevailed in England—
that fostered by these articles distrust was raised in the
minds of the English people, the English Government and

the English Parliament. I found when I got to England

that they had made some impression on the minds of the

people there, They said: *Is it true what the New York

Herald and other papers say, that the French Canadians

are going to rise in arms, that they are watching an |
opportunity of severing their connection with Canada and '

Sir JcEn A. MacpoNaLp.

that no dependence can be placed on their loyalty ?”
I took upon myself, from a knowledge of 40 years of the
French Canadians, to deny that statement, I stated then
that there was no portion of Her Majesty’s subjects, no
matter what their origin or their language might be, more
loyal to this Empire, more loyal to the Crown of England,
than the French Canadians; and I stated further, in answer
to the apprehension that was entertained and expressed,
again amf again, in some of the English press, that even if
the French Canadians were loyal, even if they did not
desire to sever the connection between England and Canada,
yet that at this moment the French republic were seeking
colonies restlessly, opening, new and extensive, a restless
and an aggressive colonial policy, there was no need to fear
that France would attempt to intrigue with the French
Canadians, because French statesmen know too well, from
the experience they found in Mexico, when Maximilian came
over, with a generous but mistaken ambition, to found a
State in Mexico, what the consequence was. The United
States said to the French Government : “ You must retire ; no
European monarchy can get a new footing on this continent ;
no European Government can come in this North America,
That was the Monroe doctrine, and the knowledge of that
would prevent the possibility of the French Government or
Frenchmen, instigated by the French Government, trying to
intrigue and raise & spirit of disloyalty which is now un-
existent among the descendants of Frenchmen happily
living in Carada, That was the language I used, and I
must ask my French Canadian friends, those opposed to
the Government as well as those supporting it, if I do not
express the sentiments of the French Canadians, Certainly,
I may not express the sentiments of one of them, the hon.
member for Quebec.

Mr. LAURIER. Order; the hon. gentleman has
reason to impute to me such imputations as he does,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I imputeno imputations,

Mr. LAURIER. Yes, you are charging me with dis-
loyalty.
Mr. BOWELL. You said you would take up arms.

An hon. MEMBER. He stood his ground, he did not
run away.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD, Well, he never went ahead
or returned; that is all the differecnce. Now, I have
defended, in my humble, feeble way, the remarks I made in
England. 1do not believe they are misapprehended by
those who do not wish to misapprehend them ; they are so
plain they could not be misapprehended. There is one
quotation the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake) made, which is
evidently a mistake, when he said I declared we were
forming & navy, Isaid we were forming an army, but cer-
tainly not a navy. We have formed an army of citizen
soldiery who have shown they are an army fit to rank and
march side by side with the forces of England. But while
the hon. gentleman insinnates that my speech was extra-
loyal, extra-effusive, and far too patriotic, in the English
sense, I cannot make the same charge with regard to his
speech, near Edinburgh, when he was the guest of Lord
Roseberry. No such charge can be brought against him.
True, he told them that politically we were far in advance
of them; that we had adopted a liberal, radical system in
Canada, which they were fondly hoping to imitate bye-and-
bye. But, in that long and eloquent speech, and I read it
; with much pleasure, because it accurately stated man
| instances in which Canada, in its legislation, free as it is ot
| the trammels of an old conventionality and an old

monarchy—

Mr. BLAKE. Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONLAD—bhad made advances in
many questions which still remain difficulties to solve in

no
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England. But not one word did the hon, gentleman use

about the advantages of this country to the overburdened

classes of England; not one word did he say holding up in

any way the advantages which Englishmen, our fellow-
subjects, could gain by coming here and settling in our vast
North-West. Oh, no; that would have been rather in con-
tradiction to the speeches which he made so eloguently the
other way, and which were considered so valuable that they
were published by the land speculators of the United States
with & very handsome frontispiece of the hon. gentleman.
The hon. gentleman, as I have said, finding very little to
remark upon in the Speech, said there was not much in it;
but if you will look at the substance, you will see there is
very little froth and a good deal of practical legislation in
the Speech, if the hon. gentleman, or rather if the followers
ot the hon, gentleman can only pursuade him to forget per-
sonalities and direct his great mind to legislation. He said
we ought to have met earlier in the season. Waell,
we did put off meeting a little, there is no doubt, but then
there are limits to human endurance. The persistence of
hon, gentlemen opposite kept us here six months instead of
three. Now, we are not all born with silver spoons in our
mouthg, some of us have business at home, and surely it
was not 100 much, if we were kept six months from home,
to get something like six months at home. But besides
this, there was the hope of the expectation that the nego-
tiations with the United States Government on the subject
of a joint commission not only to look into the fishery
matter, but to take up the larger question of reciprocal
trade, might have made such progress between the 4th De-
cember and now as to enable us to enter into negotiations,
to bring down early in the Session a measure based on those
negotiations, Speaking of that commission, the hon. gen-
tleman truly said I was never more surprised than last Ses-
sion, when we were attacked for making that arrangement
with the United States, and told there was no use in it. I
think the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr, Casey) was
particularly eloguent on that point, :

Mr. CASEY. Hear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon, gentleman says
now that the moment the notice was given that the treaty
was to be ended in two years, negotiations should have
been commenced again. Sir, there is a degradation
involved in that proposition, which will meet with the
indignant objection and refusal of the people of Canada,
Had not the Government before 1873, and had rot the
Government of 1874 gone to Washington, and almost on
their knees asked for a renewal of the Reciprooity Treaty ?
Had we mnot perhaps compromised our dignity as a free
people in doing what we did for the sake of commercial
advantage ? But the more we did, the more humbly we
bent our heads, the more that with subdued eye and bated
breath we prayed them to open their markets to us, the
more contumeliously we were treated, and at last we were
almost forced to the conviction that there was no use by
degrading our manhood to try to get the United States to
do what they were resolved not todo. And only fancy,
there was the Congress of the United States; there was
the Senate, a branch of the executive as well as of the legis-
lative power, joined with the popular branch in giving notice
to England that they must end that treaty. The notice
wag given and they must have meant something by it; and
the moment they had solemnly stated that they would not
have a treaty at any price, the moment that they had
authorised the President to give notice to the sovereignty
of England that they would not have it, fancy that, at that
moment, we should have gone, withous any hope or expec-
tation of being able to succeed, to say to them : “ You have
given this notice ; you do not mean it ; take it back; agree
to a treaty, and pay us five millions more.” That was the
suggestion made from the other side.

Some hon, MEMBERS. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, it was the sug-
gestion made just now by the hon, gentleman who has just
spoken,

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; he ssid we should
bave attempted to renew the treaty the moment the notice
was given. That is what he stated this very day, an hour
ago, in the presence of the House; and only fancy our
going to the Government that had accepted the denuncia-
tion of the treaty. The President, if he had chosen, might
have refused to give etfect to the resolution, but he did not
do 80; the executive and the legislative power combined in
ending that treaty, and the folly and the meanness of our
going to ask for what we could not rcasonably expect to
get was too obvious for a Tory Government, at all events,
to countenance, And besides, do we not know that the
whole hope of Mr. Blaine, the Secretary of State for the
United States, to get elected lay in getting up a war feeling
against England; do we not know how his own State of’
Maine was opposed to a renewal of the fishery treaty ; how
he had pinned his faith and his hopes of success in the presi-
dential election upon the purely American, that is the anti-
British feeling, that he was trying to pump up. And I can tell
the hon. gentleman—it is no recret—that Her Majesty’s
Government as well as the Canadian Government thought
it was the most inopportune time in the world to go to
the United States to try, to make the futile attempt, to
renew the treaty just before the presidential election, when
each party was frightened of the other, when the Demo-
cratic party dared not declare that they were in fuvor of
free trade or in favor of reciprocity. Why, both parties
were 80 bound up in trying to prevent any expression or
any resolution that would offend any great interest during
the election that we were told, and we knew, we did not
require to be told, that it would be worse than folly, it
would be courting defeat to attempt to make any arrange
ment until after the election was over, and that then we
could appeal with some hope to the powers that be, the
powers that would be after the election. And so, Sir, the
moment the new Government was formed we opened com-
munications with the Government of the United States, and
wedid so in & manner which I think was in a great degree
successful, for the early and favorable consideration, by
the President and his advisers, of the proposition; and that
was that we stated to them we wanted to be good neigh-
bors; that the American fishermen were aware that the
trealy was to end on a particular day, that they would be
fitting out their vessels for the seacon’s fishing in March or
April, and they would find onthe 2nd July that their vessels
would be liable to be seized and their year’s catch to be
lost, and that would create such an irritation as
to greatly endanger the pleasant relation which had
existed for many years between the United States and
Canada. The offer was a neighborly one ; it was felt to be
a neighborly one, and was warmly reciprocated by Presi-
dent Cleveland and the Secretary of State, Mr. Bayard ;
and the Government of the United States, the President
and Secretary, have faithfully carried out their pledge to
lay before Congress a pressing message, asking for the
appointment of 8 joint commission, not only to settle the
question of the fisheries, but to consider the much larger
question of the development and increase of the inter.
national trade between Canada acd the United States. 1t
is no fault of the President; it is no fault of ours, that
Congress or the Senate has apparently made up its mind
that no commission shall be issued. It is no fault of ours,
and I dare say it is a8 matter of regret to the President that
' his strong and urgent representation has met with the fate
" that it has. But the fact that it did so, the fact that, even




22

COMMONS DEBATES.

FEBRUARY 286,

under these favorable circumstances, we have been told that
we shall have no joint commission to consider a reciprocal
treaty of any kind, fisheries or any other subject whatever,
shows how futile and foolish it would have been to have
bumiliated ourselves in the last three, four or five years,
when under even these favorable circumstances we are told
weé» are to. have no commission. But, unless by the
unwise aud factious speeches of hon. gentleman opposite
during the present Session, unless from something pro-
ceeding from here, we have still hopes. We have yet no
right officially to declare that there will be no commission,
because wo far it is only a report from the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the Senate. No action has been taken
by the Senate itgelf or by the House of Representatives. We
may have an opinion on the subject, and 1 bave no hesita-
tion in stating my opinion that that action of the committee
is decigive, but, a8 it is & matter of international concern,
we have no right to say ro until it is communicated to us
in some official manner by the Government of the United
States. But I say that, unless by some unwise or factious
language in this House, or out of this House, by a factious
and unwise press, the Americans are told it is of so much
consequence to us that, if these advantages are refused to
us, if reciprocity is refused to us, we will eventually fall
into their arms, 1 have vory considerable hopes that the
Morrison Bill, if not in its entirety, in many of the most
important articles mentioned in it, will be carried by the
independent legislation of the United States. I believe
there is a great pressure from the central portion of the
Uvited States to have free trade, or rather to take off
the duties on very many articles which Canada can supply.
Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman took occasion, end it was not
very courteous in the leader of & party to & new member,
to sneer and to elaborate hit sneers, at the speech made by
the mover of the resolution. He stated what everybody
knows, that a good many firms in the country, a good many
industries, have failed for want of sufficient capital, and he
made merry about that. The Globe and the Opposition
press, whenever a blacksmith shop is closed, because the man
has not capital enough to make asufficient number of horse
shoes, point to the fact as & proof of the failure of the Na-
tional Policy. They gloat uver it; they rejoice over it. When-
ever an industry in any place, be it a village or be it a town,
has failed to produce the result expected by its promoters,

you find it flourished in thenewspapers as a proof of the fail- |

ure of the National Policy., Why don’t the hon, gentleman
come out then, and move in favor of free trade ? Why don’t
they come out like men? Let them bring down a resolu-
tion to this House; let them have the courage of their con-

viction, and state that the National Policy has been a curse, |

that it has been a delusion and a snare, that the prosperity
of Canada will never be ensured unless we return to the old
ways of free trade and a simple revenue tariff. We will have
some respect for the sincerity of the hon. gentlemen who
take that course. But I defy them to do it; I dare them
to doit. They will sneer and rejoice at the failure of the
National Policy, but they will not venture 1o state by a
solemn resolation that free trade is the panacea for all the
evils from which Canada is suffering. Mur. Spesker, in the
very discursive and desultory speech made by the hon.
gentleman, I cannot well foliow him. The most of it was
irrelevant, the most of it was ovt of place, and much of it
did not tend to promote harmony in this House, or the good
feeling between parties which ought 1o exist. Wny ! the hon,
gentleman has raked up everything, He has gone back to
the speeches of the Hon. Wm. Macdougall, It is a new thing
to see that hon. gertleman quoting him. Why! I thought he
was -the abandoned man, but any stick is good enough
to beat a dog with, and so he must quote Mr. Macdougall,
a man who has been denounced &s altogether abandoned,
and if abandoned altogether, as unworthy of credence—un-
worthy of quotation. He takes that up, and he quotes
Sir Jou~x A, MACDONALD,

'a pamphlet written,

under feelings of great personal

annoyance, by Mr. Macdougall. Then the hon. gentle-
man goes on to quote mere rumors—-anythtgg in a
newspaper is good enough. He says that the Indians, he
understands—he sees in the papers—are fed on half rations
and are starving, and that he mever understood before

that the proper punishment was torture by starvation.

Now, that kind of language will get into some of the
papers, it will be read by some of the literate whites to
the Indians; and the hon. gentleman can quite under-

stand how langusge of that kind may be used to create
a disturbance of the public peace. But 1 remember
when, year after year, it was our duty to come down to
Parliament with votes asking for money to feed the starv-
ing Indians, after the buffalo was swept away from the
plains, and ceased to be the food of the Indians: How we
were attacked for our extravagance; how we were told .
that a number of idle agents were appointed simply for the
purpose of providing for political hacks, that we were
wasting and plundering and throwing away the money of
the country. I stated then, as I state now, that we could
not, as Caristians, allow these poor Indians to starve, but
that we were not to pamper them, nor render them still
more idle and unwilling to work than all Indians are ; that
when we found Indians loafing about the different sta-
tions, we could not allow them to starve, Sometimes
the Indians will surround a police station, or an Indian
station, or a land office, and they will deliberately say :
“ We will die, we wont go” ; and such is the endurance of the
Indians that they will hang about, and from mere humanity
the officers of the Government are obiiged to open their
stores and foed these men to keep life in them. That, Sir,

we did ; and that policy we will continue until it is reversed
by the order of Parliament. To the Indians who go upon

their reserves we give food until they are able to support
themselves, but we reduce them to half rations when they
are simply wandering and demoralised Indians, who come
not only to be fed themselves, but who bring their
women to be a means of profit by prostitution. When
these people are hanging about the Government stores
and offices, we reduce them to as low & ration as is
sufficient to keep life in their bodies; but we tell them:

“ (o to your stations and we will give you food to take you
there, and you will get full rations until you are able to
support yourselves.” And they have the means, under their
treaty obligations, if they are on the reserves, 1o raise roots
for their sustenance, by a little exertion amongst them-
selves. When they are on the reserves they are fully fed,
and better fed that they ever were, even when the buffalo
ran across the plains. At that time it was either a feast
or a famine, The buffalo food was good a portion of the
year, but for another large portion of the year the [ndians
were starving and had to be fed by the Hudson Bay Com-
pany and traders who were competing with that com-
pany. So, Sir, this charge, this insinuation, was unjust,

like most of the statements made by the hon. gentle-
map, gathered, as they have been, from a press
somelimes unfriendly, especially known to be in the
interest of white men, who are anxious for their
own individual and sordid advantage to continue that
slate of disorder, or rather the state of unrest and
disquiet that exists in the North-West. We have said in
the first paragraph of the Speech, that it would be our duty

to see that sufficient protection is given to the settler. We
will do so, and, perhaps, to a greater extent than real
Deceesity warrants. But, Sir, when we hear rumors started
of risings, rumors of plots in the United States, rumors of
arms coming across the lines, rumors started for, as 1
said, unworthy purposes, and promoted in order to excite
the fears of the people—when we find that, we must be
overcautious, for, although we may disbelieve many of these
reports, we would be blood-guilty in fact if, from a mere
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haughty confidence in our own opinion, we should utterly
disregard the threats, and the rumors, and the warnings
we have got from various sources. Mr. Speaker,
the hon. gentleman went on at some length to
discuss the reconstruction of the Government, and
the hon. gentleman talks about Mr, O'Donohoe. Woell
Mr, O’'Donohoe is & very good man aud is now a Senator.
He was very near being in the Government. But I will
say this for Mr. O’Donohoe, that he did not desire to be a
weakness t0 the Government, and at the time he might
have claimed a seat in the Cabinet he found that such was
the hostile feeling towards him that instead of being a
strength to the Government he would be a weakness; he
admitted the fact, and he took a seat in the Senate where
he now is. But the hon. gentleman says he does not know
whether Mr. O'Donohoe is in the Government or not, that
perhaps he is in and perhaps he is out, that he may be
hanging belween the two. Why, we have seen the hon,
geutleman himself in that position. He was a dissolving
view, sometimes we did not know when he was a Minister
and when he was a consulting ex-Mirister, We did not
know, for the hon. gentleman would retire to the back seats,
look very solemn and sulky, and he would suddenly, by
some magic touch of the present member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie), pop up like a jack-in-thebox as a new
and freshly blown Minister. The hon. gentleman has
alluded to Sir David Macpherson. He is away, sick, The
hon, gentleman did not always find it so safe to abuse him
when Sir David was able to reply. I dare say, thanks to
the rest he has got, he will be able to publish other
pamphlets. The hon. gentleman (Mr, Blake) in that
kind of controversy has, not in the past, gained
much by his attacks, and I can assure him that
if the hon. gentleman comes back with the same
strength, he will not find much advantage aceruing from
his last ungenerous attack, The bon. gentleman sneers at
the present Minister of Agriculture because he is a brewer
and a dealer in cereals and because he sold his farm. He
hag gold his farm, and I hope he has done well with it.
There can be no doubt that any sale made has been honestly
made, and I am quite sure that everyone who knows honest
John Carling will not believe that he has ever been guilty
of any dishonest or di~honorable practice. The hon. gentle-
man could not even allow the present Minister of Justice
to pass unnoticed. The hon. gentleman said he is a new-
comer, one who has vaulted into the citadel at once; that
the bright light which surrounds him was such that he was
selected beyond all other men in Nova Scotia, although he
was without any previous experience or a seat in Parlia-
ment. I do not know whether the hon. gentleman was in
the Government at that time or not—he was in and out s
often—but when Mr. Mackenzie was head of the Govern-
ment there was another bright light brought in—Mr.
Vail. And that gentleman was brought in over the
heads of all older Nova Scotians to take the office in
which he so distingnished bimself—the office of the
Minister of Militia. So that really, I think, baving had
such a precedent set us end having such an example of
the success of the precedent, I may, perhaps, be pardoned
if I have taken a lesson and leaf ont of my enemy’s book
aud played the same game and brought a bright light from
the Province of Nova Scotia. The hon. gentleman has read
the attacks made upon the appointment of Mr. Mowat.
The hon. gentleman admits that he made the appointment,
and that he was greatly attacked for it. True, he was
attacked for it. It was a vew thing at that time ; but we
have seen it followed up since. We have seen, for instance,
a relative of the hon. gentleman leave the bench and come
down to practice and become & stump orator and get in a
fair way for coming to Parliament and, by the same token,
use rather unparliamentary language with respect to
myself. But then he is an evangelical Christian ; his heart

is full of everyting like Christian charity, and, therefore, it
must be considered in the exercise of that same charity to
attack such a great sinner as myself. Then, again, the hon.
gentleman talks of using the judicial offices for Government
exigencies. Look back and see the venerable figure of Hon.
E. P. Wood, and think for a moment of that gentleman. He
was first induced basely and treacherously to desert#his
leader and colleagues in the Government ; then, as he
stated himself to 100 men, who will swear to it, he was
promised a seat in the Administration ; and then because
that promise could not be fulfilled, because the Liberal party
rose as one man against his being appointed, he was made
Chief Justice to admivister justice impartially in the
Province of Manitobs,—a man whom the hon. gentle-
man koows had been bribed to turn his ocoat against
his leader &nd colleagues and whom he knew wus
unworthy from that very fact of being a judge. He was
rent up there. With all these examples before us, I
think we can scarcely allow only Grit judges to be appointed
to good positions, Fontenolle, a French writer and pbhilo-
sopher, was attacked once by a friend for being so foud of
good living. “ Why,” said Fontenelle, *you thiok Pro-
vidence made all the good things of the world for fools.”
Does the hon. gentleman think that all these good offices
are made for fools ? that all these good offices are only to
be given to Grit judges ? No. There was a vacanoy caused
by the retiremeut of Sir Charles Tupper. The hon.gentle-
man stales truly that it is of great advantage to public
business that the Minister of Justice should be in the House
of Commora. I looked out in Nova Scotia, where the
vacancy existed, for a lawyer who could fill that position
creditably, and I found him in my hon. friend ; and if he
were not here at this moment I might enter more fully into
the fact of his fitness, but 1 believe that even the hon. gen-
tleman and hon. gentlemen opposite will admit before the
session closes the correctness of my selection and choice.
But the hon. gentleman, following up his usual desire, as
exhibited in this speech, to set man against man and
neighbor against reighbor, has tried to raise the jealous
feelings of other legal men in this House, and has said :
“This is a new light brought in and other gentlemen sre
Eassed over.” 1 can fancy the scorn that exists in the

reasts of those gentlemon with respect to this unpar-

liamentary  conduct, which is a gross attempt
to arouse the jealousies of other men. And so
it was ssid with respect to my hon. friend the

Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He said he, too, was a
young man, and he had been put over the head of others.
So far as the country is concerned, all that the House and
the country want, is that fit men should be appointed to
office. I believe that in selecting those two gentlemen we
have selected fit men; and as regards the others what the
hon, gentleman said was mere persifiage,; and should this
discussion be renewed in proper form and on the proper
oceasion, I shall be glud, and 1 am sure I shall be able to
defend the present construction and the re-comstruction of
the Government, and to account for that reconstruction. I
regret deeply the tone in which the hon. gentleman has
spoken. I regret that owing to hisnatural acerbity, owing
to his temper, or rather to his want of temper—the want
of the milk of buman kindness in his breast—he has taken
the course that he has taken. It is a course which I am
sare will not redound to his credit in the coantry, but will
mark, as many of his other acts have marked, his utter
want of a knowledge of human nature, of a knowledge of
how mankind, as a whole, will receive any attempts of that
kind, to set up neighbor against neighbor, and friend
against friend, and to stir up division and strife among
them,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1have to callattention
on this occasion, not by any means for the first time, to the
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remarkable histrionic powers the First Ministor has ex-
hibited. It is said by the admirers of Mr. Gladstone,
that they are willing to back Mr. Gladstone against
any man of his years in England to cut down trees,
but I think the admirers of the present venerable father of
the House—because I believe the hon. gentleman has
atiained that distinction—I think they could fairly back
him against any msan, not only of his years, but any
man in Canada, either for turning a summersault or exe-
cuting a double-shuffle, or capacity for devouring his own
words, or ability to turn his back upon himself in any
conceivable fashion or way. Now, Sir, I can recollect
exceedingly well a good many illustrations of this remark-
able faculty, this mental agility which the hon. gentleman
possesses., I recollect at an early time in the formation of
this Confederation we were told that we were now prepar-
ing to tread in the footsteps of Knglish statesmen and eco-
nomists, whom the hon. gentleman always desired then,
as he says he desires now, to imitate. I can recol-
lect very well in the earlier period of this Confed-
eration the hon. gentleman issuing some moet admirable
state papers, in which he defined, with great olear-
ness and precision, the duties of the Centrai Government
and the Liocal Governments ; and most of us have since had
frequent opportunities of seeing how completely the hon.
genilleman can viclate all those admirable precepts which
ho th:on so lucidly laid down. I desire to call attention to a
speech which he mude very recently in England, and as he
a-cused my hon, friend beside me of mirquoting him, I will
tuke tho trouble to read exactly what the hon. gentle-
man said, as reported by an organ which certainly does not
design to misrepresent any of his utterances. The hon.
gentleman said :

 With regard to the question of lmperial federation, he fully agreed
that there must be Imperial federation. He believed that as the
suxiliary nationos of Australia and Canada and South Africa increased,
the present relations, comfortable and pleasant as they were, could not
remain permanently fired. As those aurxiliary nations must iacrease
in wealth and in population, so they must in responsibilities, and speak-
ing for the Dominion of Canada, he might say they were ready to
increase the responcibilities, they were ready to join the Mother Country
in her offensive and defensive league, to sacrifice their last man, and
their last shilling in defence of the Empire and the flag of England.”
That, Sir, was on the 4th of January, 1886, and I'suppose
it is a correct report.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And1 fiad, eighteen
months bofore this, as reported in the same newspaper, that
the hon. gentleman speaking, not to an English, but to a
Canadian audience in Toronto, declared that Imperial feder-
ation was utterly impracticable.

‘‘ Imperial federation is utterly impracticable. We could never agree

to send & number of men over to Engiand to sit in Parliament there and
vote away our rights and privileges.”’

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear. That is the
federation I did not agree with.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT :

‘I am, as far a8 this question goes, up to the handle a Home Ruler. We
will govern our owa country. e will put on the taxes ourselves. It we
choose to misgovern ourselves we will do so, and we do not desire Eug-
land, Ireland or Scotland to tel! us we are fools. We will say, ‘If we
are fools we will keep our folly to ourselves. You will not be the worse
tor it, and we will not be the worse for any folly of yours.’ ”’

Now, it does appear to me that there is, to say the
least of it, a trifling inconsistency between those two
utterances. by the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman,
speaking in his position as Premier of Canada, under-
takes to pledge the Dominion to some scheme which
no doubt was clearly defined in his own mind, else 8 man
of his station and prudence would never have given his
assent to it ; and I think we have a right to know what that
scheme of federation is which the hon. gentleman advooates,
and for the carrying out of which he is willing to pledge the
Sk RicHARD CARTWRIGHT,

last man and the last dollar which his Government have left
in our treasury. The hon. gentleman who sits beside him
will have an opportunity of explaining to us how much
money we have left; and I do not wish to anticipate the
roseate and glowing terms in which, as we know by experi-
ence, he will acquit himself of his tatck. Bat I desire to
say that this question is too important a question to be
treated as a means of catching, by clap-trap, the cheers ot
an English audience on one occasion, and of a Canadiao
audience on another. If the hon., gentleman has con-
victions on this subject, if he thinks that such a project
is practicable, then I call upon the hon. geniieman
to explain his scheme, and I say it is his duty, after
pledging himself in this way, after pledging the qul-
nion of Canads, speaking for it in his official capacity,
it is his daty to tell us precisely what he proposes to
do—what it is that he proposes to pledge us to, what this
project is which so greatly commends itself to his mind,
although apparently it did not so greatly commend itself to
him, as short a period ago as 18 months, Sir, if the hon.
gentleman means anything by the remarks he made, he
means a very considerable deal. If, on the other hand, as I
very much fear, the hon. gentleman weans nothing; if his
remarks amount to a mere rhetorical flourish, then I have
to tell him that such words used by him, who was praoti-
cally, to all intents and purposes, our ambassador in
England at the time, do great harm, and are calculated to
bring the honor of Canada into very serious discredit,
The hon. gentleman, io his anxiety, I suppose, to throw oil
on the troubled wuters, denounced my hon. friend beside
me a8 most malignant and unchristian, and weat on to say
that my hon. friend had raked together all this garbage.
Now, Sir, I listened carefully to the statements my hon.
friend read ; they were one and all of them utterances either
of the hon. gentleman himself or of some of the hon. gentle-
man’s colleagues; and if those statements be correctly
described as garbage, what possible opinion can hou. gentle-
men opposite have of their own utterances ? The hon.
gentleman went on to use very strong language, indeed, as
to the advice which he stated to have been tendered from
this side of the House, that he should have endeavored, two
years ago, while there was yet time, when due notice had
been given of tho probable abrogation of the Fishery
Trealy —— —

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, No, of the certain.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What other form of
words would the hon. gentleman have ? The thing cannot
be certain until it has happened, the hon. gentleman must
admit, Bat the hon, gentleman’s contention was this, that
he and his friends behind him would rather endure any
loss, would rather run any risk to this country, than
humiliate themselves by proposing, a couple of years ago, to
the American Government what they actually proposed
the other day; and he went on to say, possibly with some
reason, that there were circumstances known to him and
to the Imperial Government which rendered it unlikely at
that moment that such an applicgtion would meet with a
fit response. Well, Sir, what was our charge? Our
charge was that the hon. gentleman would not take
any steps to renew the treaty, and would not take any steps
to protect our fish and fishermén; that was our charge.
The hon. gentleman had a right, if he chose, to refuse to
take steps to renew the treaty, but it was his bounden duty,
the moment he made up his mind to that course, to protect
our people in the exercise of their just rights. It is not by
any means alone that he refused to attempt to renew that
treaty, but that, knowing as he says that it was certain to be
abrogated, the hon. gentleman would not lift his little finger
to enable our people to enjoy their just rights; thatis his
offence, and a very serious offence it is against the people
of this country ; and I do not hesitate to toll him that he
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has serionsli prejudiced the future conduct of these |
negotiations by allowing American fishermen to enjoy, for
geveral months, at their own sweet will, the right to
fish in owr waters. Now, I suppose it would be
impossible for us to ascertain, unless indeed a com-
mittee of enquiry were permitted to sit, and we had the
Hon. Mr. O'Donohoe before us, what the hon. gentleman’s
notion of being very nearly in his Cabinet may be, but
if we are to believe the newspaper reports—though I am
aware that what appears in newspapers is not always cor-
reot—is sometimes subordinated to political exzigencies—
the Hon. Mr. O’Donohoe was at oue time in possession of a
despatch from no one less than the then Governor General,
stating that he was then in the Cabinet. We would like
more light on this question, and, possibly, before the Session
closes, more light may be vouchsafed to us, if not by the
hon, gentlemen, at any rate by some of the parties to that
very remarkable treaty or negotiation which terminated,
pot in bringing Mr. O’Donohoe into the Cabinet, but accord-
ing to the hon. gentleman, very nearly into the Cabinet,
Now, as to certain other observations made by the hon.
gentleman, and in particular as to the recent changes among
the members of this Cabinet, I am bound to admit that in
one sense possibly it may not be a matter of very great
importance to us on this side, although in another sense it
has always been considered a matter of very considerable
moment to the public of this country what were
the antecedents and the characters of the gentlemen
entrusted with important posts; but I want to say
one or two words with respect to some romarks
of the hon. gentleman, having reference to my bhon,
friond from Digby (Mr. Vail). My hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition was not in the Government at that
time, but 1 was, and 1 have a very keen recollection of the
delicate fashion in which the hon. gentleman opposite
endeavored to reconcile the supporters of my hon. friend
Mr. Mackenzie to the fact that we, like themselves, had
been obliged to import an hon, colleague, not from the
bench, but from a distinguished position inthe GGovernment
of Nova Scotia. It may interest the House to know what
the leader of the Government, being them in Opposition,
thought as to that transaction, He said:

/1t certainly was a great compliment to the gentleman from Digby
that he gshouid be selecied to enter the Administration. He (Sir John !
Macdonald) did think that bere would have been found among the
hon members from Nova Scotia one who wonld be fitted to fill the office
of Minister, but the hon. leader of the Government did not appear to
think so. He evidently was of the jmpresgion that he had selected all
the standards and left all the culls when he formed his Cabinet, and that
he must go to fresh fields and pastures new for another Minister.”’

I hope my hon. friends on the other side, from Nova Scotia,
will fully understand that the hon. gentleman thinks he has
selected all the standards from Nova Scotia, and only left
the culls, when he saw fit to go outside their ranks to select a
representative. I have no desire in the world to reflect on
the hon. Minister of Justice; but I will say this, that so far
as my poor experience enables me to judge, looking at my
hon. friends on the other side, if not in reference to the
office of Minister of Justice, perhaps in reference to some of
the other appointments, it might be fairer and juster to say
that the hon. First Minister had selected the culls and left
the standards. Now, with respect to the hon. Minister of
Justice, I am fully prepared to admit that his position is
peculiar, He has made considerable sacrifices; he may have
rup considerable risks in joining the present Government ;
but the precedent which the hon. gentleman has chosen to'
set is one of a very dubious character. I do not mean to say,
and I never averred, that in a country like ours, where legal
Allainments are necessarily somewhat scarce and of high
value, it may not sometimes be necessary, as I believe it
Wwas in the case of my hon. friend, Mr, Mowat, that
& man should be taken from the bench and brought
back‘to the political arema; but 1 say that it is

sn extreme step, and one that requires justification,
I say that in Mr. Mowat's case, most ample justification has
been given of the oxcellence of the choice, and that no
man from Ontario who has witnessed the gallant and suc.
cessful struggle which Mr. Mowat has made so long for the
rights of his Province and of other Provinces, which were
involved in the rights of Ontario, can fail to see that the
choice then made was most amply justified. Bat I say this
also, there is a difference, it appears to me, between
removing an hon. gentleman from the bench and placing
him in & Local Parliament, where he will have nothing to
do with the appointment or dismissal of judges, and where
he will have very little power in any way of controllin
them, and taking a gentleman, however distinguished,
whatever his talents may be, from the bench and placing
him, as Minister of Justice, in & place where
he will have ocontrol of his former brethren,
where he will, according to our usage, under certain
circumstances have the power of promoting himself,
if occasion serves, to the highest judicial post in the coun-
try. Still, that is not the only ground on which I think
that the method in which the Minister of Justice was
brought into this House is one which deserves some
serious censura. It is perfectly well known to this House
that the Minister was only enabled to take his seat here, as &
member from Nova Scotia, by the expedient of purchasing
a former supporter of my hon. friend beside me by an offer
of & judgeship. I say that that act was, according to the
First Minister's own judgment, according to his own recorded
and emphatie doclaration, one of the gravest acts of corrup-
tion which any Government ever committed. There arefew
mombers in this House to-day who recollect cortain events
which transpired in thoold Purliament of Canadain 1863, but
those whodo,will recollect the modein which the First Minister
and his colleagne now sitting beside him and my hon, friend
from London (Mr. Carling), and the hon, the Ministor of
Railways (Mr. Pope), dealt with the appointment of Judge
Sicotte in 1863—those hon. gentlemen will know I am
justified in saying that, in the case of his opponents, no man
could more violently and decidedly condemn the action
which he has now taken. So strongly did the right hon.
the First Ministor fcel on that subjeot, that ho caused to
be moved by one of his supporters a motion which he
had prepared himself on that question. Thut motion reads
us follows :—

¢ That this House feel it their duty at once to express their deep
regret that Hig Excellency should have been advised to make the judi-
cial appointment by which a vacancy has recently been created in ihe
representation of the county~—[shall I say of Antigonish ? No}—of St.
Hyacinthe, under circumstances calculated to prejudice, if not to destroy,
the independence of this House, and to corrupt, at its source, our system
of parliamentary government.”

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That wasthe language
used by the hon. gentleman’s supporter, that was the motion
voted for by the First Minister and his colleagues whom I
have enumerated, and although, unfortunately, we do not
possess & Hansard with an accurate record of the eloguent
speeches of the hon. gentleman and his friends on that
occasion, I recollcet perfectly well how the hon. gentleman
and his supporters made the whole country ring with their
denunciations of the gross and flagrant prostitution of the
judicial bench—for thoso were the words they used—by
which a member of the Opposition had been seduced into
resigning his seat by the offer of a judgeship in Lower Canada.
1 defy the hon. gentlemsn, I defy his supporters, I defy his
friends in this House or out ot it, to point out in what
possible way or shape the appointment of Mr. Mclsaac to
the judgeship of Antigonish differs from or can be more
easily justified than the appointment of Judge Sicotte to a
geat on the bench in Lower Csnada, thereby vacating the
representation of the county of St. Hyacinthe. What did
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the hon, gentleman say just now, speaking of the appoint-
ment of %dr. Wood in  Manitoba ? Mr. Wood, he said, had
been bribed to desert his party, and was therefore unworthy
of being made a judge; and if Mr. Wood had been bribed
to desert his party and was therefore unworthy of being
msade a judge, what are we to say of the conduct of the
hon. gentleman who bribed Mr. Mclsaac to desert his party
and, therefore appointed a man who, on his own shoving,
was unworthy to be made a judge. If the hon. gentleman
is able to point out any difference, I shall be happy to give
him the floor.

Bir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will attend to that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I shall be very glad,
indeed, to hear the hon. gentleman’s explanations, and 1
only regret that there are 8o few present who, like myself,
remember the hon, gentleman’s fiery denunciations of the
same act when committed by the late Mr. John Sandfield
Macdonald in 1863.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gertleman
voted for that motion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Idid, and I shall be
very happy to vote for a precisely similar motion, and I
hope we will have the opportunity before very long.
Now, looking at this Speech which has been put into
our hands, I say that the hon. the First Minister, in his
remarks, wholly ignored the cause for alarm which my hon.
friend beside me (Mr. Blake) declared existed in the present
condition of the country. Ido not know that the hon.
%entleman cares very much what may be the result after.

am very much afraid that he is not only resigned to seeing
the deluge come after him, but that in some respect he
would like——

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—to be ableto believe——
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Order.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT—that when—I will not
say when the hon. gentleman ceases to have any use for ns—
but when he ceases to be Prime Minister, the whole fabric,
which he boasts to have erected with such skill and caro,
shall fall to pieces. But I will say this: Looking at the
facts which are declared in the official returns that have
been for months before the country, I cannot understand
how any hon. gentleman who has paid the smallest attention
to the financial affuirs of the country can fail to perceive
that our present position is already perilous in the extreme.
What do we find in the Gazette’s statement brought down
by the hon. gentleman himself. Last year we had a deficit
of 2} millions, the largest deficit which has existed since
Contederation ; we find that in the seven months which have
elag)sed since the commencement of the current year, the
deficit was run up to $5,100,000 in round numbers; we find
that the volume of trade has materially shrunk within the
space of the last twelve months; we find that neither have we
been e:;gorting orimporting as largely as previously; we find
—and this is & point to which hon, gentlemen profess to pay
great attention—that the balance of trade has gone, during
the last four or five years very heavily indeed against this
country. I recollect quite distinctly,in 1880, when a very
considerable deficit was ascertained to exist, the then
Finance Minister took upon him to inforin us it was a
matter of no consequence, because our exports balanced
our imports, Since that period, five years have elapsed ;
and we find that, whereas we imported for consumption in
those five years an amount of $538,278,000, our total exports
of our own produce, bullion included, amounted to barely
$429,975,000, so that, on these gentlemen’s own showing,
although they came into power pledged to redress the
balance of trade which they alleged was s0 much against us

Sir RIcEARD UARTWRIGHT.

in the previous years, they have accumulated an adverse
balance? against gs in the last five years of $108,500,000. I
do not, as I have repeatedly declared, attach anything like
the importance to that which hon. gentlemen opposite pro-
fess to do, but they stand convicted on their own statement,
out of their own mouths, of being wholly and entirely un-
able to redress that very thing which they have repeatedly
declared it was the express aim of their policy to redress.
Neither is it necessary for me, at present, _to do more
than allude briefly to the huge mass of indebtedness
which has been accumulating within the last half dozen
years, It is well known to all the members of this
House that we have added about one hundred millions
to our debt within the last few years, and have, besides,
incurred a vast number of undefined liabilities, which are
all the more mischievous, because they afford the prece-
dents for every kind and description of claim that can be
preferred against a Government, while at the same time it
13 perfectly well known that the population of our more
important Provinces has become all but perfectly station-
ary, that we are not only unable to retain here the
immigrants whom we bring to the country, but that
we are unable to keep within our bounds even the
natural growth of our population, and I am afraid that, if
the census which has just been taken of the North-West
Territories be truly and fairly taken, it will show a very
nnfavorable condition of things in that great country.
We find, in addition to that, that under the hon. gentle-
man’s Administration, so enormously have the fixed charges
on the revenue increased that, at the present moment, those
fixed charges are within a mere fraction of 70 per cent. of
the whole revenue this country receives. Unfortunately,
when we recollect that in addition to charges for interest,
subsidies, and expenses of Customs and Excise, we must
regard to a great extent the Indian expenditure as a fixed
thing, over which we have very little control, the hon.
gentleman will find that a much larger proportion of our
total expenditure must be placed under the head of fixed
charges, than I believe can be found in that shape in any
known country—at any rate in any known civilised country
to-day. ILet us put this briefly. The hon. gentlemen have
had their six or seven yecars of office; in that interval
they have contrived to double, to more than double in
its actual incidence on the population, the taxation of
this country. They have not quite but very nearly doubled
our total debt, while our population remains stationary.
We find that our trade, and particularly our exzport
trade, has gone on decreasing, at any rate within the
last two or three years. We find that the fixed
charges on the revenue amount to very nearly two-
thirds of the whole, and that our expenditure has been
increased by some $13,000,000 a year ; and more than that,
we are mel by a deficit of five millions in seven months,
which will be in all probability increased to eight millions
before the year closes ; and yet they tell us in that Speech
that the country is to be congratulated on its financial con-
dition and its general progress and prosperity. [ say that
these things speak of tension, that they speak of stagnation,
that they show a thoroughly unwholesome state of things
to exist, that they mean great loss to employers of labor,
and, what is still worse, great privation to many of the
unfortunate employed. Now, Sir, politically the state of
things is worse still. Were we alone on this continent, had
we this continent practically to ourselves as the people of
the United States had it practically in the early period of
their existence, or had we the whole continent left to our-
selves as the people of Australia have, the mistakes of the
Government would be of much less consequence and we might
expect to be able to repair them at our leisure ; but every-
one who hears me knows that our position is very diffe-
 rent, that we are face to face with fierce competition,
.that we have a great and wealthy neighbor, which is
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able to offer & great many inducements to immigrants
which we cannot offer, and that we have wantonly and
wilfully destroyed the advantages which we possessed and
which might have enable us to a great extent to have
counteracted many of the superior avantages which the
United States possess. Under the hon, gentleman’s
régime, the lesson taught to Provinces and to consti-
tuencies has been worse. The hon. gentleman knows right
well that, in entering into a Confederation like ours, it was
the duty of the statesmen to whom it was confided to mould
and shape our young Confederation, to imprint upon the
minds of the people, and upon the Provinces forming that
Confederation, the duty of relying to the utmost extent upon
themselves. How has that duty been discharged? We
know at the present moment that there is not a Province
and that there is hardly a constituency that has not been
taught the evil lesson of looking to Ottawa for assistance;
taught to believe that the Dominion Government pos-
sess a boundless treasury, out of which all manner
of grants and aids can be given to Province or
constituency in return for its political support, and the
result is shown in the addition of thirteen millions
to our expenditure, and in a deficit which is known already to
amount to five millions, and is likely to amount to eight
before the year is closed. I say to the First Minister, as [
have said before to the House, that, when that state of
things has arrived, the first duty of the Opposition is to
proclaim the facts to the country, and by every means
in its power to endeavor to arouse the people to a
proper sense of the manner in which their resources
aro being squandered. I say here, as I have said else-
where, and as I shall repeat, that the corruption
which now prevails in this country is a disgrace to any
civilised community, that our condition is far worse than
any that has been known in the course of English history,
at least from the days of Walpole to the present time, and
that, unless a speedy check is put to it, we shall find the
edifice of Confederation, which we all desire to see firmly
established, which we all desire to see prosper—quite as
much on this side as on the other side—we shall find that
it has been reared on a false basis, and that the evil lesson
which the hon. gentleman has, at any rate during the
latter part of his career, been teaching to all portions of
this Confederation, will surely lead to its dissolution,

Mr, WHITE (Cardwell). I do not desire to prolong this
debate, or to follow the hon. gentleman in the speech he
has just delivered. The subjects to which he has incident-
ally referred, will, no doubt, be the theme of discussion at
different periods during this Session, and we will have
abundant opportunity to show to the House and to the
country how little basis there iz for the coneluding portion
of the hon, gentleman’s speech. I simply rise to point out
how unfairly the hon, gentleman has quoted from a speech
delivered by the hon. the First Minister in Toronto some
time ago, on the subject of Imperial federation. The hon.
gentleman was good enough to cite words of the right hen,
gentleman in a speech which he delivered in England at a
banquet given to him at the St. George's Club, and to put
in contrast with them words which he alleged,
and no doubt thought, were uttered by him in
Toronto, You will remember, Mr. Spoaker, because we
have had the words read to us twice to-night,
exactly what the right hon. gentleman is raported to have
said in England. ’ﬁhe general drift of his statement was
that the people of Canada would be quite prepared to enter
into an alliance which would be practically an alliance
offensive and defensive with the Empire, and that, when
the Empire was in difficulties, when the Mother Country
found itself face to face with an enemy, the geople of
Canada will be willing, if necessary, to spend their last
shilling and give their last man in defence of the Empire.

l

The hon, gentleman is kind enough to say that this is in
entire opposition to the views expressed by the First
Minisier at Toronto. I desire, Sir, at this stage, that it
may go upon record with the statements whioch have just
been made, simply to cite the words uttered in the eity of
Toronto, so that the hon, gentleman may see how almost
identical in words was the speech at Toromto compared
with the speech in London :

¢ It hag been represented that I was in favor of federation with the
Imperial Parliament. I never made any such statement ; I never had
any such opinion, and believe that Canada should still preserve our
Oapadian Parliament. Oanada is the best judge of the best means of
governing berself. I believe that Oanadian statesmen only can be con-
ded with the trust of putting burdens upon the shoulders of our people,
and that no Parliament sitting in England, however great and able it
may be, and although Canada may be represented upon it, can faithfully,
fully and satisfactorily administer our affairs. The word * confederation’
means a union by treaty, and I believe that a treaty can be made between
England and Canada by which we can have mutual commercial advant-
ages, and a common system of offence and defence. The Australian
colonies will soon be united in a bond similar to, though, perhaps, not
identical with, the Canadian Confederation. Then what wilr wegee ! We
will see England, with her thirty-five millions, united to Canada with her
five millions, socon to become twice that number, and to Australia with
a similar population ; and the world will know that if the ®l1d Mother
Oountry is attacked, she has two suxiliary nations standing at her
back, and bound to make a common cause with her. We know that the
nation that commands the ses, commands the world. England is
now the chief maritime power in the world. Oanada is already, in her
commercial marine, the fourth power in the world, and Australia, that
vast continent, surrounded by colonies resting on the sea, must have a
navy too. The combined naval forces of those three powers will form
the great police of the world. They will control the seas of the world
and if they control the seas of the world, they will keep the peace of
the world. It has been said that we are running great risks in ventur-
ing to make common cause with Lngland. Gentlemen, if I know the
people of Canada aright, they are willing to run those risks. But there
really is no risk. hen any foreign nation knows that the thirty-five
millions of people in England, and the twenty millions in the different
colonies, forming one great nation, will exert all their military and naval
ower in one common cause, that fact will prevent possible war with
ngland, and England will be in an a8 complete moral domination of
the world, as was the Roman Empire in the days of old.”

Mr. Speaker, I think, in the face of that, it may fairly be
left to the judgment of this House and the country, to say
whether the statement of the right hon. the First Minister
made in England was not in precise accord with the state-
ment made by him in Toronto, and, some ten years ago, in
the City of Montreal, when he first, if I remember rightly,
on a public occasion, elaborated the scheme which he has
since, on two or three occasions, referred to with marvellous
consistency as to the nature of his proposal, and in substan.
tially the same words,

Mr. DAVIES. I do not desire to refer to many subjects
which have been discussed this evening, but I rise only for
the purpose of saying a word or two upon the important
subject referred to by the right hon, leader of the Govern-
ment, and the policy which the Government thought fit to
pursue with reference to the very important subject of the
fisheries and reciprocity. Before I refer to the policy ot
the Government, I wish to make one remark with reference
to a statement made by the hon. gentleman who moved the
the Address this evening, the member for the City and
County of St. John (Mr. Evercit). I refer to it, becanse he
is & Maritime Province man, and will be supposed by those

‘who live in the Upper Provinoes, to be acquainted with the

matter. The hon. gentleman said that so far as the Maritime
Provinces were concerned, since the [ntercolonial Railway
was built, there had been an exchange of product between
the east and the west. So far as one part of his statement
is concerned, I believe he is correct, for the people of the
east have been compelled to purchase largely from the
manufacturers of the west, and 1o pay through the nose
pretty dearly for it. But, Bir, I deny there has been
any oxchange of products, any interchange of trade.
I say no map who is acquainted with the fish
trade of the Maritime Provinces, can truly assert that
any reasonable proportion of the ecatch of those
Provinces, is consumed or bought by the Province of
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Quebec, Ontario or Manitoba. Our natural markets and our
only markets, are those of the United States and of
foreign countries, and it is delusive in the extreme, and
calculated to mislead the House, to make statements of that
kind, which are not based upon facts. Now, I wish for a
moment to refer to a remark which fell from the leader of
the Government. He referred to the several occasions upon
which the members on this side of the House have deemed
it their duty to bring to the notice of the House, and of the
country, the grave and serious importance of re-opening
negotiations with the United States upon the question of
reciprocity. He stated that there was a depth of degrada-
tion involved in our proposal to negotiale with the United
States to which he, for one, would never consent to be &
party, and which he believed the people, if appealed to,
would condemn. Sir, I would like to ask the hon. gentle-
man whether he has not already found a depth of degrada-
tion greater than the one he suggests. I would like to ask
him whether it was a greater depth of degradation to open

negotiations with a friendly Government to see
whether we could mnot settle wupon a friendly
basis the international relations between the two

Governments relating to trade, and whether that was more
degrading than the course he thought fit to pursue since
this House met last year. Sir, when the House met last
year, the first proposal which emanated from the Govern
ment was one to vote fifty thousand dollars of the people’s
money to protect our fisheries. The grounds upon which
that proposal was made were those : That the treaty was
about to expire, and that the vast fishing ground surround-
ing our coast would be throwa open to the enterprise of
American fishermen, who, fishing side by side with our
fishermen, would eatch fish and take them to the only
markot open to them ; and while our men would be handi-
capped with tho enormous duty of two dollars per barrel,
their fish would go in duty free, and that, as a consequence
our fisheries would bo destroyed. The hon. gentleman said,
and his proposal met with no small degree of approval on
both sides, that in view of these circumstances, and not
having obtained a renewal of the fishery treaty, it was
desirable and necessary that we should protect our fisheries.
Ho talked in grandiloquent terms of the manner in which
we were going to drive out tho Yankees and keep our
preserveos for our own men. But no sooner had the House
adjourned, than the hopes held out to the fishermen that
their rights would be protected, were speedily dissipated.
The hon. gentleman had hied off to Washington and
proposed, not that there should be any fair exchange
of our fisheries for some trade concessions they
would give us, but that they should ocome into
our waters and fish for nothing. And what has been
the consequences of his policy? The hon. gentleman
knows well that last year he voluntarily proposed that the
whole of the waters surrounding these coasts should be given
up to the American fishermen, whenever and wherever
they liked, without restriction and without license, without
anybody to interfere with them. And he knows well that
he did that in face of the fact that, our fishermen, taking
the same fish, in the same waters, when they took them to
the only market open to them in the world, would be met
with that two dollars a barrel duty. The hon. gentleman
may know, and if he does not, some of his followers behind
him may tell him, that he has succeeded in ruining & large
number of men and nearly succeeded in destroying the
enormous money interest invested in that fishery. If he
goes down to the Maritime Provinces and converses with
the people there, he will find whether they think it
will be an act of degradation on the part of the Govern-
ment to endeavor to negotiate reasonable, fair and legiti-
mate terms upon which he would admit American fishermen
into our waters, instead of surrendering every right and
every privilege we possess to these people, for nothing,
Mr, Davizs,

It has a double effect. It has & damaging effect, which
goes farther than the temporary loss of the money; and
that effect is this: We have led the Americans to believe
that we place no valne on those rights, and it is now sounded
throughout the length and breadth of the United States
that t%e Canadian Government do not value tl.xose fisheries,
and will not spend a dollar on their protection; and the
men who went there last summer, who took their boats and
schooners into our waters, and fished without restraint, g.nd
without having anything more than temporary permission,
have learnt ¢ the trick” with respect to the fishing, and much
greater difficulty will be experienced next year than would
have been experienced if the Government had instituted at
once proper restraints, and adopted forcible means to keep
them out. The hon. gentleman has said that our proposal
involves degredation on the part of Canada. I have never
been able to see what degradation there was in a free and
independent people applying through their Government
to an adjoining people, and asking them whether certain
differences existing could not be settled by mutual agreement,
whether the trade relations between the two countries could
not be improved by mutual concessions, Did Lord Derby,
when he penned his despatch inviting the attention of this
Government to the state of facts which would follow the
abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty, think it would be
derogatory to our interests, or that it was derogatory to
the Ministry of which he was one of the most prominent
members, to take the step suggested ? No, Look at. the
despatch which Lord Granville,sent in March, 1883, and you
will find that the Imperial Government recognised and
realised the importance of the question to be such, that no
sooner had they received notice from the United States
Government of their intention to abrogate that treaty than
they at once called tho attention of the Canadian Govern-
ment to it, and invited their serious consideration to the
important state of facts that would arise when the treaty
expired. Lord Granville invited their immediate attention
to the matter, and asked them further to give expression
to their views, so that the Home Government might take
action, Lord Granville waited for three months, and not
having received any intimation from the hon. gentleman,
he followed it up with a second despatch., It was dated in
May. In that despatch he urgently requested that the
Canadian Government would begin to appreciate the
importance of those questions, important not only from a
Canadian standpoint, but when the headlands question
came into consideration, also from an Imperial stand-
point, and he urged the hon. gentleman again and again
to take the matter up, and put the Home Government in
possession of their views, if they had any. But the bon.
gentleman and his Government have been content to sail
along without doing anything or having any policy, and I
charge him with having sacrificed the interests of the
fishermen of the Maritime Provinces by his negligence and
supineness in this matter. What did Lord Granville say
when he enclosed the notice received from the United
States Government ? He said :

“I am to request that in laying this paper before the Earl of Derby,
you will state that although, after notice is given, two years must still
elapse before these articles cease to have effact it appears to Lord
Granville expedient to take into consideration, without delay, what
course it will be best to adopt with the view, if possible, to avoid &
recurrence of irritating disputes in connection with the fishery question,
aod I am to suggest that in the first place it might be well to com-
muanicate a copy of Mr. Lowell’s note to the Canadian Government, and
to ascertain what views they entertain upon the subject.” :

He got no answer to that. No course had been decided by
the Cabinet then, and at the end of a year we find the
Imperial Governmeni sending another despatch to the
Canadian Government asking them to do something. It
was dated January, 1884, and it says:

‘“ My Lorp,—With respect to my despatches of the 8rd May, and 28th

December, last, I have the honor to request that you will move your
Government to take an early opportunity of placing me in posséssion of
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their views a8 to the course to be pursued in consequence of the
approaching termination of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Wash-

ington.!”
The hon. gentleman thought it derogatory to the dignity
of the Government, of which he is the principal member, to
do anything to approach the American Government on
this matter. Lords Derby and Granville did not hold that
view, and they were, no doubt, as desirous of protecting the
dignity and selfrespect of the Empire as is the hon.
gentleman opposite of saving the dignity and self-
respect of Canada, What reason does the hon. gentle.
man give to the House for surrendering the valuable
fishing privileges? One is that, so soon as the elections
were over, we opened negotiations with our American
friends, and on two grounds we gave up our fisheries,
One was in order to be good neighbors, If that is a reason,
it will apply to next year as well as this : the same motive
will exist to prompt us to do it again, and that extends not
for the year past, but for the years to come. The second
reason was a still more flimsy one, namely, that the Ame-
rican fishermen did not know that the treaty was then
about to expire. The hon. gentleman cannot but
be aware that it was thoroughly made known
by the newspaper press of both countries, when
the American Government determined to put an
end to that treaty, and a circular was sent by the
American Government to each of the firms in the fishing
business, telling them that the treaty would expire on a
certain date, aud that for the future they would have no
rights in regard to Canadian fisheries. They were aware of
the fact. The reason given by hon. gentlemen opposite for
surrendering our rights and fisheries and half ruining the
fishing industry are of the most flimsy character. How can
the hon, gentleman reconcile his concluding remarks with
the ogening portion of his speech ? The hon. gentleman
wound up by expressing the sanguine hope that the Morri-
son Bill would yet become law, If thetemper of the Senate
and Congress is guch that they are willing, without solicita-
tion, to pass a measure that will give us free trade with
them, what could we not have done with them if they had
been approached? Does the hon. gentleman maintain that
they would do it much more willingly without solicitation
or compensation than with solicitation and concession by us ?
The idea is preposterous. If the hon. gentleman’s belief
that the Morrison Bill will pass is & well-founded belief,
then the temper of Congress is such as to condemn tho Can-
adian Government for not having opened negotiations before
and obtaining the advantages desired, I would not have
ventured to address the House on this subject, except from
the immense importance attached to the subject by the
Beople I represent and by all the people of the Maritime
rovinces, and I venture the assertion that the action of the
Government will not be approved, but will be censured when
their conduct is properly brought before the people.

Mr. MITCHELL. I shail not occupy the attention of the
House more than two or three minutes ; butas the two great
leaders have addressed the House, I feel it my daty as
represeniing the Independent centre to give expression to
my views on two or three points referred to in the Speech
from the Throne, I shall first touch on the question of
Imperial federation. I have listened to the debates on the
subject, and I know I have read various speeches made, and
upon which comments bave been made, emanating from
the right hon. Premier of Canada; and I want to say right
here, that I think it is a matter of very great regret that a
gentleman occupying the position of Premier of this country
should have given countenance to the utterances of opinions,
in England, calculated to raise expectations both abroad and
at home, which, in my humble opinion, never can be
realised. I may be mistaken, It may be that the right hon.

entleman and those who sympathise with the view of
perial federation may be able to propound & scheme

1
i

which may be acceptable to the people of this country. But
I for one cannot give my assent to any scheme which would
take away from the people of Canada any portion of the
right of self-government; and without danger of doing so
I cannot see thaut they ocan propound any scheme
which will be acceptable to the people of England or
that English statesmen will give us additional protection or
additional rights and privileges unless wo give up a certain
portion of our rights and privileges. That I presume would
involve among other things the renunciation of the right of
taxation—a thing which this country never would submit
to. Speaking as one who is independent of both parties in
this House, I for one never will cunsent to any such scheme
as would lessen in the slightest degree our rights and privi-
leges, our self-government, or the control over our policy
and revenues which we now possess. Auother question which
has been mentioned is one of a domestic nature, and one
which concerns the people 1 have the honor to represent.
A good deal has been said about the National Policy. I
bave been an advocate of the National Policy; I am an
advocate of it, and I bolieve in it. I believe it has built up
manufactories, that it has given employment to people in
this country, and has rotained, within our boundaries, those
who without it would have been driven to seck homes and
employment abroad. But there are features of the National
Policy thht are being run into the ground. There are cer-
tain manufactures which have received and are recciving
protection far beyond what they ought to have. Take for
example the case of cottons with 35 per cont.; everybody
knows that is far beyond what they should receive, and that
the money is taken out of the pockets of the peoplo.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Hoear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. Hon. gentlemen opposite say * hear,
hear,” and they have the right to say * heur, hoar,” to the
extent of about 10 per cont. I would protect the cotton
factories just sufficient to enable them to compete with the
productions of other countries, but I think the excessive
protection which, under the general system of the National
Policy, they are enabled to enjoy with regard to the cotton
of this country, is unnccessary, and that it certainly bears
hardly upon the poor peoplo of Canada. Tho articlo of
sugar is much in the same position, but without dwelling
upon it I will come down to what is of moroc importance
than either of them, and that is the breadstutls of the
country. [ think the time has arrived when the duty
should be taken off flour and cornmesl—the food of the
poor. This duty was looked upon a8 a necessity, to hold
the Ontario farmers as an offset to Nova Scotia coal. 1 am
in favor of taking the duiy off coal and off flour and corn-
meal as well, I will ot now enter into discussion of the
subject, but I wish to say a fow words in relation to the
fisheries. It has been stated by the Premior that the
Government have pursued the course which was just and
right in relation to that question, I beg with all due
respect to differ from my right hon, friend on that point.
Many gentlemen will recollect that when the then Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries, now the Finance Minister,
brought in a Bill, 1 thiuk the Bession before last,
for the division of the Department, when the matter way
discussed a whole night, I stated my views as to what was
the duty of the Government in such a crisis as then existed,
We received notice that the fishery ciauses were to be ter-
minated. The Government were not taken by surprise.
The subject was one with which this Government had a
right to'deal. And upon that occasion it will be recollected
by some hon. gentlemen that I now have in my eye, that
after dealing with the question of the division of the Uepart-
ment, it being late at night, I suggested it was too late to
go on with the discussion, though I should have liked to
say something about the right and proper course to be pur-
sued in reference to the fishery question. I was asked by
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the House to go on, and I stated that it was the duty of the
Minister of Marine to come to the House and ask for an
appropriation of $100,000 to put on the necessary pro-
tection for our fisheries, in justice to bur own fishermen, as
well as for the purpose of letting our American friends see
that we are determined and prepared to protect them. It
was stated that such was the policy of the Government, but
I am bound to say that that policy has mot been
carried out. Another year came round, and a sum
of 850,000 was granted for the purpose of putting on
the necessary protection. No protection has been put
op, and the right hon. gentleman gives us his reasons
that friendly negotiations were going on which he hoped
would result in a different way, That may be a sufficient
explanation, but it strikes me, as I stated at the time, that
the way to have effective negotiations was to show the
people with whom we negotiate that we were in earnest in
our determination to give that protection to our fishermen
which they had the right to expect. The people of the
eastern section of the country had a right to that protection
and it was not extended. I regret that it was not done,
especially while & Ministar from the eastern portion of the
Dominion was at the head of the Department. He should
have realised what was his duty on that occasion, and what
were the rights and privileges of the people of the section
from which be comes, 1 feel now that, whatever our
chances might have been, if we had {aken the proper steps
to show thut Parliament meant business, and meant to
protect our interests, those chances are infinitely less now
than they would have been. Bul it is better late than
never ; and I trust this Session will not be a'lwed to pass,
and that a day, or at ieast a woek, will not be allowed to pass,
without the Government taking steps to utilise the money
voted last year for the purpose of placing on our coasts, as
soon as the seazon opens, a sufficient number of vessels to
protect our fisheries, and that an additional vote will be
taken this Session for the purpose of making that system
complete. 'We have heard through the Government press
ot the protection given to the fisheries; that as soon as our
Government found out that the Americans did not intend
renewing the treaty-~at all events a1 soon as the report
of the committce was made agaiust granting a renewal of
the Fishery Treaty with the Canadian authorities they had
taken stops to afford our fisheries the necessary protection.
There has been no protection granted; our fisheries have
been neglected. The fishing for bait—as my hon. friend
from Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) knows very well—has been
goiog on 10 un enormous extent and no protection has been
granted so far as I have seen, oxcept what has been stated
by some of the Government organs, and those statemonts
have been made without any date or details. From every
source of information I could find it appears that no decided
action has been taken, no practical steps taken, to protect
our fisheries, even since the committee reported to the
United States Senate against a renewal of the treaty. I
shall not take up any further time now, as it is probable
the matter will be fully discussed on another occasion ; but
I trust the new Minister of Fisheries, young, energetic, and
I hope desirous of earning a reputation for himself, will net
let any further delay take place, and that he will not peglect
giving that protection to the fisheries which the people of
the Maritime Provinces have a right to expect. Before I
sit down, I might as well say one word upon another sub-
ject. While references have been made to the prosperity
that exists in the eastern Provinces of this Dominion, and
to the fact that the people there have large deposits in the
savings banks, and have as much comfort and happiness and
employment as they ever had, I may say that I have seen
it recently stated, and have received communications from
some of my own constituents stating that a large num-

ber of men have been dismissed from the Intercolonial
Railway—that people who have been years in the ser-
Mr, MiToHELL,

vice have been dismissed, and at a season of the yea®
when they can get no employment elsewhere. 1 want to
appeal to hon. gentlemen that this is no time to dismiss men
from the service, They had better keep them on until the
spring, when they could get employment elsewhere, because
some of them are most destitute and have written piteous
letters pointing out the great hardships they have suffered
from dismissal at this season when they could get mo
employment from any other source.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I rise to correct an error,
no doubt unintentional, in the statement of the hon. mem-
ber for Queen’s (Mr. Davies). Ho stated that as soon as
Parliament was prorogued last Session the Government
gave up the right to the fisheries after the 1st of July last
—that they hurried off to Washington. The hon. gentle-
man will find that the whole of that correspondence was
brought down by a special Message of the Governor General
on the 9th of July, 1885, The hon. gentleman may also
recollect that there was a debate on the subject afterwards,
in which the hon. gentleman who has just spoken said he
approved of the course of the Government under the cir-
cumstances in allowing American fishermen to fish in our
waters.

Mr. MITCHELL, 1 said that while I approved of that
while negotiations were going on, I thought steps should
be taken to put on a force, or at all events to get ready
for it.

Paragraphs 1 to 12, inclusive and Resolution agreed to:

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That the said Resolution be referred to a Select Committee com~
posed of Sir Hector Langevin, Messrs. Bowell, Everett, Ward and the
mover, to prepare and report a draft of an Address in answer to the
Speech of His Excellency to both Houses of Parliament, in conformity
with the said Resolution.

Motion agreed to,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the committee,
reported the draft of an Address, which was read the first
and the second time and ordered to be engrossed and to be

presented to His Excellency by such members of this House
as are members of the Privy Council.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. BOWELL. With the consent of the House I will
make the usual motion for the appointment of a committee
to supervise the Debates :

That a Select Committee be appointed to supervise the Official Heport
of the Debates of this House during the present Session, with power to
report from time to time, said committee to be composed of Messrs.
Béchard, Bergin, Oulby, Charlton, Desjardins, Innes, Royal, Scriver,
Somerville, (Brant), Taylor, Wood (Westmoreland), and Woodworth.

The only changes are the substitution of the names of Mr.
Taylor for that of Mr. White, the Minister of the Interior,
and the name of Mr. Wood, of Westmoreland, for that of
Mr. Foster,

Motion agreed to.
SUPPLY.
Mr. McLELAN moved :

That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a committee
to consider of a Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.

Motion agreed to.
WAYS AND MEANS.
Mr. McLELAN moved :

That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a committee

to consider of the W\ isi
to Hor Majonry ays and Means for raising the Supply to be granted

Motion agreed to.
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REPORT PRESENTED.

Report of the Minister of Public Works for the fiscal year
ending 30th June, 1885.—(Sir Hector Langevin.)

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjoarnment of
the House,

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 10:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MonpAy, 1st March, 1886.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock,

PRAYERS,
REPORTS PRESENTED.

Trade and Navigation Returns, for the fiscal year ending
30th June, 1885.—(Mr. Bowell.)

Publie Aceounts of Canada,for the fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1885.—(Mr. McLelan.)

Reports, Returns and Statistics of the Inland Revenues of
the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal year ended 30th.June,
1885.—(Mr. Costigan.)

Report of the Minister of Justice on the Penitentiaries of
the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal year ending 30th
June, 1885.—(Mr. Thompson.)

Report of the Department of Marine, for the year ending
30th June, 1885.—(Mr, Foster.)

Report of the Auditor-General, for the year ending 30th
June, 1885.~(Mr. MoLelan.)

HOLES IN ICE ON FREQUENTED WATERS.’

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 2) to amend the Criminal Law, and to declare
it a misdemeanor to leave unguarded and exposed, holes cut
in the ice on any navigable or frequented waters,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). Ihave very great plea-
sure in explaining the provisions of the Bill, which bas been
already introduced to the notice of this honorable House on
several occasions before. It now comes in ashape in which
I hope it will meet with the approbation of every member
ot the House. Last Session it passed through its second
reading, and the rather extraordinary course was taken of
objecting to it on the third reading. It was then referred
to a special committee, and was reported to the House, and
in the shape in which it was reported I now introduce it. 1
hope there will be no objection to the Bill, which has met
with great approbation in all parts of the Dominion.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LAW OF EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr, ROBERTSON (Hamilton) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 3) to further amend the Law of Evidence in
Criminal Cases. He said : This is to allow parties who have
an objection to taking an oath to give their evidence by
affirmation.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT, 1879.

Mr. MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
4) to further amend the Consolidated Railway Act of
1879. He said : This is the Bill which I had the honor to
introduce last Session, and which I then erplained at some
length, Ihave added two clauses, the first of which is to
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' provide a remedy for the Act passed in 1872, requiring the
i railway companies t0 redeem unused railway tickets. That
Aot, however, provided no adequate remedy, and when this
Bill comes up for discussion I think I will be able to show
that some railway companies, at least, have taken advaun-
tage of the defect in the Act to avoid complying with its
provisions, The next clause, about which there may be
some difference of opinion, is to repeal section 6 of the Act
of 1883, by which the Domiuion Parliament took over the
Provinoial railways,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

D1GBY PIER.

Mr. VAIL asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to rebuild the Digby Pier on the present site ? If so,
when will the work be commenced ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, This
under the consideration of the Government.

GROSS DEBT OF THE DOMINION,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What was
the gross debt of the Dominion on the 1st day of March,

1886 ?

Mr. McLELAN. The gross debt on the first March,
1886, without deducting the assots of $72,791,837, was
231,314,532,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What portion of

the gross debt of the Dominion was represented by temporary
loans from banks or other parties, in Cunada or elsewhere ?

Mr. McLELAN. $14,362,309.67.

LOBSTER FISHING, P. E. 1.

Mr. HACKETT asked, Whother it is the intention of the
Government to impose such regulations as will entirely
prohibit the fishing of Lobsters for canning purposes
around the Coasts of Prince Edward Island, for the term
of three years, as rumorcd in the mnewspapers of the
Maritime Provinces ?

Mr, FOSTELR., 1Itis not.

LOUIS RIEL MEDICAL COMMISSION.

Mr, COURSOL asked, Whether the Government, after
the conviction of Louis Riel, appoinied a Medical Commis-
sion to enquire into the mentul condition ot the prisoner;
if 80, did the said commission forward a report to the Gov-
ernment, and is it the intention of the Government to lay
the said report before the House, and when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In consequence of cer-
tain representations, the Government caused an enquiry to
be made by two medical practitioners as to the mental
accountability of Louis Riel since his conviction, and also
procured a report from the visiting surgeon-physician on that
subject. These reports will be laid before the House at
once it moved for, and the hon. gentleman may, with the
consent of the House, move for them now.,

Mr. COURSOL moved for a return of the reports made
by the medical commission into the mental condition of
Louis Ricl after his conviction.

Motion agreed to.

THE NORTH-WEST—GRANTS OF LAND TO MR.
VALIN, M.P.

Mr. CASGRAIN (Translation) moved for a return
showing all grants of land made to Mr. Valin, M. P,

matter is now
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in the North-West Territories, with the date of
the Letters Patent therefor, the quantity, loca~
tion, price and payments; also, all grants so made
either to Mr. Valin alone, or to others jointly with
him. He said: Mr. Speaker, I believe it is important that
we should know which are those of thehon. members of this
House who have received grants from the Government in
the shape of lands in the North-West Territories. My object
in making this motion concerning members of this House,
is to know whether any of them have received direct minis-
terial favors, and furthermore, whether some of these grants
of land may not conflict with the rights either with the half-
breeds, or the Indians or of certain occupiersof land. I
believe, Mr. Speaker, that the hon, member for Montmorency
(Mr. Valin), from the information I have received, is one of
those who have received some of these grants. During the
month of December last a meeting was to take place in the
county of Montmorency. The hon, member was invited to
attend, and certain questions were to be then and there put
to him, and he was to be requested to make certain declara-
tions with regard to the events which took place in the
North-West., It was intended to enquire of him if, per-
chance, he had not received some grants of land from the
Government, and if, perchance, also ruch grants of land was
not comprised within the limits of the large grant of land
given to a certain company in the township of Langevin,
which gaid grant of land took up, in globo so to speak, the
whole of the parish of Langevin. including the church and
presbytery. Tho member for Montmorency, my-hon. col-
league, did not deem it proper to go to that meeting; he
declined the invitation, but he was present through his
employce, whom I might call his factotum, Mr, Vallerant,
accompanied by other persons commonly called bullies in
English, whose object it was to use violence in order to
provent the meeting from being held, The consequence
was that the electors of that place were unable to obtain the
required information, and that information which might
have been useful to all the electors of the county was not
given to the public. 1 believo the only way to get it is to
invoke the authority of this House in order to discover the
truth, to know just the number of acres of land which the
hon. member for Montmorency has obtained from the Gov-
ernment, where such land is located, and to what extent
these grants may affect the rights of those parties. I must
say, by the way, that the founders of these troubles at
Chateau-Richer have been brought before the police court
and have been variously punished, both by fine and imprison-
ment. But the object of the meeting was not attained, and
as | have had the honor to state, we have not obttained the
information which I believe the hon, member is bound to give
his constituents and to the electors of the county at large.
Therefore, Mr, Speaker, I make the present motion,

Mr. VALIN. I bave but a fow words to say in reply to
the hon, gentleman, I koow that a certain army went
down to the county of Montmorency to hold a meeting
there, and that they called themselves the National Party,
Ireceived an invitation to attend under the name of that
National Party, by a kind of secretary named by them, but
as L knew there was nothing like a National Party at pre-
sent existing except the Conservative party in this country,
I did not attend to this invitation. 1 was informed that
there were lots of these bullies, as the hon. gentleman has
just mentioned, organised by the so-.called National Party,
to come down to the county at that meeting, and the people
of my county, knowing well that this was being done, ad-
vised me not to go to such a meeting. I therefore did
not go, nor had I any intention of going. I under-

stand that the army did go down, but had the
satisfaction of being turned out of the place of
meeting. Who turned them out, I do not know; but I

Mg, CASGRAIN. ‘

know well that one of these bullies who went down there
was armed with & hammer, which some of my friends at the
meeting took away from him. This caused & row, and a
few days after, as the hon. gentleman eays, six B;oplq were
arrested on our side unjustly and unfairly. We did not
cause any on the other side to be arrested, because we did
pot think it worth while. But the hon. gentleman, not
having been able to make his great speech, it remained in
his belly and swelled up, and he had no other way to relieve
himself but by rushing into & newspaper. In that news.
paper, which, we all know, is not in the habi't of telling the
truth, he represented that I held land grants in the St. Lounis
de Langevin township, and that I had them in partnership
with Sir Hector Langevin, Sir Adolphe Caron and the Hon.
Mr. McGreevy. It would have been & great honor for me to
have been a partner with these gentlemen, but I must say
we were not partners, and I deny that I had anything to do
with such lands. I deny, and I defy anyone to prove the
contrary, that I had any lands in that township. IfI have
land, it is not there. The hon. gentleman is quite mis-
taken; and I do believe if I have lands in the North-
West, they are lands I have the right to hold.
But, in the meantime, I do not mean to say that the hon.
gentleman should take the way of a newspaper and drag
about respectable people just for the sake of the reference.
He knew well that he could get the reference here by
applying a8 he did to-day. I have no objection that the
whole of my transactions should be laid before the House.
I have had no gift from the Government. If I support them
it is by my own will; if I support them, it is my politios
and it is my view to do so, and I think I support an hon-
orable Government, and I have no shame in doing so.
Therefore my transactions can be sent down by the Minis-
ter of the Interior, if he wishes, for I have no objection as
far as I am conocerned. But I will not join this National
Party, and I will not acknowledge them. I might do so
now if the hon, member for L'lslet (Mr. Casgrain) will
repeat what he said at that fine meeting in Chétean
Richer, but I know that the people of that parish were
noble and would not listen to nonsense, and so they would
not listen to that.

Mr, WHITE (Cardwell). There is no objection to bring
down the papers, but I might state the information I have
is~and probably, when the hon. gentleman gets that infor-
mation he may not consider it necessary to press for the
return—that the records of the Department show that no
lands have been granted to Mr. Valin, and the officer of the
Department who gives me this information says:

“ It ig assumed that the motion alluded to lands allotted to Mr. P. V.
Valin for colonization purposes.”

These lands are three townships west of Long Lake, about
200 miles away from the sceme of the recent troubles.
They did not interfere in any way with the troubles; they
did not interfere with the lands of the half-breeds, and upon
those lands Mr. Valin has already made a payment of over
$13,000. The evennumbered sections, of course, are open

to homestead entry in the same way as other lands through-
out the North-West.

Mr. CASGRAIN. As my hon. friend, the member
for Montmorency (Mr. Valin), admits that he has received
these lands, I would like to know their extent, the price
paid upon them, and whatis due, I think that information
should be granted,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Certainly.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I would say to my hon. friend that his
memory may be short, but he should be more aceurate in

: ropresenting what I stated, I never said he was associated,

in obtaining these lands, with the hon., the Minister of
Pablic Works. I never asserted that at all, I will give
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him the precise accusation I made against him. Itisin
French, and I will read it in English :

¢ accuse Mr. Valin, my colleague, of not having the courage of
coming before his electors, and of having prevented their meeting.’

That was my accusation, and I accused him also of being
one ot those partners who have tried by specnlations in the
North-West to deprive the Metis of the Parish of St. Louis
de Langevin of their church and their property, jointly
with Messrs, John White and Jamieson. These are the
accusations I then thought to be true, and the hon. gentle-
man might have explained them before the meeting if that
meeting had been held. Now, as to the result of the meet-
ing, a8 what my bon. friend said in English went to the
House, and 1 desire to put the facts correctly before the
House, I say there were no bullies there at all from Que-
bec, on the part of the parties who went down with me
there, and I say, moreover, that after that meeting had
taken place, we caused the principal rioters to be brought
to the police court and they were condemned—some went
to gaol and others paid a fine. If any on our side had been
guilty of any act of violence, they would also have been
brought before the police court, but none of our friends
were brought before the police court. When the trial took
place I asked my hon. friend to come to the court and
exculpate himself from any participation in this affair ; but
as he did not come, the public drew their inferences, This
isallI have to say upon this matter. Do I understand
that the hon. Minister will grant this motion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Motion agreed to.

OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE RICHELIEU RIVER,

Mr. BECHARD moved for copies of all petitions or
memorials received by the Government, since the 1st
January, 1882, from riparian owners on the Richelien River,
complaining that the piers constructed in the said river, near
the towns of St. John’s and Iberville, by the Stanstead, Shef
ford and Chambly Railway Company, raise the waters of the
said river, and that their lands are consequently flooded, and
praying for relief. He said: I wish to say a few words in
explanation of this motion, and in order to make myself
understood by the hon, Minister of Railways, I will do so in
English. Some thirty years ago, the Stanstead, Shefford
and Chambly Railway Company obtained from the Govern-
ment of old Canada powers to construct a railway bridge
across the Richelieu River, in the immediate vicinity of the
towns of St. John’s and Iberville. It seems that they con-
structed the bridge upon piers which were sunk into the
river; and from the information I have received, it appears
that they sank a good many more piles than were necessary
for the bridge, Alongside that bridge, about the middle of
the river, they constructed a wharf upon these additional
piles wpon which to place freight, consisting for the
most part of lumber, which is loaded on board of vessels
navigating that river and Lake Champlain. Now, the
owners of land on the banks of the river complain that these
piers constitute an obstruction by interfering with the
natural flow of water, and during the spring, when the waters
of the river are very high, a considerable portion of their
lands become flooded and remain flooded until so late a
gorlod in the season that the only grain they ocan sow is

uckwheat, which, as the Minister knows very well, can be
sown until the beginning of July. Hence, the farmers
receive little or no profit from that portion of their land,
although it is the richest soil and the most valuable part of
their farms, It is well known that on both sides of the
river the land is flat and very low, and hence, one can
understand the large quantity of land that is flooded.
I am informed also that the difference between the
level gf the river at St, John's and at Isle aux Noix, a

distance of twelve miles, is but a trifle over one inch, which
fact shows that the flow of water is very slow, and proves
how easily it can be obstructed and the extent of
the obstruction. The farmers have been complaining
for many years. Some years ago they sent & peti-
tion to the Governor General in Counoil, seiting forth their
grievances and asking for relief. I believe they also stated
in their petition that the eel-weirs which exist in the river
also coumstitute an obstruction to the flow of water,
and helps to keep their farms flooded for a long period. It
is to my personal knowledge that, some fifteen years ago,
these eel-weirs were standing at the head of the rapids, but
they have been removed, by order of the Marine Department,
to the lower part of the rapids. Of course, I am unable to
judge a8 to the extent to which these obstructions raise the
water in the river, but I know that the farmers have com-

lained for years of these additional piles along the railway

ridge, as causing the water to overflow their lands for a
longer period than would be the case if no such obstruction
existed. They hope and believe that the hon., Minister of
Railways, to whose Department this matter belongs, will
give it hiy attention and procure them relief if it is in his
power. They expect that he will cause an investigation to
be made in order to see if any relief can be afforded them.

Mr. POPE, I am aware that there has been a consider-
able correspondenee in relation to this matter, but it oocurs
1o me that it was correspondence with respect to the sale of
this property that the hon. gentleman speaks of. However,
the returns will be brought down, and the action of the
Department will be guided by the opinion of the Minister
of Justice as to the legal position of the matter. Everything
will be done that can be done,

Motion agreed to.
SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.
Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD moved :

That & Special Jommittee of seven members be appointed to prepare
and report, with all convenient speed, lists of Members to compose the
Select Standing Committees ordered by the House on Thursday, 25th
ult., and that Sir John A. Maedonald, Bir Hector Langevin, Sir
Richard Oartwright and Messrs. McLelan, Buwell, Blake and Vail
do compose the said Committee.

Motion agreed to.
IMPERIAL FEDERATION.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before that motion is
put, Mr. Speaker, 1 have a word or two to say, A question
was raised the other night as to the veracity, or, at all events,
as to the accuracy of a statoment made by me with respect
to certain words alleged to have been used by the right
hon, the First Minister. The Minister of the Interior
appeared to suppose that I had misquoted the First Minister,
or omitted a material portion of his speech, or had in some
shape or way dealt unfairly with his speech. All those
words, I think, were used by that hon, gentleman, Now,
I have obtained since then an accurate copy in the Mail
newspaper of the whole speech made by the First Minister
on 23rd November, 1881, a printed slip of which I held in
my hand at the time I spoke, although I find the date was
printed 1883 instead of 1881, &s it should have been. In
order to show the Houee that I have in no way misrepre-
gented or misinterpreted the hon. gentleman, I beg to read
exactly what he did say, and Isuppose the report published
in the Mail may be relied upon. The hon, gentleman spoke
as follows :—

% Well, then, gentlemen, we are told that we want an Imperial fed-
eration. I will not trouble {ou with a disquisition on the subject just
now, but I tell you Imperial federation is utterly impracticable. We
could never agree to send a number of men over to England to sit in
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Parliament there and vote away our rights and privileges. 8
far ag this question goes, ;AJ) to the handle, a Home Ruler. We wil

govern our own country. e will put on the taxes ourselves. If we
choose to misgovern ourselves, we will do so, and we do not desire
England, Ireland ov Scotland to tell us we are fools. We will say, if
we are fools we will keep our folly to ourselves.”

The House will observe that those are the ipsissima verba as
I gave them the other night. I am bound, in justice to the
First Minister, to say that he did not contradict my state-
ment. In the rest of the speech, which I have examined
carefully, I find no reference whatever, except a very short
line, to the subject of Imperial federation. The hon. gen-
tleman simply goes on to give his reasons for preferring
annexation to independence. From the beginning to the
end I cannot find one single word of the quotation which
the Minister of the Interior read, and which he thought I
had confounded with the speech of the First Minister, so that,
I think, I am justified in saying that I neither made an
important omission nor in any degree misrepresented the
First Minister’s statement.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is the date?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Twenty-third Novem-
ber, 1881. It was made before the convention in Toronto,
That was the speech from which I quoted.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman, I
think, said 1883 ———

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD—instead of 1881, And
the Minister of the Interior referred to my speech in 1884.
In the autumn of 1884 I made a speech in Toronto, and my
hon. friend quoted from that speech, in which I elaborated
the subject. My hon. friend quoted from my speech at
that meeting in Toronto and thought the hon, gentleman
had alluded to that speech, as in fact I thought, I forgot
that I had spoken at all in 1881,

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Hon. gentlemen opposite
think there is something inconsistent in the statement
made by the hon. gentleman in the speech from which I
%mted and the remarks quoted by the member from Centre

uron (Sir Richard Cartwright). As a matter of fact, if the
hon, gentleman will real carefully the speech I road he will
find that the passages are in exactly the same sense as the
:Eeech from which he has just quoted: that is to say,

' that the First Minister was opposed to & form of Imperial
federation such as wss desoribed by the leader of the Opposi.
tion in & very famous deliveranceat Aurora some years ago,
in which he urged representation in the Imperial Parlia.
ment, which would involve, in the very nature of things,
the cession of some of the privileges which we now enjoy
a8 an independent Parliament of this Dominion. But he
went on further, and elaborated in exactly the same terms
that he used on several occasions—in Montreal and other
gﬁaoes—a scheme of Imperial consolidation, which would
practieally an alliance of semi-independent kingdoms for
the maintenance of the ﬁeace of the world ; and there is
Do possible inconsistency between the quotations which the
hon. gentleman has read, as he will see upon looking at the
earlier passages of the quotations which I read to the House,

Mr, BLAKE. I wish to say—I did not observe it at the
time, else I would have taken the opportunity of correcting
him then—that the hon. gentleman used words with refer.
ence to myself, which I think were hardly parliamentary.
He said, speaking of my reference to his speech at the St.
George's Club, that I had “foisted in the word * beautiful.’ »
As the hon, gentleman has made that
permitted to quote the language

Canadian Gazette of January 7th, 1886 :

‘' Lot us take the case of the Dominion of Canada, every acre of which |

isa beautiful climate "—
Sir RICEARD CARTWRIGHT.

Iam, as
1

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ob, no; the hon. gentle-
man said 1 spoke of the beautiful soil.

Mr. BLAKE. Not at all; I think I can settle that
uestion. The hon. gentleman is probably excusable for
?orgetting what he spoke in 1881, but I think he should be
able to remember what he said 8o short a time ago as last
Friday. Here is what the hon, gentleman said :

‘“ He spoke about exaggeration, when I said that every acre in the
Dominion of Canada was in a healthful climate ; the hon. gentleman
foisted in the word ¢ beantiful.’

That is, that I foisted in the word ¢ beautiful,” instead of
the word “healthful.” Then he says that the words he
used were, “a healthful climate " instead of * a beautiful
climate.” I simply object to being accused of foisting in
the word ‘ beantiful,” when I referred to the hon. gentle-
man's speech as applied to the climate of Canada—that is

Y | all.

RETURNS RE DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W.

Mr. BLAKE. The House will recollect that, at various
periods of last Session, demands were made for large num-
bers of papers, some described particularly and some by
reference to classes, with reference to the communications
which had passed between the Government and officials
and other individuals in the North-West Territories, prior
to and during the early period of the rebellion. The House
will also recollect that promises were made that these
papers would be produced, if not last Session, this Session.
I wish to enquire whether it is the purpose of the Govern-
ment to bring down those papers at an early day ?

Sir JOBN A. MACDONALD. I shall revive my recollec-
tion of the numerous, or rather the numberless, demunds
which were made for these papers, and we shall see what
gapers it is proper to bring down, and shall bring them

own,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I would ask if it is proposed
to 18y on the Table of the House the report of the trial of
Louis Riel, in a complete form. The <hon. gentloeman will
find that very important passages are omitted from the re-
port of that trial—for instance the discussions which took
place between the counsel for the Crown and counse! for
the prisoner on motion to aijourn the trisl, the charge of
the judge, a large portion of the evidence of Charles Nolin,
and especially that portion of the cross-examination which
has relation to the insanity of the prisoner, and the- argu-
ments of counsel as to the charge of the judge,  All. these
are omitted, and I would ask if it is intended to bring the
report down in a complete form ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. T would say to the hon. gentleman
that what has been publlshed is the whole evidence taken
at the trial, The speeches have not been published, as
they are found in the records which were transmitted to
the Department of Justice,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). There is a great deal more
than the speeches omitted,

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The speeches were not published and
for a very good reason, because they did not form a part of
the evidence in the case. The only portion of the speeches
which might be taken as part of the evidence, is the speech
of the Erxsoner, which was published, I understand, how-
ever, that the House will order the re-printing of copies of
these documents, and if it is desired, the speeches will also

| be inoluded.

statement, I may be | ‘Mr, CAMERON (Huron). The charge of the judge was

of his speech fi ' omitted, and that certainly is & very important portion of
pe rom the - the trial, and it certainly e i -

ought to be before the House.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
see that im this case as in all other criminal cases, the
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judge makes a report of the evidence, and that is what has
been published, according to what my hon. friend the Secre-
tary of State has stated. I understand that my hon. friend
ordered to be published the whole of the evidence as trans-
mitted by the judge.

Mr. BLAKE. It is quite plain from the contemporary
reports of the trial published in the newspapers, that
there were certain discussions which, to my mind, are ex-
tremely important, but which have not been published, in-
cluding those portions referred to by my hon. friend from
Huron, and one which took place at a certain period of the
trial between the prisoner, his counsel, and the court,
There was also a discussion with reference to the pro-
posal for an adjournment. None of those discussions
appear, nor is there any report of the charge of the judge.

Mr. LAURIER. I would also ask the Government
whether they intend to lay on the Table of the House
copies of the petitions asking for the commutation of the
sentence of Louis Riel ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon: gentleman can
move for that.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return of the Receipts and Expenditure, in detail, cha:Eeable to the
Consolidated Fund, from the 1st day of July, 1884, to the 1st day of
March, 1885, and from the 1st day of July, 1885, to the 1st day of March,
1886.—(8ir Richard Cartwright.)

Return in the form used in the Statemant usually published in the
Gazette, of the Exports and Imports from the 1st day of July, 1884, to
the 1st day of February, 1885, and from the 1st day of July, 1885, to the
18t day of Februacy, 1886, distinguishing the products of Canada and
those of other countries.—(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return showing the names of all persons who tendered for the con-
tract of carrying the Mail from Calgary to Fort Macleod, the amount of
each tender, to whom the contract was let; together with all papers
and correspondence relating to said contract.—(Mr. Landerkin.)

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 4:20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
TuEespAY, 2nd March, 1886.

The SpraKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

Pravegs.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir' JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the Special Com-
mittee appointed to prepare and roport lists of Members to
compose the Select Standing Committees, ordered by the
House on the 26th ult., reported lists as follow :—

No. 1.—ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.

Messieurs
Abbott, Davies, (Ouimet,
Barker, Girouard. Patterson (Essex),
Billy, Hall, Robertson (Hamilton),
Blake, Laarier, Roysl,
Bossé, Lister, Shakespeare,
Cameron (Huron), Macdonald (Sir John), Taecherean,
Casgrain, Mackenzie, Temple,
Chapleau, Mncmaster, Thompson(Antigonish)
Uolby, MeCarthy eldon,
Costigan, Mclntyre, Wells,
Curran, Mills, White (Cardwell), and
Daly, Mulock, Woodworth.—36.

No. 2.—ON EXPIRING LAWS.

Messienrs
Armstrong, De 8t. Georges, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Billy, Desaulniers(St. Maurice), Paint,

Cameron (Inverness), Dodd, Pruyn,

Campbdell (Renfrew), Guillet,
Campbell (Victoria), Hackett,
COasey, Harley,
Cochrane, Hesson,
Coughlin, Labrosse,
Daoust, Molntyre,

Rinfret,

Robertson (Hastings),
Tyrwhitt,

Valin,

Ward, and

Yeo.—127.

And thst the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Beven

Members.

 No.3.—ON RAILWAYS, CANALS AND TELEGRAPH LINES.

Messieurs
Abbott, Ferguson (Welland), Orton,
Allen, isher, Ouimet,
Bain (Soulanges), Forbes, Paint, |
Bain (Wentworth) Fortin, Patterson (Essex),
Baker (Missisquoi), Foster, Pope,
Barker, Gagné, Ray,
Barnard, Gault, Riopel,
Beaty. Geoffrion, Robertson (Hamilton),
Béchard, Gillmor, Robertson (Hastings),
Bell, Girouard, Robertson (Shelburne),
Benoit, Glen, Ross,
Bergin, Gordon, Royal,
Bernier, Grandbois, Rykert,
Billy, Hlﬁgart, Scott,
Blake, Hall, Beriver,
Blondeau, Hay, Shanly,
Boasé, Hickey, Small,
Bourassa, Hilliard, Smyth
Bowell, Holton, Bproufe,
Bryson, Hurteau, Stairs,
Burns, Irvine, Butherland (Oxford),
Burpee, Ives, Sutherland (Selkirk),
Cameron (Huron), Kilvert, Taschereau,
Cameron (Inverness), King, Tassé,
Cameron (Victoria), Kinney, Tempie, o
Carling, Landerkin, Thompson (Antigonigh)
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Landry (Kent), Thompson (Haldimand)
Oasey, Landry (Montmagny), Townshend,
Casgrain, Langevin (8ir Hector), Trow,
Chapleau, Laurier, Tuy{ler,
Charlton, Livingston, Vail,
Qockburn, Macdonald (8ir John), Valin,
Colby, Mackenzie, Vanasse,
Qook, Mackintosh, Wallace &Albert),
Costigan, Macmaster, Wallace (York),
Coursol, Macmillan (Middlesex), Wataon,
Qurran, McCallum, Weldon,
Davies, McCarthy, Wells,
Dawson, McCraney, White (Cardwell),
De St. Georges, McDougald (Pictou), White Hastings),
Dickinson, McGreevy, White (Renfrew),
Dodd, McIntyre, WiFIe,
Dugas, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson, .
Dundas, McMullen, Wood (Brockville),
Edgar, Mills, Wood (Westmoreland),
Everett, Mitchell, Woodworth, and
Fairbank, Mulock, Wright,—141.

No. 4.—ON MISCELLANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.

Messieurs
Allen, Glen, Mulock,
Baker (Missisquoi), Guilbault, Ouimet,
Bell, Hay, Pinsoanesault,
Bossé, Hickey, Ray
Bourassa, Holton, Reui,
Burns, Homer, Robertson (8helburne),
Burpee, Ives, Scriver,
Cameron (Middlesex), Jamieson, Small,
Qameron (Victoria), Jenkins, Bmyth,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Kilvert, Springer,
Caagey, Kinney, Sproule,
Catudal, Kranz, Btairs,
Cockburn, Labrosse, Taschereau,
Daoust, Langelier, Tassé,
Desaulniers (Maskin'é), Landry (Kent), Taylor, i
Dessulniers(8t.Maurice)Landry (Montmaguy), Thompson(Hsldimand),
Edgar, Laarier, Tupper,
Farrow, Lesage, Vanasse,
: Fleming, Lister, Wallace (Albert),
! Foster, Macmaster, Ward,
Gagné, MeDougall (O. Breton), Weldon,
Geoffrion, McMuilen, Wells, and
Gillmor, Massue, Wright.—171.
QGirouard, Montplaisir,

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do econsist of Beven

Members.
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No. 5.—ON STANDING ORDERS.

No. 9.—ON IMMIGRATION AND COLONISATION.

Messi Messieurs
easieurd Allen, Dugas, Mitohell,
Auger Ferguson (Welland), Livingston, Allisen, gAr, ontplaisir,
el oy, okl it (g, | Armiion, - fuan A,
i i cDouga . Breton, )
g::ter, (Victoria), G?;sz’l :, Ma cz?xi )%an (Middlesex): Bain (Wentworth), %“grguson (Leede&Gren)lf)‘xtg;s:ex; lEIEésth),
Bonn{weau, gﬂlmor, ilgag?ue, g:f:;r(dvm‘o“a); ;itﬁf, Pla:t aull,
Burnham ordon, offat, 4 ! »
gameron’(Middlesex), grandbois, g?énplalm, -gﬁlclhﬂd, gzﬁﬁsi, g?ﬁ;b ’
asgrain unn rien R .
ogﬁ'xﬁié, Hackétt, Paterson (Brant), Benoit, grgﬁ’db(ﬁi, ggg& rtson (Hastings)
Dawson Hurteau, Patterson (Eesex), Billy, H:ll salt, Robe g5),
De Bt. éeorgoa, Innes, Rinfret, glundesu, H rley, L)
Dodd, Irvine, Butherland (Oxford), OUrasss, H’J ) 8o y“ 3
Dundas, Jackson, Wood (Brockville), and | Brysos, H§5§°“’ S oLl ille (Bruee)
Dupont, Knulbalc{h, Woodworth.—44, g“gz:‘ma H(l)(z;n:z ' 8;;.‘;;:‘1_ e (Brucej,
i ]
Ferguson(Leeds&Gren) Landerkin, Oameron (Middlesex), Hurtes’u, gpr{:ule, Thirk
And that the Quorum of the said Oommitiee do cousiat of Seven | Oampbell (Renfrew), Jackson, utherland (Selkirk),
Members 8arh.ng, .llienkma, %“sylor,
) tudal in TOW
No. 6.—ON PRINTING. Chaplean, Kirk Tyrwhitt,
Messieurs Qimon, Kranx, Watson
Qochrane, Labrosse, White (’Hastings),
Allison, Charlton, Tassé, Cockburn, Landry (Kent), White (Renfrew),
Baker (Missigquoi), Foster, Taylor, Colby, Mackintosh, Wigle,
Bergin, Innes, Trow, Coughlin, McGallum, Wilson,
Blondeau, Landry (Montmagny), Vanasse and Dawson, McCraney, Wright, and
Bourassa, Bomerville (Brant), ~ White (Oardwell).—16. | Degaulniers (Maskin’é),McMillan (Vaudreuil), Yeo.—86.
Bowell, Dickinson, McNeill,
No, 7.—ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. MAn‘;i that the Quorum of the gaid Committee do consist of Nine
. embers.
Messiours .
Bain (Soulanges), Foster, . Riopel, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moyed, with consent of
Baker (Victoria), Grandbois, Robertson (Shelburne), | the House, that the report so far as it relates to the Selgct
Béohard, Holton, Rykert, Standing Committees on Standing Orders, be concurred in.
Bergin, Ives, Seriver, .
gln el'l léi_lvert, %omeﬁ-vﬂle (Brant), Motion agreed to.
owe mg, aschereau . .
Oarling, Lan?elier, Townshend, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournmeut of
Oartwright(SirRichard)Macdonald (8ir John), Trow, the House.
Oharlton, Mackenzie, Tupper, . .
Oolby, McDougald (Picton), Vail, : Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned at 3:20 p. m.
Gostigan, McLelan, White (Cardwell),
Coursol, Massue, White (Hastings),
Boviee{, St )lrl’dulock , vVghise ggenflx;ewi),) a
esaulniers(St.Maurice) Pope 00 rockville), an
Rinfret, : HOUSE OF COMMONS.

Arrow,
Ferguson (Welland),

Wood (Wexs|‘.mo:'e]a.ud)6
—~46,

And that the Quorum of the gaid (OOmmittes do consist of Nine

Members

No. 8.—~ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.

Messieurs

Abbott, Fairbank, McCarthy,
Allison Fleming, Me¢Dougald (Picton),
Baker (Victoria), Forbes, McGreevy,
Béchard, Fortin, McLelan,
Bernier, Gagné, McMullen,
Blake, Gault, McNeill,
Boasé, Gigaunlt, Massue,
Bourbeau, Girouard, Mitchell,
Bowell, Guilbault, Moffat,
Bryson, Guillet, O'Brien,
Burnham, Gunn, Orton,
Buorpes, Hackett, Ouimet,
Cameron (Hurou), Hsﬁgart, Paterson (Brant),
Oameron (Middlesex), Hall, Platt,
Oameron (Victoria), Heason Reid,
Oampbell (Victoria), Hilliard, Robertson (Hamilton),
Carling, Innes, Rykert,
Oartwright(8ir Richard)Ives, Scott,
Oasgrain, Jackson, Seriver,
QOatudal, Jamieson, Shakespeare,
Charlton, Kaulbach, Shanly,
QOimon, Kilvert, Somerville 2ane),
Cochrane, Kinney, Sutberland (Oxford),
Cook, irk, Thompson (Antigonish)
Coursol, Kranz, Vail,
CQurran, Landerkin, Vanasge,
Cuthbert, Langelier, Wallace (York),
Davies, esage, Welden,
Dawson, Macdonald (Sir John), White (Cardwell),
Dickingon, Macdonald (King’s),” White (Renfrew),
Dugas, Mackenzie Wood (Westmoreland),
Dundas, Mackintosfl, Wright, and
Dupont, Maemaster, Yeo.—101.
Everett, McOallom,

And that the Quorum of the said Qommittee do consist of Nine

ombers.
Sir JorN A, MA¢DOKALD,

WEDNESDAY, 3rd March, 1886.

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

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved :

That the report of the Select Committee appointed to prepare
and report lists of Members to compose the Select Standing Commit-
tees of this House, in 80 far as it relates to the Committees on Privileges,
Elections, Expiring Laws, Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, Miscel-
laneous Private Bills, Printing, Public Accounts, Banking and Com-
merce, and Immigration and Colonisation, be concurred in.

Mr. COURSOL. I have not got the names of the different
committees. Are the names to be submitted to the House ?

Mr. SPEAKER. They are in the Votes and Proceedings
of yesterday.

Mr. COURSOL. Then I beg to move in amendment,
seconded by Mr, Giganlt, that the following words be added
to the motion :—

And that Mr. Desjardins be added to the Select Standing Commit-
tees on Privileges and Elections, on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines, on Printing, and on Banking and Gommerce; that Mr. Amyot
be added to the Select Standing Qommittees on Privileges aud Elections,
on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, and on Miscellaneons Private
Bills ; and that Mr. Bergeron be added to the Select Standing Commit-
tees on Railways, Oanals and Telegraph Lines, on Standing Orders, and
cn Public Accounts.”

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I bave no objection to the -
motion of the hon. gentleman, provided that other names are
added on the different commitiees mentioned by the hon,
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member tor Moutreal East, Mr. Coursol. The hon, gentleman
p!‘O

The hon. gentleman moves that Messrs. Desjardins, Amyot
and Bergeron be added to the Railway Committee ; I would
suggest three names in addition. Then the hon. gentleman
moves to add one name each to the Private Bills Committee,
to the Banking Committee, and to the Public Aceounts
Committee ; I shall move that one more be added to each
of those committees, The hon. gentleman has also moved
to add the name of Mr, Desjardins to the Printing Comumit-
tee. If I understand the matter rightly, we have already
one too many on that committee. Mr. Foster's name was
left there by mistake, and should be withdrawn; so that,
perbaps, the hon. gentleman would leave out that portion
of his motion, to be dealt with afterwards, so as not to cause
complication ; because the hon, gentleman knows that the
Printing Committee is a joint Committee, with a fixed
number, and that the two Houses must have the same
number.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It is not limited in number.
Senate can appoint another one also.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; no doubt.

Mr, COURSOL. I understand M- Desjardins was on
the committee last year, and [ think he was a very u.eful
member on that committee.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the House will
allow me to write my amendment,

Mr. BLAKE. While the hon. gentleman is engaged in
writing his amendment, I would say that I think a mistake
was made in the course of the proceedings in committee for
which I hold myself responsible. I had supposed that the
pame of my hon. friend from Lévis (Dr. Guay) would be
placed on gome of the Standing Committees in the course ot
Iast Session, but it turned out that the election for Lévis
came 50 late in the Session that there was no opportunity
to do so. As sometimes happens when a vacancy is filled
late, no change is thought worth while, so that no sugges-
tion was meade for the addition of his name. Itis customary,
of course, for every hon, member to be upon some commit-
tee, unless in exceptional circumstances, and I therefore
suppose that there will be no objection to Dr. Guay being
added to the committees on which his predecessor wus
placed, namely : the Committees on Banking and Commerce,
and Immigration and Colonisation,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly. Last year
the Printing Committee numbered fifteen, and I have no
doubt that the Senate appointed & committee of fificen,
Mr, Foster, who was on it last year, we have struck out
and replaced by another ; but as the hon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie) says, we may increase the number
and ask the Senate to increase their contingent to the same
number, so that we will leave Mr. Foster in, and by lcaving
him in, you ean add Mr. Desjardins—that will make seven-
teen,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved in amend ment to the
amendment :

That the following Members be algo added to the following Com-
mittees :—8ir Adolphe P. Oaron and Sir Hector Langevin to the Select
Standing Committee on Privileges and Elections ; Messrs. Bourbeau,
Shakespeare and Hesgon to the Select Standing Committee on Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines; Mr. Bain (Soulaages) to ihe Belect
Standing Oommittee on Miscellaneous Private Bills; Mr. Tas:é io0 the
Select Standing Oommittee on Public Accounts; Mr Burns to the
Select Standing Committee on Banking and Commerce ; ani Mr. Guay
to the Select %mding Committees on Banking and Oommerce and on
Immigration and Qolonisstion.

Amendment to the amendment agreed to, and mction, as
amended, agreed to.

The

to add the names of Mr. Desjardina and Mr.
Amyot to the Committes on Privileges and Elections; I
suggest that two other names be added to that committes.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That a Measage be sent to the Senate, requesting that their Honors
. will unite with this House in the formation of a Joint Committee of both
Houses on the subject of the Printing of Parliament, and that the Mem-
bers of the Belect Standing Committee on Printizg, viz. : Meesrs. Alli-
son, Baker (Missisquoi), Bergin, Blondeau, Bourassa, Bowell, Charlton,
Desjardins, Foster, Innes, Landry (Montmagny), Somerville (Brant),
Tassé, Taylor, Trow, Vanasse, and White (Uardwell) will act ae Mem-
bers on the part of this House of the said Joint Uommittee on the Print-
ing of Parliament. ’

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Annual Report of the Department of Indian Affairg,—
(8ir John A, Macdonald.)

FIRST READING,

Bill (No, b) to extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.— (Mr. Allen.)

PROPOSED COURT OF RAILWAY COMMIS-
SIONERS,

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 6) for constituting aCourt of Railway Commissioners
for Canada, and to amend the Conrolidated Railway Aot of
1879. He said: In introducing this Bill, I may say, Mr.
Speaker, that it is the same Bill I had the honor of intro-
ducing last Session, and, practically, it is the same measure
which was introduced in a former Session, which was read
the second time and referred to the Railway Committee,
by whom it was rejected by a very large majority. The
Bill, apon being brought back to the House, was not voted
upon, and I now re-introduce it for the purpose of earrying
it through the second reading, with tho hope that it may
receive on this occasion & more favorable support than it
did the Session to which I have referred. The provisions
of the Act are, of course, well known to all hon. members,
and [ need not offer any further explanation at present.
Substantially it is the same measure, founded on the lines of
the English Railway Commission and purporting to con-
stitute a court for the purpose of giving effect to the laws
of the land with respect to railway companies. This
House is aware that this is a very difficult problem to deal
with ; that in the adjoining country, most of the States, a
very large number of them, at all events, have adopted in
one shape or other some form of Railway Commission;
that for the last seven or eight years the United States
Congress has been endeavoring to agrec upon & measure
to regulate the railway commerce of the whole of the
country, But, as I understand, while the House of
Representatives has been able to agree to a Bill, and the
Senate has also been able to agree upon a measure,
both Houses have not been able to agree upon
one particular measure, s0 up’ to this time mo
law has been passed constituting a court of Railway
Commissioners or dealing with this great question by Con-
gress for the United States as a whole. No measure, 89
far as I know, seems to have given more effect to the law
or to be better adapted for the purpose for which it was in-
tended than the Railway Commis~ion established in England
in 1872, Somuch is this the case ihat since then that
court of commission, which was of a temporary character,
has been from time to time extended, and certain of the
powers of the commission have boen enlarged; and both
parties there have agreed apparently that tHe commission-
ers’ powers ought to be extended ; and I notice in the Speech
from the Throne, on the opening of the new Parliament,

that the late Government of Lord Salisbury brought it for-
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ward prominently as a measure to be dealt with during
the present Session.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CARRIERS BY LAND.

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 7) respecting Carriers by Land. He said: The Bill
which 1 have the honor to introduce is not exactly the same
88 the Bill on the same subject which I had the homnor of in-
troducing last Session, aud which received upon a vote the
assent of the majority of the House. This Bill is, however,
substantially in the same direction, and it is founded upon
the two stalutes regulating the Carriers law of England :
one passed in 1830 and known as the Carriers Act, and the
other passed in 1854, and having special relation to railway
companies. The great features of this Bill are: First,
to declare that no carriers by notice shall limit
his liability as & carrier in any way or form.
But he might, by a contract signed by the person send-
ing the goods, limit his liability, provided that that contract
having been so signed, is afterwards, in case of difficulty
arising, found to be just and reasonable by any court or
judge before whom the question may come, so far as to the
liabilities of carriers. Then, in the other direction, it limits
the responsibility of carriers to certain definite amounts
for the animals or goods they may carry, unless a value
greater than these amounts be stated at the time the goods
are forwarded, and some additional compensation be paid
to the carrier for transporting the goods—in point of fact,
inruring the goods while they are in transit. Thesc are
the main features, and I trust the Bill may become law, as
at present there appears to be no limitation on the powers of
carriers—ard, of course, the great railway companiesare the
chief carriers of the country —whereby they can be pre-
vented putting before persons compelied to send goods over
their lines such conditions as render the compuny wholly
irresponsible, no matter whether the damage may happen
by their default or neglect or not.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CONSOLIDATED RAILWAY ACT AMIENDMENT,

Mr. McCARTHY moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 8) to amend the Consolidated Railway Act of 1879,
He said :  This is a short Bill, but I believe and hope that
it is one which will receive the unanimous consent of this
House. Since 1868, strange to say, in our railway legislation
we have made no provision at all for the protection of people
whose property is injuriously affected by the works of a
ruilway company. There is provision made, though wnot
in very express langunage, for compensation for lands taken,
but there is no provisivn in the case of lands injuriously
atfected. How that omission occurred in 1868, 1 do not
kuow. The provision was in the Consolidated Statutes of
Old Capada; it is now the law of tho land in the Province
ot Ontario, but it has'been omitted, not only in 1868 bat
again in 1879, when the law here was re-consolidated. I
propose just to add two clauses which are to be found in
the Consolidated Act of Canada, Chapter 66, Sections + and
5, by which companies are made responsible and bound to
pay fit compensation, not merely tor lands taken but for
those which are injuriously atfected by the construction of
their works,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. FARROW moved for leave to introduce to Bill
to amend the Members’ Indemnity Act. He said: I

1

Bill. Tt was introduced last Session, but though the Session
lasted a long time we had not time to get this Bill through.
I hope this Session will not be so long, and yet that we may
have time to pass this measure. It is a very plain and
short Bill. It provides that when a member is sick, out-
side of Ottawa, he shall receive his pay as if he were in
Ottawa. It appears to me that the old law favors some
members more than others. It favors the member living
in Ottawa, abiding at home, where he may be nursed and
attended to, and it favors the Cabinet Ministers, who receive
large salaries and who ought to be here, But I think from
what I have heard and from what I know of the opwion of
members on both sides of this House, that they agree that
if a membher is taken sick here, and desires to return to his
hom>» to be doctored and nursed, and where he would have
a better chance of recovering, he shall receive the same pay
as if he remained in Ottawa.

Mr. BLAKE. I would point out that as this Bill pro-
poses to increase the public charge, it i mot in order to
introduce it in this way.

Mr. SPEAKER. This is a Bill which, from the reading
of it, shows that its purpose is to increase the charges upon
the public treasury, and it musttherefore originate by com-
mittee, with the consent of the Crown. I hope the hon.
gentleman will withdraw the Bill and have it introduced by
resolution, as that is the better way.

Motion withdrawn.

REVISED STATUTES OF CANADA.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 9) in reference to the Revised Statutes of
Canada. He said : This Bill has for its object the bringing
into effect of the Revised Statutes of Canada, which I laid
upon the Table this afternoon. After the attention which
the subject has received in both Houses last Session, I take
it that the present Bill will be, in its progress through its
chief stages, regarded as of a merely formal character ; but
at the same time it may be convenient for the House that
I should make briefly such explanations as seem to be in
point at this stage, rather than at the second reading of
the Bill, in view of its probable formal disposition at
that stage. The House is probably aware that in
1831, the Hon. Mr. Cockburn was appointed a com-
missioner for the purpose of initiating this work, and that
under the commission he proceeded with the preliminary
work of the revision, assisted by Mr., Ferguson, who is
one of the present commissioners, In the Session of 1883,
tho preliminary work of the commission having advanced a
considerable stage, a new commission was organised, con-
sisting of Sir Alexander Campbell, Hon. Mr, Cockburn, Mr.,
Ouimet, Mr. Graham, Mr. Ferguson, and Dr. Wilson. Mr.
Cockburn was atterwards succeeded by Mr, O’Connor, who
served on the commission until his elevation to the bench of
the High Court of Justice of Ontario. These gentlemen
have proceeded with their work with the utmost diligence
since that time, and the result of their labors was the volumes
which were laid on the Table of Parliament last Session, and
which received the careful scrutiny of a large committee of
both Houses of Parliament. I think that the opinion of that
committee, in so far as I Lave been able to ascertain it, was
that the work was not ounly carefully done, but performed
in such a way as to speak very highly for the patience and
the ability which the revisers had displayed in preparing
their consolidation. Since the prorogation of }])?arlia-
ment, however, additional instructions were given to some of
the gentlemen who were on the former Commission.
One or two names were substituted for those of gentlemen
who were at & distance and could not perform the new
duties at the city of Ottawa, and instructions were given

think most hon. members are acquainted with this short | to those gentlemen to further revise the consolidation

Mr, MoCanTEY,
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which had been laid on the Table last Session, for the pur-
pose of carrying out the suggestions made by the joint
committee, and to include in the revision the statutes of
last Session. The volumes which I laid on the Table half an
hour ago include the results of the labors of those gentle-
men, and supplement the labors of the chief commissioners.
Those volumes will be found to carry out the suggestions
of the committee of both Houses of last Session. The
Acts of last Session are included, and a few further
amendments which seemed to be necessary in order
to give effect and completeness to the whole work.
It 1is proposed that, after the revision has been
adopted by Parliament at this Session, if it should be,
the work should be finally issued, with the statutes of the
present Session included, and that it should be supplemented
then by a third volume, embracing the Statutes of the
United Kingdom havirg reference to Canada and in force
in Canada, Orders in Council which have the force of
law in the Dominion of Canada, and other sta-
tutes which hon. members will find in schedule B
of the volumes now on the Table, and which con-
tain provisions which the commissioners did not
deem it desirable tfo consolidate, partly because some of
them relate to portions of Canada less than a whole Pro.
vince, partly because some of them have & temporary
character, and partly because some of them are of doubtful
jurisdiction as between this Parliament and the Provincial
Parliaments. When this is done the consolidation will be
complete. In stating to the House that the recommendations
made by the committee of laxt Session have been adopted,
I should add cne qualification. The report of the ocom-
mittee set forth a schedule of amendments which they de-
gired to be made in the revision, and they closed with this
general suggestion :

'
i

That each chapter be numbered and given a short title, thus:—
t¢ Qhapter 1—Of Interpretation of Statutes,” in lieu of the long title in
the draft, and that all preambles be left out.

Tho reference to preambles is to the usual expression pre-
ceding every Act of Parliament, but not always preced-
ing each chapter of Revised or Consolidated Statutes—
““be it enacted by the Governor General,” etc. This
suggestion has not been adopted, and it is not proposed
to act on it. I understand it not to have been as
foimal a recommendation as the other recommendations
of the committee, and there seemed to be reasons commend-
ing themselves to the judgment of the revisers why that
suggestion should not be carried out. One is that the prac-
tice of having each chapter of the revision appear as a
separate Act,is a practiee which has been adopted in On-
tario, and, I think, in all the other Provinces of the Domin-
ion except New Brunswick and Nova Scotia; and it was
the opinion of at least some of the gentlemen connected
with the revision in those two Provinees that it would be
more convenient, for uniformity and other reasons, such as
convenience of quotation and convenience of reference in
amending Acts, to adopt the practice pursued in Ontario.
With this single exception the Statutes laid on the Table to-
day embody the suggestions which were made by the com-
mittee of both Houses last Session.

Mr. BLAKE., The business which the hon. gentleman
proposes to engage in is certainly one of some seriousness,
and, I think, should demand a little more than that formal
attention which he seemed to suppose the House should be
called on togive it. If we give it no more than tormal
attention on this occasion, we shall on no occasion have
given it more, The committee only considered it during
the last Session of Parliament, and the time and circum-
stances under which the consolidation was brought down

were such as to render it impossible for the mass of mem-
bers to deal with it. I am glad to find it brought down at
80 early a period this Session, and I hope it will receive

something more from the House than the formal attention
which the hon. gentleman bespoke. I think it ought to,
becaunse it involves certain questions which do not arire in
ordinary consolidations, one of the most important of which
the hon. gentleman incidentally touched upon. I refer to
the grave and serious question which arises in our legis-
lative transactions of the power of Parliament to pass
certain laws which we assume occasionally to pass. The
hon, gentlemen has told us, what we were not informed of
in the Speech from the Throne, that since last Session ar-
rangements were made whereby the volume now
submitted is made to contain the Acts of last Ses.
sion, a perfectly proper proceeding; and be has in-

‘formed us in general terms of the character of other

changes which have been mado. I took the liberty, in the
short debate which took place last Session, of suggesting
that we might find not merely additions, but perhaps also
subtractions in the process of judicious delay, and I
did not hear the hon. gentleman gratify our curiosity as to
whether those expectations have heen realised. Although
he alluded to the Ac.s of doubtful jurisdiction, there is one
rather large Act that was in the consolidation of which the
jurisdiction is no longer in doubt; I refer to the License
Act, commouly called the McCuarthy Act. We know not
if that will appear; if not, I suppose the hon. gentleman
will inform us of the economy of space which has been
gained by the subsequent labors of his commissioners. I
do not propose to say anything with ref-rence to the prin-
ciple on which the consolidation has been effected just now,
My hon. friend behind me pointed ount last Session some
circumsances, which I thonght very well wortby of at-
tention, with refurence to tue character of the consolida-
tion, It is of great consequence that it should be framed
upon just principles, and it seemed to me the suggestions
O(P my hon. friend were such as might well have been at-
tended to on the occasion of the further consideration which
the hon. Minister of Justice tells us has been
given to the statutes since that time. But these sugges-
tions may perhaps be more fitly made at a later stage,
when we understand exactly what alterations have been
made in the volume.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigenish). I may, in reply to the
observations of the hon, gentlemnn, say that I did not, I
think, express myself as desiring that the messure should
receive only a formal consideration, I referred to the dif-
ferent stages as being matters of formal proceeding, and it
may be that I expressed myself in & way to be misunder-
stood. I made thatremark as a reason why I should enter
into an explanation of the Bill at thia early stage, and why I
supposed it would be more suitable that I should explain
now than at the second reading, when Idid think the Bill
would be passing through a formal stage. But I shall per-
soually, and [ am sure my colleagues will also, be greatly
gratified if this Bill receive from the members of the House
a great deal more than merely formal consideration.
With regard to the observations which the hon, gentleman
has made as to the statutes of doubtful jurisdiction, I per-
ceive the hon. gentleman has misunderstood me again.
The commissioners have not taken the liberty of putting
statutes which have passed this Parliament into the eche-
dule of Acts of doubtful jurisdiction. In referring to the
subject of doubtful jurisdiction, I referred to Acts in sche-
dule B as Acts which were in force prior to the union of
the Provinces, which remain in force in the different Pro-
vinces in which they have been passed, and in relation to
which, or to some of which, it may be doubtful whether
this Parliament has authority to repesl or amend. The
particular statute referred to did not, therefore, come with-
in the category at all. The License Act was embraced
among the Acts in force, before the decision of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council, which was arrived at a
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month or two ago, but the hon. gentlemsn will find, before
the Bill passes another stage, that the License Act will be
placed in a table of errata at the end.

Motion agroed to, and Bill read the first time.

TRANSFER OF LAND IN THE N. W. T.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish) moved for leave to
introduce Bill (No. 10) respecting the transfer of real
property in the North-West Territories. He said:
The Bill is one which I shall have to call the atten-
tion of the House to at considerable length, perhaps,
when I come to move its second reading, because it involves
not only a great many details but a great many principles
in relation to the transfer of lands in the North-West Terri-
tories, which it will then be neces-ary for me 1o invite the
House to consider most csarefully. I may state now, as
intimating the general outiine of the Bill, what the measure
propores. I will begin by stating that it is substantially
the Bil that was introduced in the Senate at an early
period last Session and which passed that House with a
number of amendments. 1 take the liberty, however, of
inviting the attention of Parliament to certain features of the
Bill which were eliminated in the Senate. It proposes, in
the first place, that there shall be four registries for land
in the North-West Territories : one in the Assiniboine dis-
triot, one in the Alberta district, and two in the district of
Baskatchewan, We propose in respect of titles already
existing in the North-West Territories certain provisions
which will have the effect of bringing all of them on the
register. As regards future operations in land, that
is to say in regard to all titles emanating from the
Crown hereafter, it is proposed that the operation of the
Bill shall be compulsory in the Territories. Land patents
henceforth will be forwarded to the proper registry office and
there take their place on the register; thisis with a view
of beginning & thorough system of registration of titles in
respect to all future operations in land. In respect tolands
to be brought on the register, of which the titles now exist,
it is proposed that these registrars shall exercise a scrutiny
for the purpoee of ascertaining correctly the validity of each
title and to identify the properties to which the titles appear
to refer. The registrar shall then—and this applies both
to existing titles and those to emanate from the Crown
hereafter—issue a certificate of title, and this certificate
shall, while outstanding, operate and give to the person
named in it an indefeasible title, such certificate to be
conclusive evidence as to 1he title, so that even the
rightful owner, in point of morals and equity, shall have no
right to recover the property aganst the registered holder,
It will enable the transfer of land to be accomplished by
entering into & memorandum of sale, the form of which is
given inthe Act, It will make the transfer excee. ingly simple
in form, available to every land owner, without necessity for
professional assistance,and that memorandumisto be consum-
mated and the transfer of the title to be effected by pre-
sentalion to the registrar, the holder of tha property being
identified and surrendering bis outstanding certificate.
This will enable land to be transferred as chattels are, as
bank stock is, and as shipping is under Acts re-
lating to these properties. Another important pro-
vision of the Bill, and orne that did not meet
with favor last Session in the Semnate, is that which
aims at the abolition of the distinction between real and
personal property. It is proposed that land shall be in the

sition of chattels real in the North-West Territories

ereafter, thereby at once sweeping away the doc
trines relating to real property, which encumber its
progress and transfer, and bave created a good deal of
difficulty in the acquisition and transfer of property in the
older Provinces, to say nothing of the accumulation of diffi-
Mr., TroMpsom_(Antigonish),

culties with which they have surrounded the acquisition and
transfer of lands in older countries still. It is proposed,
that on the transmission of land by operation of law, such
as by bankruptey or otherwise, the transfer shall be veri-
fied by the registrar and completed in much the same way
as is dome now in respect of shippinmg; but in relation to
transmission by will or intestacy,instead of its being neces-
sary that the registrar should ascertain the persons on
whom the property devolves, there shall be a realty repre-
sentative, who shall produce to the registrar the will of the
deceased or the letters of administration, and that re-
presentative shall be regarded as the absolute owner
of the property, to deal with it according to the will
or according to the law of intestacy, it being the
policy to take no mnotice of trusts and to provide
that trusts shall not bind the land, although they may be
euforced by the courts against tke trustee, and, in some
instances, against the land itself by decree. This is to accom-
plish the object of having every holder take his
position on the register as being, to all intents and
purposes, the absolute owner of the property. There is
one additional provision that I should mention, and that
is a provision for compensation for mistakes that may
be made by the registrar in the discharge of his duties.
1t is obvious that, when we undertake to give an indefea-
sible title by the act of the registrar, we must provide
against the contingency of a bond file owner of property
being divested of it by the error or mistake of the registrar ;
and this Act provides that compensation shall be made to
any such owner who is so divested of his property. 1 am
not prepared just now to gay that the details of the Bill, in
that particular, as now prepared, will be entirely satis-
factory. It may be that, at a subsequent stage of the Bill,
it may be found necessary to provide for an augmentation
of the fund created by the present Bill, but I think that
the explanations which will be made of the operation
of the Act in countries where it has been adopted will be
such as to allay the feeling of alarm which would natarally
be excited by the idea of compensation being provided for
the land owners dispossessed by the act of the registrar, I
need not go into the details now, but I may say, in a gene-
ral way, that the experience in the countries where this
system has been adopted has been that an exceedingly
light tax, based upon the value of the property brought
before the registrar, has been found far more than ample to
provide for the mistakes which have to be corrected. In
South Australia—] think in most of the Australian colonies
—one halfpenny in the pound on the property brought
before the registrar has been found so far from being
insufficient to meet the expense that it has accumu..
lated, until it now reaches something like £38,000 or
£40,000 sterling in one colony, The objects of the
measure, and the features which I have stated are,
then, in the first place, in relation to land in the
North-West Territory, to give security of title equal
at least to that provided in the other Provinces,
and to some extent there, by the registration of
deeds; in the second place, to provide for cheapness and
ease of transfer far greater than can be provided under any
system of registration of deeds whatever, and to provide,
once for all, and at this early stage in the history of the
North-West Territory, a system of land laws which
will obviate for all time to come, in relation to
those territories, the inconvenience, the expense
and the difficulties in relation to the holding and
transfer of land which have reached a serious mag-
nitude in some older countries, I will be able, at a subse-
quent stage of the Bill, to lay before the House some de-
tails of the operation of Acts of this character in the coun-
trieg in which this system has been adopted, but I think
I am justified in saying now, in & general way, that the ex-
perience of every country in which it has been adopted,
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inoluding all the oolonies of Australia, New Zealand,
in British Columbia, and in some parts of the
Iodian Possessions, it has been most satisfactory in its’
working, and has met to the fullest extent the objections of
those who were opposed to its introdaction, and thatitis a
measure which can be safely adopted in any Province,
Colony or Territory in the position of the North-
West Territory. Very recently a publication has
been made in the United Kingdom by the incorporated
Law Society, which, as we all know, is composed of gentle-
men who are qualified in the highest degree to give an
independent and wise opinion upon the value of & measure
of this kind. I have had the opportunity of giving some
attention to their publication, and I have been struck by
nothing in it more than by this fact that every objection
which they make to the introduction of such a scheme as
this into the United Kingdom, is one which, I am happy to
say, we are free from in legislaticg in regard to the North-
West Territory. In the first place, there are the great dis-
advantages which any change in the Land Lawsinvolves in
the Mother Country, in the disturbance of the habits,
the prejudices and the customs of the country, in rela-
tion to the holding, transfer and settlement of land;
and there is also the difficulty of bringing before the
registrar titles of great age, involving great difficulties,
causing a great deal of delay and expense in their investi-
gation, and, more especially, the difficulty which exists
there in connection with the identification of persons
and in relatinn to the changing of boundaries from time to
time. In the North-West Territory we have a system of
survey which is peculiarly advantageous in regard to the
application of a system like this, and, whal is of more con-
sequence, we have proximity to the root of the title itself.
The titles now in existence there are of modern date in
comparison with those which exist in other ocountries,
and we have yet to issue very many of the titles to thoge
lands which will no doubt be ecalled for in the conrse of &
few years, These circumstances make it desirable, I think,
that a Bill like this should be adopted in relation to the
North-West Territory, and I therefore move its first
reading,

Mr. MILLS. This is, no doubt, a very important subject,
and one which, I believe, the Government -or one of their
supporters has introduced to the attention of the House on
some previous ocea<inne. As early as 18731 had the honor,
a8 a member of the Government of my hon. friend from
East York, to introduce a measure on the same subject, or
one of a cognate character, and that has been upon the
statute book from that day to this, but the portion of the
measure which provided for the registration of titles has
never been dealt with up to the present moment, I know
that, on that occasion, the organs of the hon, gentleman
who leads the Government took very strong ground against
the proposed change in the registration of titles for real
property. I suppose, now that the measure emanates from
that side of the House and has the support of the Minister of
Justice it will receive different treatment from what it did
some years ago. Of course I do not know what the pro-
visions of the Bill, as introduced by the Minister of Justice,
are, but I think there were some serious defects in the
measures which the hon. gentleman on that side of the
House submitted to the consideration of Parliament on this
sabject. I may mention one or two of those defects. The
Bill provided that property, on the death of an intestate,
should vest in thereal or personal representative, but it made
Do provision whatever for the partition of the estate. Now, |
unless that is done, there will be really no provision for the
regisiration’of the estate in the interest of the various owners |
to whom it would devolve by succession. Of course, 1 will,
not say anything with respect to the provisions of the hon.
gentleman’s Bill, because I have not got it before me,!

6

and cannot discuss it in this respect, but I have
no doubt that it will be & wvery great improvement
upon the law asit now stands —that it will greatly facilitate
the searches made in respect to titles, and will cheapen the
transfer of real property. Unless, however, the hon. gen-
tleman’s Bill does provide for the registration or partition of
estates, it will certainly be defective

Mr, THOMPSON (Autigonish). If I understand the
hon. gentleman’s objection, the Bill provides for it, but I
will carefully consider his suggestion.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

rREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
11) for the more effectual prevention of Cruelty to Animals.
He said: This Bill was introduced last Sussion, but at too
late a date to receive the consideration of the House, Itim-
poses penalties for maliciously killing animals, for unlaw-
fully and maliciously attempting to kill, for acts of wanton
cruelty, for injury done to animals in driving, for using live
animals as targets, and for neglecting impounded - animals.
[t also makes provisions with regzard to the transportation
of live stock on railways, the feeding of such animals,
periods of rest, care of cars, etc. The %ill, when printed
and distributed, will, I trust, in its humane and merciful
;govisions, recoive the approbation of the members of this

ouse,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

MORTGAGES ON REAL ESTATE.

M:. McMULLEN moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 12) to amend the Act relating to interest on moneys
secured by mortgage on real estate. Ho said: In 1880
an Aot was passed providing that moneys secared by
real estate mortgage, if paid after the lapse of &
certain period, could be paid off on certain condi-
tions. One condition was that the mortgager should pay
three months’ interest in advance. I propose to alter
that clause, providing that three months’ notice may
be given, I also propose to shorten the period from five
years to three yesrs, as mortgages are mnow usually
drawn upon real estate for a poriod of five ycars. I also
propose to put in another clause that will permit the mort-
gagee or any other person entitled to pay the encumbrage
on any property to pay it off at & shortor date than three
years under certain couditions,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPREME COURT.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmsagny) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 13) to limit the appellate jurisdiction of the
Sapreme Court a8 respecis matters of a purely local natare
in the Province of Quebec.

Several hon. MEMBERS. Explain,

Mr. LANDRY. The title explains for those who want fo
understand.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time,

TIMBER LICENSES IN THE DISPUTED TERRI-
TORY.

Mr. WALLACE (York) enquired, How mauy applica-
tions have been made for licenses to cut timber within
what is known as the ¢ Disputed Territory” since 1872, giv-
ing the number in each year ? How many Orders in Coun-
c¢il were passed anthorising the issue of such licenses,
giving the number in each year ? How many licenses were
actnally issunod, stating the number in each year and the
period for which they were issned repectively ? The
amoant paid for ground rent of timber limits, stating the
number of payments made on passage of the Orders in
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Oouncil before the issue of the license and the number who
paid after the irsue of license ? What amount has been re-

ceived by the Department of the Interior for dues on timber
cut under license, and how many licensees have made pay- , been paid from the 1st July,

DISTURBANCE IN THE N. W.—CLAIMS PAID.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What amount has
1885, to the lst March, 1886,

ments on account of dues? How many persons have at | on account of the recent rebellion in the North-West, or of

this moment authority by license to cut timber in the
¢ Disputed Territory,” and for what periods respectively do
their licenses extend ? How many permits have been issued,
in each year since 1872, to cut timber in the * Disputed
Territory ? ” What amount has been received by the Govern-
ment ag dunes on timber cut under such permits? How
many persons are at the present time authorised to cut
timber under permit in the ‘“ Disputed Territory?"” Has
any sum, and, if 80, how much, been refunded to persons
who have paid money to the Department for timber licenses
or permits but who have cut no timber under such licenses
or permits ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In answer to the first qnes-
tion, there were 308 applications made, as foll.».ws: in 1872,
11; 1873,2; 1874, 2; 1875,5; 1876, 1; 1871,2; 18178, 1;
1879, 6; 1880, 4; 1881, 11; 1882, 26 ; 1883, 108; 1834, 126;
1885, 3. On the second point: There were 115 Orders in
Council, made up as follows: 1873, 4; 1874, none; 1875,
none; 1876, none; 1877, none; 1878,1; 1879, none; 1880,
2; 1881, none; 1882, 1; 1883, 48; 1884. 60. On the third
point: There were 4 leases for the term of twenty-one

ears, and 23 yearly licenses expiring on the 3l1st

occember of the year in which they were issued. Of
these, 1 was granted in 1875, 1 in 1876, 1 in 1878, 1in
1883, each of these being leases for twenty.one years;
18 were granted in 1884; 7 in 1885, Of these
yearly licenses. I may eay 23 in all have lapsed, and have
not since been renewed. o licenses have been
issued for 1886. On the fourth point: The amount paid for
ground rent is $18,263.35 altogether. Twenty-three per-
sons paid $7,578.28, prior to the issue to them of
their respective licenses, as ground rent for 1884 ; twenty-
four persons paid various sums, amounting in all to
$5,624.81, prior to receiving the instructions for the survey
of their respective berths, but have not yet received their
respective licenses.

All the leaseholders (three) and four '

of the licensees have paid ground rent since the issue of .

their respective leases or licenses,
paid did so for the year 1885, and the amounts paid by them
was $1,006.03. On the fifth point : The lessees of twenty-

The licensees who thus

one yesrs, or their assignees, have paid to this Department

the sum of $27,520.86. The holders of yearly licenses cut
no timber, 8o far as we know, under their licenses, and
paid no dues. On the sixth point: The following three
firms only :—The “ Rainy Lake Lumber Company,” “ The
Keewatin Lumbering and Manufacturing Company,” and
“ Messrs, Dick and Banning.” All those are cutting under
twenty-one year loases, the first named expiring in the year
1896; the second in the year 1896 ; and the third, who are
the assignees of W.J. Macaulay, hold two such leases, cover-
ing in all a tract of 100 square miles. One of these leases
expires in 1899, and the other 1901. On the seventh point :
No permits were issued to cut timber in this Territory

Erior to the year 1881 ; since that time 63 permits have

een issued as follows: 1881, 5; 1882, 14; 1883, 28;
1884, 16. We have collected the sum of $27,416.32 as

dues on timber cut under permits in the disputed Territory, '

All those permits have expired. Under the regulations all
permits expire on the 1st of May next succeeding the
issue thereof ; comsequently as no permits have been
issued since 1884, there have been mnone such in force
since May 1st, 1885. T'are has been no refund made
to any of the parties who have paid money to the
Department, but have cut no timber under such license
or permits,
Mr, WaLraoE (York).

claims arising therefrom ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The expenditure by the
Militia Department from 1st July, 1885, to st March, 1886,
on account of the recent rebellion in the North-West, or for
claims arising therefrom, has been §$2,286,960.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My question covers
all the expenditure—not that of the Militia alone, Perhaps
the Minister of Finance cap inform me whether the only
expenditure made has been through the Militia Department ?

Mr. MOLELAN. The statement in the Finance Depart-
ment of the amount paid from 1st July, 1885, to 1st March,
1886, on accouat of the recent rebellion in the North-West,
or of claims arising therefrom, is as follows: Miscellaneous
Justice, including North-West Territories, $35,§77.83; ex-
penses and losses arising out of troubles, including expen-
diture by the Department of Militia for transport of troops,
ete., $2,128310.01; rundry claims for losses paid, 36:'),7_90;
expenses of North-West rebellion losses commission,
$2,017.65 ; or a total of $2,231,695.49.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is thatin addition to
the other amount ?

Mr. McLELAN. No. This is the whole amount we
have entered in the Finance Department as having been
paid.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So that $2,300,000 in
round numbers covers the whole amount up to date ?

Mr, MoLELAN. Yes.

THE PUBLIC DEBT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What was the amount of the net
public debt on 1st March, 1886 ?

Mr, MoLELAN, $08,522,695.15.

DIGBY PIER.

Mr. VAIL asked, Is it the intention of the Goavernment
to make such temporary repairs to the Digby Pier, as will
admit of steamers landing passengers and freight on said
Pier till the permanent work is completed ; if so, when will
the work be commeneed ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Itis the intention to imme-
diately proceed with the work,

DISTURBANCE IN THE NORTH-WEST—CLAIMS
COMMISSION,

Mr. CASEY asked, Whether the Commission appointed
to settle claims arising out of the North-West rebellion
(connected with the Dapartment of Militia and Defence)
has yet reported, and if so, when its report will be laid
before the House ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. A preliminary re
commission referred to will be laid on the
House in a few days.

SEITLERS IN MANITOBA AND THE NORTH-WEST,

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What is the number of settlers
supposed to have settled in Manitoba and the North-West
Territories in the calendar year 18857

Mr. CARLING. The number of settlers supposed to have
sottled in Manitoba and the North-West Territories for the
year 1885 was 7,240.

rt of the
able of the
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CENSUS OF MANITOBA, NORTH-WEST TERRL
TORIES AND KEEWATIN

Mr. CAMERON ‘anron) asked, Has the census of Mani
toba, the North-West Territories and the- District of
Keewafin, or either of them, been taken under the Act 48
and 49 Victoria, Chapter 3? If so, what, by said census, is
the white population of Manitoba, the District of Keewatin
and of the North-West Territories separately, and what is
the Indian and half-breed population in each ?

Mr. CARLING. The census of Manitoba and the North-
West Territories and the District of Keewatin has not been
taken under the Act referred to. A census of the three
districts of the North.West Territories, Assiniboia, Sas-
katchewan and Alberta, was taken in August, 1885. The
population of the three districts was as follows: Whites,
23,344; Indians, 20,170; Half-breeds, 4,848; total popula-
tion, 48,363, .

FLOUR SUPPLIED TO NORTH-WEST INDIANS.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant) asked, Were any samples of
the flour supplied to Indians in the North-West submitted,
on behalf o(p the Government in the years 1884 or 1885, to
any persons not in the service of the Government, to inspect
and report thereon ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; on several occasions.
Thomsas McKay & Co., millers, of Ottawa, have examined
the flour sent from Ottawa to the North-West. Lient-Gov-
ernor Dewdney has frequently had the flour examined in the
North-West by parties not in the service of the Govern-
ment.

TRIAL OF LOUIS RIEL,

Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Oopies of all documents forming the record in the case of Her Majesty
against Louis Riel tried at Regina, including the jury liat, the names of
the jurors challenged, and by whom theéiwer_e challenged, the list of the
jurors empannelleﬁ? the motions and affidavits fyled, the evidence, the
Incidents of the trial, the addresses of counsel and of the prisoner, the
cha ge of the Judge, the names of the Judges or Assistant Judges who
tried the case, the names of the counsel for the prosecution and for the
defence ; and in short, of every document whatsoever relating to the
trisl, and also of the verdict and of the recommendation to the mercy of
the Court.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). All the papers em-
braced in this motion which are accessible, will be brought
down in compliance with it.

Mr. BLAKE, I snggest tothe hon. gentleman whether
it would not be fitting to lay on the Table of the House
formally, those documents which, during the recess, were
circulated among members, Those documents emanated
from the Administration ; I refer to the memorandum from
Sir Alexander Campbell.

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

Mr. BLAKE. I believe that document was very exten-
sively distributed throughout Canada, and it appeared with
the imprimatur of the Queen’s Printer. I also refer to the
report, or the so-called report of the trial. The Adminis-
tration having taken the course of issuing the document
during the recess, should have submitted it all sponta-
neously.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish), This is embraced in the
report of the trial.

Mr. BLAKE. I did not observe that the motion is wide
enough to embrace the report of the evidence, but I made
an observation relative to the hon. gentleman’s motion, but
entirely independent of it. I am making the suggestion
that it is incumbent on the Administration, in taking the
course of issuing these documents, themselves to lay them
on the Table.

Notion agreed to,

RESPITES GRANTED TO LOUIS RIEL:

Mr, AMYOT moved for;

Copies of all Orders in Jouncil respecting the several ites gran
to Louis Riel before his execution. pecting reapites ted

_ Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There are no such Orders
in Counoil,

Motion withdrawn.

POST OFFICES IN NORTHERN DISTRICTS.
Mr, COOK moved for:

Return of the number of Post Offices established in the Muskoka,
Parry Sound, and Nipissing Districts, with the cost and revenue of each
office for each year respectively, since 1879.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Wo will give all the in-
formation we can, but the cost for each year would be very
difficult to obtain, We will, however, give the information
as near as possible,

Motion agreed to.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT—INSTRUCTIONS TO
REVISING OFFICERS.

Mr. CASEY moved for :

Oopies of instructions or circulars issued to Revising Officers in re-
ﬁ“;d %olggg performance of their duties under the Electoral Franchise
cto 2

He said : My object in making this motion is partly to
call attention to what soem to mo certain peculiarities in
the conduct of some revising officers in the preliminary
stops they have already taken towards forming a list of
electors; and in the second place, to ask the Government
whether instructions have been issued, or will be issued, to
these revising officers, such as will secure greater
uniformity in, and conformity with, the law, in
the subsequent proceedings of the officials in ques-
tion., The Act of last Session is presumably in-
tended not only to secure the uniformity of the franchise
throughout the Dominion, but to afford facilities to those
entitled under the Act to obtain registration on the list of
voters. Bat, Sir, unfortunately the revising officers are
left by the Act in such a position of absolute unaccount-
ability, irresponsibility, and plenary power, that the degree
of uniformity of power obtained and the facilities afforded
for registration in the different electoral divisions through-
out the Dominion, depend entirely upon the will, the plea-
sure, or the whim of the revising officers for those divi-
sions. The Act, as we pointed out from this side of the
House very frequently last Session, if it does not directly
encourage the putting of obstacles in the way of the
elector who claims the franchise, affords tremendous op-
portunities for the putting of such obstacles in his way by
these officers having the power, if they have the will, to
place such obstacles. Now, the action of the revising
officer who was appointed for the riding I repre-
sent, a8 well as for the other riding of Elgin,
will illustrate perhaps better than any mere hypo-
thetical statement of possibilities —the degree of
irritation, the trouble and expense, that may be im-
ed on the elector who seeks to have his right to vote
authenticated by registration on the list, If I refer to his
actions in some detail, it is not for the sake of makinﬁ an
attack on that revising officer in particular, so much as
for the sake of pointing out to the House and the country
the dangers to which this Act subjects those who now olaim
the vote for the first time, towarn the electors of other
arts of the Dominion of the troubles to which they may
Ee subjected, and to notify them of the course they ought
to pursue in order, with certainty, to obtain registration.
My object is also to draw the attention of this House to
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guch conduct as I am about to describe, in the hope that its
opinion may be of such a nature as to have a wholesome
effect on other revising officers, and perhaps upon this
game revising officer himself, in the performance of their
subsequent duties in connection with the lists. The revising
officer is called upon to perform, as has been fre-
quently pointed out,a double function. He is not merely
a revising officer—bhe is also a compiling officer ;
and the name ho bears is derived only from the second
part of his duties, that of revising and criticising the
work he has already done as & compiler. It will be remem-
bered, no doubt by everybody, but I must state it again in
order to avoid obscurity in my remarks, that the first duty
of the revising officer is to obtain copies of existing voters’
lists, poll books and other documents of that kind, showing
who are entitled to vote during the year before the Act was
put in force. The Act goeson to state that with the assistance
of thoee asressment rolls which he is to take as primd facie
evidence of the qualification of the persons named thereon,
and ¢ such other information as he can obtain,” he is to go on
and make his primary list of voters. The Act made no pro-
vision af to what be should consider gufficient or proper in-
formation to justify him in putting the name of any elector
upon the first list. During the debate on that point the
right bhon. Premier expressed his view that it was the
duty of the revising officer, in making the first list,
to obtain what was to his mind satisfactory primd
facie evidence of the right of each applicant to have
his name placed on the list. If he was satisfied, on the
face of the application, and without any evidence being
adduced, either pro or com, that tho person who claimed
to be registered had a primd facie right to be registered,
he was to insert that name in the list, and leave those
who objected to it to move afterwards for its removal at one
of the two courts of revisior. The revising officers of On-
tario met in convention before their duties began, and if I
remember correctly, adopted a formal agreement that they
would accept no other information besides the assessment
rolls and the voters’ lists, except in the form of applications
either from individual voters or from one person, putting in
a8 list of voters in both cases authenticated by a statutory
declaration, 1 am not aware how far this rule has
been adopted by revising officers in other Provinces,
or whether it was adopted at the suggestion of the
Government, or at the instance of the revising officers
themselves. Even under that rule, which has been adopted
in Ontario, there has been great lack of uniformity. Some
revising officers have accepted applications for the insertion
of a long list of names, authenticated by one declaration,
made by the person who compiled the list, Other revising
offieers, among whom I must number the one for the east
and west ridings of Elgin, required individual declarations
made by each person who claimed the right to have his
name placed on the list. Some revising officers, I am
informed, in other Provinces than OUntario, perhaps in
Ontario as well, have refused to accept any applications or
to pay any attention to any declaration ot qualification
until after the publication of' the firat list, saying that the
proper time to make these declarations is at the prelim-
ipary revision, in which decision I think they are
contravening the very words of the Act.  Others have
received such applications, and have taken what seems
the obviously proper course of giving notice of a day on
which the list should be completed and sent to the printer,
so that the electors in the division who have not been
registered might know the time within which to put

whom agsain I must pumber the revising officer for the
Elgins.

or not, Others have returned the rejected applications,
Mr, Cassr.

! with reasons endorsed, directly to the applicants.

Of those who have accepted and dealt with those .
applications, some have simply given no notice whatever to
the applicant, whether his application has been successful

Others,
as again the revising officer for the two Elgins, bave re-
turned the rejected applicatioos in batches to the persons
through whom they were gent in, That is the course he has
pursued in the eastriding. In the west riding, so far as I am
aware, he has returned no rejected applications to anybody
except the revising officer’s clerk, and they have lain in the
clerk’s office until the president of the Reform Association
applied for them and got them ; so that the persons whose ap-
plications were rejected did not know it in time to make a
second application in a more acceptable form and thereby get
their names on the list. Unfortunately, these acts of the
revising officer, who happens also to be a judge, cannot be
questioned ; his rule is absolute; mo appeal can be had
from it ; and it is all the more necessary that his action
should be criticised in this House, which I consider is the
proper place in which to criticise it, and that the attention
of the House should be given to it. I said that the
revising officer of Elgin, insisted on individual appli-
cations being made by parties claiming registration.
The result was that both parties circulated large numbers
of printed forms of applications and declarations amongst
their friends, askicg them to fill them up and send
them in to the revising officer’s clerk. This was done.
Now, to carry out the spirit of the Act, to carry out the
policy announced by the Premier himself last Session, the
course of the revising officer, when these applications were
gent in to him, [ conceive should have been this, He should
have simply required an intelligible statement from each
individual elector as to the qualificatiors he claimed,
and a sufficient identification of his property, where the
qualification was a property qualification, and an intelligible
declaration as to the other points required from resident
income voters and others. Instead of doing that, he has
assumed to treat these applications as he would a technical
pleading in court; he has assumed to require an absolute
adherence to the wording of the Statutes; he has assumed
to require that no contraction of words shall be used, and
that ordinary business language shall not be sufficient,
thereby making it absolutely impossible for any ordinary
farmer, farmer’s sov, tenant, mechanic, laboring man, or
other person unlearned in the law, without having a copy
of the Act hefore him at the time of his application, to put
in an application satisfactory to this lynx.eyed official.
By such condu:t he has gone far towards practically dis-
franchising all those classes of voters, Of course their
chance is not entirely gone yeot. They have still the oppor-
tunity of going to the first or second Court of Revision and
having the error of the revising officer rectified; but this
is subjecting them io great costand great trouble; so that,
if he is not disfranchising these parties, he is imposing
upon them & tax which the law did not contemplate, as
the sole condition on which their names should be regis-
tered on the voters’ list. It may be said, why did they
not coosult a luwyer and get their names registered ?
Everybody does not wish to go to the expense and trouble
of consulting lawyers with regard to this matter,
and the necessity of consulting a lawyer before we can
claim our undoubted legal rights to exercise the franchise.
We have been accustomed to see our names put on the
voters’ list by the sole action of the local municipal autho-
ritieg, and that is the rule in every Province as regards the
Provincial franchise. It is only in regard to the Dominion
franchise that & man must be taxed to secure the franchise.
Even a reference to a lawyer would not, in every case, sccure

X : ight ] ) 0 | this right to the voter, for a great many of the applications
in their applications. Others do not give this notice, among |

I intend referring to were drawn up by lawyers, and the
applioations were rejected by the revising officer as incor-
rect in & technical sense. When I say these application :
were rejected on mere legal quibbles, I am prepared to back
up my asserlion by reading a few of the objections raised,
and giving the House the substance of the applications
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themselves, so that the House may judge whether the objec-
tions were quibbles or not. The first case I meet is rejected
as being illegible. The revising officer endorses these
words: “ Many of the words are to me perfectly illegible,”
I submitted the application to several gentlemen, who had
never seen the applicant’s handwriting before, and they all
declared that every word of the application was legible;
while, on the other hand, some of us had considerable diffi-
culty in making out the endorsation of the officer. [
submitted the application to the editor of a newspaper,
a gentleman who understands manuscript pretty well, and
he said it was good copy, such as compositors wonld
declare excellent. If applications are to be rejected on the
ground of their being illegible to the revising officer,
though perfectly legible to other people, we can only
come to the conclusion that the officer is not fit for the
place. On another application the officer endorsed that he
is the judge of the facts and that no conclusion should be
stated in the declaration, Then we have another one re-
jected on the ground that ‘ the declaration must show that
the applicant is & tenant on lease.” The applicant simply
states the nature of the property on which he claims to be
qualified, ard that he holds it as tenant and has held it
as such for the required period, but he omits to say “under
lease.” I think there is & fair presumption when a tenant
has held property for some time, he is holding it under
lease. If I am not wrongly advised by legal gentlemen,a lease,
under the wording of the law, need not necessarily be a
written document, a verbal agreement being sufficient.
Another application in which the applicant states : “1 am
a wage earner of at least three hundred annunally, and have
derived such wages and bave been such resident for ono
year before the tirst of January, 1886,” is objected to because
the word * dollars " is omitted, as if tho applicaut could have
meant cents; and again on the ground that “ wage-earner”
is not sufficient, that the applicant “ must derive an income
from his earnings.” I take that {0 be & technical quibble.
We know that a wage earner means a laborer in some
calling, and not a salaried official, or he would call himself
80. 1 do not think it is the officer’s buriness what the
man’s calling is, solong as he is shown to derive an income,
wage or salary, of $300 from whatever he does. His legal
description is not entered on the voters’ lirt; he is meroly
put down as an income voter, and it does not maller in the
{-ast from what source he derived an income, so long
s it is not from an invesiment out of Canada. Here is a
very remarkable case: A man applies to be registered,
suying he is owner of a lot on such a concession in such
& township, and is assessed on the same for the sum of $150.
The officer endorses: “if it is not too late and his name
appears on the assessment roll at a valuation of $150, it may
be entered; otherwise not.” He objects to a reference to
tlie new assessment roll as a proof of value, but if the name
is on the old assessment roll he is willing to keep it. What
right has he to object to the new roll? He is obliged by
section 16 to take the assessment roll as primd facie evidence
of the value. It will be rather startling to hon. gentlemen
concerned in the passing of the Act last Session to be told
that wages earned will not qualify. *It is not sufficient to
earn wages,” says the revising officer—you must ¢ derive an
income.” But how can & man earn wages and still be said
not to derive an income from his work in money or money’s
worth, That is a peculiar state of things that no one can
understand. I think it is only the mind of a revising
officer that could conceive such a state of things. Here is
another one rejected because the legal description of the
applicant is not inserted. I argued before, that there is no
necessity to inmsert the legal description. It is nobody's
business what the man is as long as he has the required
Income. Again, another point is made that the declaration
says: “I am & British subject by birth or naturalisation,”
aud our intelligent revising officer says he must state

whether he is one or the other, and will reject the state-
ment that he is & British subjeot by either the one or the

_other.

An hon. MEMBER. Hoe is a painstaking officer,

Mr. CASEY. Yes; ho has tuken all pains to find excuses
to reject theso declarations. Another applioation states:

‘‘I derive an income from my trade of not less than $300 annually,

and have 8o deiived such income and been such resident for a number
of years, and now reside at the village of Morpeth.”
The intelligent officer says he * must have been in receipt of
such income for twelve months next before the first day of
January, 1886.” He cannot understand that, having been
there for a number of years, he must have been there for
twelve months,

Mr, VAIL. What is the officer’s name ?

Mr. CASEY. His names is Hughes. Here is another
one rejected. The applicant states that his name is John
Praschau; that, by a mistake on the voters’ list, his name
and that of his father had been exchanged; that ho has been
put down as the farmer and his father as the farmer’s son,
and that he desires to be put down as the son of the man
who owns the north half of lot 3, in the 11th concession of
Aldborough, This is refused on the ground that he must
state the value of the real estate. It happens that both the
farmer and the son are on the voters’ list which the judge
is to take as the primd facie evidence, and yot he rejects this
application and throws them both off This man’s father
is shown by the declaration to own 100 acres in a prosper-
ous part of the country, which the judge must have known
to bs worth mnch more than $300, and il that is not primd
facie evidence I do not know what is. Here is another case
in which the judgo objocts to a man stating he is a British
subject by birth or naturalisation, and he goes further. The
man states :

¢ am the son of Donald Campbell, of the Township of Howard, in
21«3 County of Kent, who is the occupant and owner of the south ha[f,”

c.
The judge endorses this :

“ I8 he a British subject by birth or by naturalisation ? Which ia it ?
In what municipality is the land situated ?

The man swears hé i3 the son of Donald Campbell of such a
lot in such a township, and bus been a resident thereon
with h s father for one yeur before the lst January,
and this intelligent official wants to know the munici-
pality in which it is situated after being told the lot, the
township and the county, and that the man has resided
upon it continuously for a certain time. The appli-
cant in this case is not a Conservative, Here are several
others endorsed ‘‘too late, list printed.” This recalls the
remark I made before that notice should have boen given of
the time when the list would be printed so that applications
might be put in before that date. Here is one who
swears he is the son of Donald Shaw, who owns certain
land which is worth 86,000, and that he has been a resident
on the said land at least one year prior to 1st Janunary,
1886. The judge says he must have been a resident  con-
tiouously” on the farm., Well, if he were dealing with a
pleading in court upon which a large sum of money
depended, perhaps such quibbling might be defended,
but to require from a farmer’s son who fills up his
own declaration such an amount of legal acumen
as to insert every particular word would be to
require impossibilities, and to make it impossible for these
persons to be registered, Another person swears he has
been occupant of a lot for a certain time, describing it
definitely, and the revising officer cannot make ont in what
municipality that is situated. This again is the type of a
considerable number on which I ask the jud’%ment of the
House and of the lawyers in the House, he applicant
declares that he derives “an income a8 & railway em-
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loyee sufficient to qualify as & voter under this Aot.

he judge states that he ¢ should state facts and not con-
clusions.
judge of the right to be placed on the voters’ list, )
that he should state the amount of his earnings. I _thmlg,
as the revising officer is only to require primd facie evi-
dence, the solemn declaration should be sufficient, but I
admit that that is not such a glaring case as some of the
others I Liave juoted Here is another person who claims
to bo registered as a fisherman, because he has boats and
nets to the value of $200, and continues:

“Tam a tenant of property for which I have paid rent of $40 per
annum for the last two years.”’

He is rejected because he cannot be registered as a fisher-
man onless he owns real estate besides his nets, &c., and
unless be is a tenant vnder lease. He is dizqualified
because he has omitted the words “ under lease.” 1 have
seen, though I bave not in my hands, any number of
other rejected applications from the other riding of
Elgin, rejected for even more frivolous reasons than
these. In one case it was because the applicant stated
that he has been the occupant for one year “ preceding ”
the 1st Janvary, 1880, instead of one year ‘next
before ” the 1st January., This keen-sighted judge saw
such & distinotion between “ preceding” and ‘‘before” as
to invalidate the application on that account. In another
cato a young friend of mine put in an application for
a second person, which was rejected on the grounds that it
was not in due form. To make that right he put in
a second application in the words of the Act, ¢ in money or
money's worth,” and that was rejected because it did not
say whether it was in money or in money's worth,
Probably some of my friends in the neighboring riding
have ruch instances to bring up, and I will not go into any
more of them. I wish to say, in & general way, of this
line of conduct, that it is simply an act of oppression and
taxation to the persons who are duly qualified to vote, but
who cannot obtain the legal recognition or right without
being put to the trouble and expense which this proceed-
ing will cost them, Undoubtedly these persons will ap-
ply to the preliminary or final court of revision to get
these quibbles set asido and have their rights recognized ;
but that will involve a large expense to these parties, and
probably it will also involve a considerable expense to the
comntry. I do not yet knuw upon what scale the revising
officers are to be paid for the work, but it is reasonable to
suppose that the pay will have some relation to the extent
of their work ; and 1f they can show that they have a large
amount of work to do on this primary revision, in all pro-
bability they will claim larger salaries on account of it,
even if they a'e not paid by the day while they are doing
this work. We know it is to the interest of the revising
officer to make as much work for himself as he can by
forcing people to go to the primary or final court of revis-
ion instead of putting the names on the first list. I do
not say this gentleman is doing it for that purpose,
because I do not pretend to see into his motives; but it
is & temptation to any irresponsible official in that position,
to make work in the bope of making pay for him-
self, and that temptation ought to be removed. I say it
wili be & sourcs of cost to the indvidual and to the com-
munity to deal with the primary applications in the way in
which these have been dealt with. I hope the House will
express such an opinion on the matter as will prevent other
revising officers from acting in & similar way, and perhaps
Erevent this one from acting in & similar way in the future,

ut there are other matters besides applications on which I
want to be informed, and which I intend to cover by my
motion. If the motion is not safficiently explicit to call
for them, I hope I shall be allowed to amend the wording of
it in such a senso 8s to obtain the information Iwant. I am

Mr, Casxy,

” sinformed that ipstructions, and letters, have been gent to

revising officers in regard to the cost of printing voters’ lists,

The returning officer and not the declarant is to . which I take to be a part of their du'y, as expressed in my
" meaning ' motion; and I intended to obtain those instruotions along

with the other papers by the motion I proposed. If the
Minister will state to me whether he considers th.s motion
sufficient, and will consent to its amendment if not sufficient,
1 shall be obliged to him. The Act calls undoubtedly for a
considerable amount of printing, and we want to know
whether we are getting it in the cheapest way possible, if
any competition is allowed for it, or whether the printing
of the lists is given entirely at the wiil and pleasure of the
revising officer ; also what the probable amount of it is likely
to be in each constituency. With these remarks, I simply
ask the Miuister in charge of this subject, for any
explanations he may give as to what instraction are issued,
or will be issued, and when they will be brought down.

Mc, CHAPLEAU. There is noobjection to laying before
the House copies of the Orders in Council, eirculars and in-
structions, or rather suggestions, that have been sent to the
revising officers by the Department which has undertaken
the administration of the Act. My hon. friend, I suppose,
does not expect me to answer here the brief that he has
laid before the House against the actions of the revising
officer in the division which is represented by the hon,
gontleman. According to the Act, one of the functions of
the revising officers is to make a compilation of the voters
to bo put upon the list. He is to obtain h's information
fiom the lists of voters already existing, from the assess-
rent rolls already existing, of which he is to get copies
an! that information is to be primd facie evidence that the
voier’s name should be put on the list; while it is also the
duty of the revising officer to get any other information
that he may procure to assist him in preparing these lists.
It may be, a8 the hon. member has said, that some of the
revising officers have understood that, either by necessity,
or by the interpretation they gave to the Act, they have
not to go heyond the voter’s list and the assessment rolls
already ecgisting, in preparing their first list. Others,
however, interpret the Act as allowing them to take
other information to aid in the compilation of the list
which they have to publish before the first of March.
Of course, the reviving officers have a certain amouat of
discretion in the exercise of their duty. The hon, gentle-
man has pointed out some of the inconveniences under
which they labor. These might be remedied at the first
revigion; certainly at the last revision. With regard to
the applications which appear to have been rejected, and
which the hon, gentleman has partly read to the House,
if there is any inconvenience it is that which necessarily
arists from the working of a new Act which extends
the franchise in this Dominion. Nobody will deny that in
the first application of the law there will necessarily be a
certain amount of difficulty, trouble and inconvenience ; but
[ think, also, every one will admit that after the Act gets
thoroughly into operation there will be much less difficulty
and friction, and that system will be found to be easier than
the present system of registering votes, and will be found
to work more satisfactorily, more impartially, and less sub-
ject to partisanship in preparing the lists. I'hope,and [ am
sure the country hopes with me, that after a little while
there will be far less litigation before the courts than we
have seen heretofore in the contestation of the lists. The
lists, as prepared according to this Act, will be more com-
plete, better made and more satisfactory in every respect;
and if, after experience, it is found that any amendments are
required, they can be adopted, so as to make the law more
intelligible and give less trouble in its administration,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) I think the House was
fairly entitled, at the hands of the Minister who has under-
taken to reply {0 my hon, friend, to some explanation as to
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the ocondaot of the revieing officers whose actions are

called in question by this motion, It is not simply the
statement of the hon. member from West Elgin (Mr, Casey) :
hoo, gentleman has |

we have to deal with, but the
fortified his position by sworn declarations made by nearly
a score of persons who applied to be put nupon the voters’
list in the riding of West Rigin. And so far as one can
judge from the declarations, they appear to be a full
compliance with the letter as well as with the spirit
of the law., Yet we have this revising officer promptly
rejecting those applicitions and refusing to put those
name3s on the votera' lists, and the hon. gentleman
does not think it necessary to give any explanation or say
a word in regard to that grave charge. The hon, gentleman
states that they expected to have a little difficulty, a little
rasping in the working of the statute at the beginning. We
80 stated last Session; but the hon. gentleman amd other
bon, gentlemen declared that it would work with perfect
ease, that there would be no difficulty in working the
statute, and that justice wounld be done to both sides of
golitics. Well the explanation which the hon. member

as given shows very clearly that justice is not being done
to somebody. The Secretary of State says: ¢ Well, it
is true that those men may have failed in their applications,
but, if they failed to get upon tho preliminary list, they may
be admitted at the final revision.” But the hon geuntleman
forgets the expense, and trouble, and worry, and annoyance
endured by those men, who by the letter and spirit of the
law are entitled to vote and are yet called upon
to mske an application before the revising officer
to be put upon the voters’ list ia that way. I
would ask the hon. gentleman what guarantee there is, if
the revising officer has rejected an application, backed up
by the sworn declaration as to qualification, in making the
preliminary list, that the same officer will not, upon some
pure technicality, reject the apflication on the final revi-
sion. Then the applicant is helpless; he has no remedy,
he has no appeal. For hours, nay, for days, we urged oo
the floor of Parliament last Session that the Government
should give the voter some protection against the partisan-
ship or misconduct of revising officers, by allowing an
appeal to the Sup-rior Court, but we werc told that there
would be no remedy and no appeal. Hon. gentlemen
declared they were appointing a class of men who would
be above partisanship, who would deal out fair play to
both sides of politics, who would do justice a3 between man
and man; and yet we see the kind of justice that is being
meted out in the riding of West Elgin. Waest Elgin is not
an isolated case. There are many instances and cases
where returning officers have pursued precisely the same
oourse, To some extent, 1 think, the responsibility rests
on the shoulders of the Government, They did not pre
pare rules or give sufficient imstructions to the revising
officers tosecuro a uniform practice, or if the Government did
isrus such instructions, the officers paid no respect to
them. In one county you will find the revieing officer
positively refusing to give to those on one side of politics
the slightest indication as to the mode of procedure or as
to the time when he would make up the preliminary
list. In another county we find the officer, alive to
the necessity of doing justice between man and man, giv-
ing proper notice. 1 know an instance in which the
revising officer told those on one side of politics that, if
the lis. was placed in his hands on a certain day, that
would be sufficient ; but when the list was placel in his
bands two weeks before the day named, he rejected it on
the ground that it was to» late. Yet we are told there is
no friction and no injastice done. There is injustice done
all round from the beginning to the end of the matter, and
we have the proof in the statement made by the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin. 1 know a case in whioh the revising
officer, when the list was put into his hand—and the same

form of application and schedule was used as tho Conserva.
tives used—exercised judicial funotions and sorutinised and
canvassed the list and decided as to whether the names
should be on or not, in the absence of the parties interested
in the matter,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Nuame, name.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). Do not be alarmed; you
will get the name in abundance ot time to suit your pur-
poses a8 well as mine. I know another ocase in which,
when the Liberal list was placed in the hands of the
revising officer, he called into his office the lealing Conser-
vatives of the locality and consulted with them on the
subject. Such difficulties have crept in at every stage
of the proceedings. There has boen placed in my
hands, within a short time, & long list of names of
men who applied to be put on the voters’ list in a cortain
riding, who made what I believe to be the proper declar.
ation, but were rejected, some without reason and some
with reason, by the revising officer. Let me give you,
Mr, Speaker, a few samples to supplement the statement
made by the hon., member for West Elgwn (Mr, Casey). [
understand that the revising offisers bofore entering on
the discharge of their duties held a meeting in Toronto
and laid down certain rales for their guidance. One was thut
if an applicant desired to get on tho preliminary list, and
made declaration of his qualification, the revising officer
should put that name on the list. Well, I hold in my
hand a declaration made by an individual, apd it reads as
follows :

‘] am a resident of the said electoral district and am in receipt of an
income amounting in mgneg or money's worth to not less than $300
annnslly, snd have received smch income for one year before January,
1886, aud reside (at 8o and 80) in the said electoral district.”

It hon. members will turn to sub-section 4 of section 6 they
will observe that the applicant complied with thestriot letter
of the law in every respect.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to interrupt him. It will be 6 o’clock in five
minuates. There cannot be any business done afterwards,
because from 7 o'clock we take up Private Bills, then
Publio Bills and Orders, Government Notices of Motion
and Government Orders. Theroe will, therefore, be no
necessity for our comivg back aguain.

Mr. BLAKE, Tho hon gentleman is quite right.
Under the Orders of the House there is no business we can

do to-night.
RETURN ORDERED,

Return showing the number of coavicts in the Dominion Peniten-
tiaries for the years 1884-85, who wore employed at work that com-
petes with free labor; the kind of work employed at; ths number
employed &t each kind of work ; the number employed outside by con-
tractors ; and the amount received per day by the Government for each
conviet so employed; and where the goods So manufactured were
disposed of —(Mr. Wilson.)

Sir JOHN A, MAUDONALD moved the adjournment
of the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 6 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TaURsDAY, 4th March, 1886,
The SpEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock,

PRAYERS,
PRIVATE BILLS PETITIONS—EX I'ENSION OF TIME.

Mr. BEATY moved that the time for the reception of
Petitions for Private Bills be extended to Thursday, the 25th
day of March inst,, in accordance with the recommendation

of the Committee on Standing Orders,
Motion agreed to.
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FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 14) to reduce the capital stock of the Bank of
New Brunswick,—(Mr.Weldon.)

Bill (No. 16) to incorporate the Medicine Hat, Dunmore
and Benton Railway Company.—(Mr. McCallum.)

INSOLVENT BANKS AND FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS.

Mr., EDGAR, in moving for leave to introdace a Bill
(No. 1») further to amend an Act respecting insolvent
banks, insurance companies, loan companies, building so-
cieties, and trade corporations, said: The object of this
Bill is to confer upon employees of insolvent companies the
same privileges as to preferential claims for wages, that
were given to employees of traders under former Insolvent
Acts, erpnecially the Act of 1875. That is the role object
of the Bill, and I think it is one that will commend itgelf to
the House.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT—INSTRUCTIONS TO
REVISING OFFICERS.

The House resumed the eonsideration of the proposed
motion of Mr. Casey for copies of instructions or circulars
issued to revising officers in regard to the performance of
their duties under the Electoral Fravchise Act of 1883.

Mr.CAMERON (Huron). I pointed out yesterday, Mr.
Spenker, some of the difficulties that applicants desirous of
having their names placed on the voters’ lists had to
encounter, by the strict mode in which the revising officers
interpreted the law, and in some cases owing to the difficul-
ties they had to encounter because the revising officers acted
in defiance of the law. [ pointed out that some of the revis.-
ing officers in the various muniocipalities had rejected names
that were sent in duly fortified by a sworn declaration. I
eay this is all wrong and it ought to be checked by the
Administration. These facts must have come to the notice
of the Government of the day, and the Government ought
to have taken proper pracauntions and stops to see that the
parties who wore entitled to be placed upon the voters’ list
should have a fair opportunity of being placed there. I com-
plained, and I still complain, that so far as we know the
Government did not issue to the revising officers
proper instructions — instructions that would, at all
events, procure & uniform practice and uniform pro-
cedure amoeng all the revising officers. It will be recol-
lected that when we were discussing the Franchise Bill in
the last Session of Parliament, we pointed out the various
difficulties that the Liberal party would have to encounter
in perfecting the voters’ lists in so far as they wero con-
ocorned. We pointed out that those officials, being appoint-
ed by the Government, would be in almost every case the
friends of the Governmeont, and that the chances were that
one eide of politie, the Liberal party, would not get the
Jjustice that they were entitled to have at the hands of the
revising officers. These men, of course, receive their ap-
peintments from the Government ; their emoluments entirely
depend upon the Government; and I notice that the First
Minister, with his usual craft in political matters, did wot
fix the emoluments last Session ; that important item wuis
kept over until the revising officers had performed the
most important of their functions, which is the preparation
of the preliminary voters' lists. We have in many instances
serious reason to complain of the way the law is being
administered. I do not mean to say —far from it—that all
the revising officers are partisans. There are many who are !
fully alive to the propriety of dealing fairly with both par-
ties, and who discharge their duties fairly and honestly,
andjjcannotybe_led ; even & hair's breadth from the'

Mr, Epgar.

gpath of duty by the leader of the Government.

But
on the other hand, we know there are revising officers who
do not adhere either to the letter or the spirit of the law in
any sense,and whether they are revising officers or judges
who are revising officers, the same statement applies; and
be they judges or not I am prepared to assume the respon-
sibility of stating that in many cases they are not acting
fairly with the electors of this country. I noticed in the
Congervative press that after the appointments of the revis-
ing officers were made, the Government got oredit for
appointing the judges. They said the Government had
appointed in nearly every case the county court judges.
['say the First Minister is entitled to no credit for appoint-
ing the county judges. We fought the question on the
floor of Parliament day in and day out and night in and
night out, and it was only by the persevering and firm and
determined attitude of the Liberal pa:ty that we compelled
the Firgt Minister to promise that as far as practicable he
would appoint judges revising officers. But the right
hon. gentleman was equal to the emergency. He appointed
in several counties junior judges; in o)unties where junior
Jjudges were no more required than is a third wheel to a cart.
I'hey were appointed revising officers—they, fresh from
the political struggles in which they had been engaged ;
and the right hon., gentleman made them in every
single instance revising officers. I am bound to
say, with respect to some of them, that they have so
far discharged effectually and well the duties they were ex-
pocted to discharge by the Government when they wera
appointed. Isay every obstacle is thrown in the way of
voters gotting upon the lists by some of the revising
offi“ers, I do not charge all with it, as I have already
said, but by some of them every technicality that will
assist them in rejecting a voter is employed, and the appli-
cations are rejected accordingly. The Secretary of State
told us that we might naturally expect to hLave these
difficulties in the initiatory steps for the enforcing of the
Act. That was not the language made use of by hou. gen.
tlemen opposite when the Bill was up last Session ; but we
find the difficulties are here and meet us at every step, aad
the Secretary of State gives us consolation by sayiny that
we may expect them. If we have them in the preliminary
*teps, and when a man makes an honest application fortified
by an honest declaration uuder oath, what may we expect
from some officers when they prepare the final voters’ lists
and when there is no appeal whatever from their decisions ?
I say an electoral body can be placed in no more un-
fortunate position, A political party can be placed in
no more unfortunate position than we are placed in
by the effects of this Bill. There are some cases, many
cases, the cases cited by the hon. gentleman for West Klgin
(Mr. Casey) in which even the Secretary of State would not
undertake to justity the action of the returning officer. The
hon. gentleman said nothing in justification of the course
pursued by the revising officer in those cases cited. The
hon. member had clear and positive testimony under oath
from those men that they sent in their applications to the
roturniog officer and that the revising officer refused to
put their names on the list. So gross an outrage was
committed and so seandalous was the conduct of the ravising
officer that even the Secretary of State would not undertake
to justify it. I propose to fortify the statement made by
my hon. friend from West Elgin by referring to two or
three more cases, because it is well that the revising officers
should understand that Parliament is bound to discuss and
should discuss their conduct where clear cases are made out.
I should be very sorry to call in question the action of the
jodges ard revising officers, unless fortified with the neces-
sary documents placing the charge beyond the region of
possibility or doubt. I hold in my hand two applications
made to be placed on the voters' lists by two gentlemen in
& certain constituency in western Ontario,
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Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Name the county.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You are very anxious to get
information.

Mr. WHITE (Hastings), I want to get the truth,

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). You always want to get
information on everything.

Mr. SPEAKER, Order, order.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I hold in my hands two decla-
rations made by two individuals who desired to be placed
on the voters’ list, in & constituency in western Ontario.
They were sworn to before a commissioner in proper form,
yet these two applications were rejected, and wgy ? The
reason given by the revising officer is, that there was
writing on the margin of the papers. Now, Sir, you will see—
anybody can see at a glance, that the space left for filling
in the qualification of the voter, was not large enough to
enable the applicants to fill it in, and they had to extend
three lines on the margin of the declaration. Why, Sir, this
thing is done every day in the courts of justice ; if you
have not space enough to fill in,a form, it is carried out on
the margin ; but this wise revising officer rejected two of
the declarations because a portion of three of the lines
written in them were written on the margin., Isay that is
as scandalous a thing as can well be imagined, and one
cannot understand that a revising officer could be acting
honestly and fairly, in rejecting an application upon such
flimsy grounds as that. 1 hold in my hands another appli-
cation made by another applicant for a placo on the voters’
list, and his qualification 1s stated as follows :—

¢ That I am a resident within the said electoral district, and derive an
income from my earnings, in money or money’s worth, of not less than
$300 annually, and have so derived such income and been such a resi-
dent for one year next before the 1st day of January, 1886, and now re-
side in the said township.”

I say, Sir, that that is a compliance with the law, and I
think I can challenge even the Minister of Justice upon
that point. Sub-section 6, section 4, provides:

¢¢Is & resident within such electoral district, and derives an income
from his earnings, in money or money’'s worth, or from some trade,
office, calling, or profession, or from some investment in Oanada, of
not less than $300 annually, and has so derived such income and been
such resident for one year next before the eaid 1st day of January, &e.”’
I say that this decluration is a declaration within the spirit
and letter of the law, and yet this revising officer rejected
that declaration, and sent it back to the man who made it,
and he had not an opportunity of correcting the mistake,
if there was any. I thinkI can also, in this case, challenge
the Minister of Justice to make any correction upon this
declaration; and yot the revising officer, for reasons best
known to himself, rejected it. It may be said: What
wrong is done to the man, since he has the right to appeal
to the court of final revision to have his name placed on the
roll? Sir, if this man is to be at the mercy of the revising
officer, who rejected his application in the first instance for
no legal reason known to anybody, and that does not appear
upon & careful reading of the Statute—if he is rejected upon
such grounds as 1 have mentioned, what reason has the
applicant to suppose that greater justice will be meted out
to him in the final court of revision? I say that under
these circumstances & man has little chance of getting on
the voters’ list. I will give you another case. Here is an
applicant who wishes to be placed on the list in & constitu-
ency in western Ontario, and his declaration under oath is
as follows : —

*I derive an income from my earnings in money, of not less than $300

annually, and have so derived such income und been such resident for
12 months prior to Janaary 1st, 1886,"”

Well, 8ir, upon reading the Statute one would naturally
suppose that that was a sufficient declaration to justify a
maa being placed on the list, but in this case the applica-
tion I;mts rejected, and why ? The revising officer says,

ﬁrst,' he should show that he derives «an income from his
earnings. Well, I say that the man does swear to that,
Another reason assigned by the revising offieer is :

¢ That he should state ¢ that he has so derived each inoome and has
?ggg ,s,t}oh resident for one year next before the first day of January, a.o.

The man uses, instead of the words “ next before,” the
word ¢ prior,” but surely the rovising officer, in the prelim-
inary preparation of the list, is not justified in rejecting an
application for such a reason as that. Anybody can under-
stand what is meant unless he is wilfully blind, or unless he
does not wish to do what is just and right. But that man's
application was rejected, and he is driven, if he wants to
be placed on the list, to all the trouble, expense, worry and
annoyance of making another applioation to the court of
final revision, I hold in my hands two applications made
by two respectable men, one a Presbyterian olergyman, in
a western constituevcy. Both applied on the ground of
income, and both applications were rejected, and upon what
grounds do you suppose? Can you imagine the reason ?
The note on the back of them, is,  written very bad ;" and
because the revising officer says the writing 18 very bad,
both these applications are rejected. Well, Sir, I throw
out a challenge to hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
Benches, and I venture to say there is not & man among
them, even including my smiling friend, the Minister of
Agriculture, who can write as good & hand as the worst of
these declarations. Yet both are rejected because the re-
vising officer is old, and I believe, short sighted, and he
says the writing is not very good. What is the revising
clerk for? Why, if the revising officer could not read it
he should have obtained the assistance of his clerk before
rejecting it, and the declaration could have been easily
deciphered. I hold in my hand another t;Ephoamon in
which the person applies to be placed on the list as an
income voter. He swears:

“ That he is in receipt of an income from his occupation and calling as
carpenter of $300 and over, annually, and was 8o in receipt of said in-
come as aforesaid and resided as aforesnid for one year next prior
to, etc.”’

Observe, this applicant says “next prior” to the 1st of
January, 1856, and this revising officer to whom the appli-
cation is made, rejects it because he did not use the words,
“next before,” instead of “mnext prior to.” Well, I had
supposed that in these modern times common sense would
prevail in such matters as these. I recollect,and the Minis-
ter of Justice recollects the time when, if a man did not
cross his “ t's” and dot his “i’s,” he was subject to a demurrer
and the proceedings might be set aside. 1 thought that we
had got beyond that stage, but these wise revising officers
are introducing the old system and if an i is not dotted or
a “t” orossed, the man who is applying for those rights which
every freeman loves, is deprived of them, becanse the re-
vising officer stupidly says the man has used the words
“ next prior to ” instead of “ next before.” Here is another
oase in which the qualifications are stated in the following

words ;—

#] have been for twelve months prior to the 18t of January, 1886, and
am now, a resident of St. Thomas, and my wages are $t or more
yearly, and were such for one year prior to the 1st of January, 1886."”

The revising officer said that the applicant should show
that he derives an income from his earnings. Well, I take
it that he did show that, but the revising officer ignores the
solemn statement made by this applicant. The revising
officer further says the applicant should show that he so
derives such income, and has been a resident for one year
next before the 1st of January., The same objection the re-
vising officer took to one or two of the cases 1 have referred
to is made applicable to this case, and the evidence rejected
on that ground. In another case, the applicant swears:
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« T am a resident of 8t. homas, in the county of Elgin; I am in receipt

of wages amounting to $300 a year, and was in receipt of the same for
twelve months prior to January 1st, 1886."’
The revising officer rejects this application because he says
the applicant should swear that he is & resident “ within”
the city, whereas the man swears, “I live in the city.”
The revising officer finds a distinction between in the city
and within the city. Perhaps the Secretary of State will
be able to point out where he has erred in that respect.
He makes this further objection : that the applicant should
state that he derives an income from his earnings, while
the man swears that he is in receipt of an income of $300
from his wages. What are his wages but his earnings ?
and yet this revising officer, appointed by this Government
to do justice between man and man, sees fit to roject this
man’s application on that ground.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). He is a county judge,
is he not ?

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). I do not care whetber he is a
judge or not. The matter has been published for weeks,
not only in the Opposition press, but in the Mail newspaper,
and it was the duty of the Government to draw this officer’s
attention to the misinterpretation of the law he was laying
down, and compel him, on pain of losing his place, to deal
fairly between man and man. It is said that this man has
rejected Congervative votes on the same grounds. I do not
care for that; it only shows how unfit he is to be placed in
a position so sacred and important as that of revising
officer. Here is another application, in which the appli-
cant’s lawyer, instead of writing January in full, contracted
it to Jany., and the revising officer imagined that there was
some other month in the year that commenced in the same
way, and rejected the application because January was not
spelt in full. In no court are such technicalities as these
allowed to prevail ; and here the law ought to be interpreted
in & liberal and generous spirit, and if there is a doubt of a
man’s right to vote, that doubt ought to be decided in favor

of the voter until there is an opportunity of finally testing !

it at the court of revision. But in cases where there has
been no doubt whatever this and other revising officers
have rejected the names of applicants. Not so has the law
been administered in other cases. We have given some
instances in which the applications, verified by the proper
evidence, have been rejected. The revising officers had a
formal meeting in Toronto, and decided that the names of
applicants who made proper application, accompanied by a
sworn declaration, should be placed on the list, and that no
other names should be placed thereon except those on the
asgessment roll and the voters’ list, But some of these
revising officers, in clear defiance of the law and of the
statements of the First Minister last Session, have placed
hundreds of names on the lists without any deoclaration
having been made. We know that in more than one
county, where there are Indians, the revising officer has
placed the names of from 66 to 448 Indians on the list
without any application having been made by them. Some
prominent Conservative has been sent to the Indian agent,
and has got the names from him.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton), I rise to & point of
order. Will the hon. gentleman be kind c¢nough to name
the constituency where that has been done, and the revising
officer who has done it ?

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). If the hon. gentleman will
take the trouble to enquire in the different constituencies
where there is an Indian population, he will find the truth
of my statement. I am told on credible authority that the
names of Indians have been placed on the list without any
application having been made by them, and I say that is
not in accordance with the statement made last Session by
the First Minister, who assured us that Indians should be

Mr, Caxxron (Huron). l

treated like white men—that if they made application to
the revising officer and showed their right to vote, that
their names wonld be placed on the voters' list. I am told
further that in some cases where the Indians did not want
their names to be put on the voters’ list at all, their names
appesr on the list, and they are entitled to vote at the
next parliamentary election, Now, Sir, these are some, but
by no means all, of the objections we have to the conduct
of these revising officers. The fact is, some of them do not
obey the law ; they do not care for the law ; they are a law
{o themselves ; they do as they please. If the Govern-
ment has given them instructions, and they do not obey
the Government and the law, they have no right to be
there, and the sooner they are made aware of that the
better. I complained last night, and I complain again, that
there is a want of uniformity in the practice. In some
constituencies the revising officers give notice of every
step taken, That is proper. Some do not give any notice,
and they decline to give any information to one side of
polities. By referring to the Statute of last year, you will
find that by sections 19 and 20 the revising officer is bound
to hold & court for the preliminary revising of the voters’
list, and section 20 provides that any person who desires to
be placed on the voters’ list— —

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton). Before the hon. gentle-
man enters on that branch of his subject, I wish to ask him
if he will have the goodness to place the papers he has read
from, on the Table, so that other members may see them, or
whether he does not intend to do so.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron). If my hon. friend or sny
other member desires to see 1hese affidavits, they ure quite
open 1o their inspection. But I am not going to place
them on the Table of the House, as I do not kvow what is
to become of them. They were placed in my hands for a
purpose, and I have used them for that purpose ; and if the
hon. gentleman is so curious and anxious to get at the
truth, [ am perfectly willing to show them to him: 1 hope
my hon, friend is satisfied. I was pointing out, when inter-
rapted, that, as I anderstand it, the juige is bound to hold
a preliminary court and to give & month’s notice of its hold-
ing. In sections 19 and 20, any person has the right to
make application to be placed on the list of that prelimin-
ary ocourt, the duty of the judge being simply to add
names and mako amendments and corrections, not to strike
out names. Any persou who desires to be placed on the
list has the right, by giving eight days’ notice, to appear
befoie the revising offi.er at the preliminary court. Ia the
city of Toronto, notice has been given that this prelimi-
nary court will be held at various days in the different wards,
between the 5th and 13th April, and yet the Toronto Mail
publishes the following:—

‘“ The list of voters under the Dominion Electoral Franchise Aet
have been completed, and no more names will be added, until the final
revision in July.”

Mr, WOOD (Brockville). That is in the local column,
not over the signature of the judge.

Mr. CAMERON (Hauron). It is in the Mail, the organ
of the Opposition, and the "paper they swear by. It has
gone abroad to the electors of Toronto that mobody can
apply to be put on the voters’ list at this preliminary
court. Whether the paper be wrong or right, this mislead-
ing paragraph has gone abroad to the public. I am told,
however, that the Mail is not wrong and that the revising
officer has 8o decided. If that be so, he has gone in the
testh of the Statute, and I hope the Government has not
given instructions to revising officers to so decide. It is
said the Government have found that the costs of printing
the lists will reach 80 enormous a sum that they have
decided on patting a veto on adding names at the prelimin-
ary court, as in that case the lists will have to be printed
twice after the preliminary revision. That somebody is at
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fault is perfectly clear. In the working out of the Statute ! judge at another time, under the old system, when an appeal

we meet with every kind of difficulty, not only difficulty
raised by the revising officer, but an amount of labor,
worry and expense that no man except hon. members
on this side contemplated when we were discussing the
Bill last Session. The worst wish I have for hon. gen-
tlemen opposite is that they may have the same labor,
worry and trouble, and the same annoyance and expance,
as we on this side, in looking after the lists. In the first
place, before the preliminaries are prepared we have to
attend every polling division to see who ought to be put
on the list, and after the list is published the work has to be
done over again to see how many Tories have been put
on and Liberals struck off who ought not, and we have
to go to the expense of subpmnaing voters who have been
left off, in order that they may establish their right to
vote. There is only one way of rectifying the wrong and
undoing the mischief and relieving candidates from all this
worry, and annoyance, and trouble, and expense, and I
trust that way will be adopted before long ; that is, to re-
peal the Act from beginning to end.

_ Mr. COOK. I congratulate the hon. member from Ham-
:ilton (Mr. Robertson), on taking the lead of the House to-
ay.

Mr? ROBERTSON (Hamilton), Will you bet anything
on it

Mr. COOK. When a very tough case comes up the Gov-
ernment require a good digestive organ to swallow it, and
in this case they have selected the proper person. The
hon, member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) has said that we
want justice. It was stated last Session by the Government
that justice would be meted out all round, That reminds
me of the story of the Irishman who went to a lawyer. The
lawyer said : You want justice; he said: No, I want law.
That is what the Government want to-day. They do not
want justice, but they want to carry the election by means
of the revising barristers, and therefore last year they in-
sisted on foreing upon the country this iniquitous measure
—a measure more iniquitous than any known. The hou.
member for East Hastings (Mr. White), I am told, has
boasted he was one of the men who strongly urged the
Government 10 pass this measure, and becanse the chances
for his re-election would be nowhere without it. He stated,
I am told, that he had worked among his Indian friends and
had converted them all to Orangeism, so that he was sure of
their supgort. I can refer to other places where there are
Indians ; I can refer to an island in a certsin lake where
there is an Indian settlement, who, I know, refused to allow
a Conservative 10 go in there and form a Conservative as-
sociation, and, in consequence, the revising barrister re-
fused to {mt them on the list, giving as a reason that he
did not believe they were in the constituency over which
he had jurisdiction. I should say, from the attitude taken
by the hon, member from Hamilton to-day, it was fortunate
he had not been appointed to the position of junior judge of
his constituency, therefore entitling him to the position of
revising barrister from the course taken in this matter by
the Government, as it is quite plain what course he would
pursue in making up the electoral list. I could point
to a revising barrister in one constituency who entirely
rejected declarations, although the junior judge in the
adjoining constituency ancepted exactly similar declara-
tions, I would like to know what my hoon. friend from
Hamilton thinks of that. Yes; and there was an
expense beyond that of the Government, which is going
lo be enormous—an expense to the Liberal party
Names were selected, and the revising barrister in that
constituency refused, and still refuses, to give any infor-
mation, and, when the solicitors or the officials of the
Reform Association call upon him, he distinctly states
to them : Thereis the law; go by that. That same senior

was made to him from the court of revision to put a man
on the voters’ list whose name should have been there, and
who was as much entitled to vote as the Premier of this
Dominion, and who had a farm and had been left off inad-
vertently, instructed his lawyer to attend the court of
revision, to get his name restored to the list. When all
the facts were elicited and the judge saw he was entitled to
vote, said: “ Where is the man?” The solicitor said:
“I am acting as his solicitor; be is not here in person;
I am acting for him.” The judge said: “If he is
not here, I will not allow him to go on the list." Do
you say that such a man should be trusted with revising
the lists in any respectable community ? Isay not. Ido
not know what course & man can take in matters of this
kind ; but I tell that revising officer thatin tho constituency
that he is adjudicating upon in reference to the voters’ list,
he will fail in his attempt to put more Conservatives on than
Reformers. I tell him he will fail in his attempt, because
there is an indignation in that constituency today that
cannot be easily quelled, and I advise him to do what is
fair and just in the matter. I do it here upon the floor of
Parliament, knowing every word I state, and I will en-
deavor to assist the people in that constituency, or in any
other constituency, to do what is right and proper to put
every person on the list who should be there, so that, when
we make an appesl to the people, it will not be a one-sided
appeal as these gentlemen would like to have it. I do not
know what these gentlemen have to say now, after passing
a law, putting it on the Statute-book, making it law, when
they discover that such practices have been indulged in by
the revising barristers. I suppose it is the duty of the First
Minister or the Secretary of State, when they discover &
matter of that sort, to at once advise that officer that he
has not performed his duties aright, and that he should be
dismissed. I go farther than that. If that revising officer
happens to be a judge, and he acts in a partisan manner in
connection with his position, who will have any confidence
in his judicial position as a judge of the county ; and it would
be the duty of the Government not only to dismiss him from
the position of revising officer, but for this House to remove
him from the judgeship, and give it to honorable and honest
men who will have the confidence of the country, or, at all
events, of the Conservative commaunity in which he lives.
It is not only the Liberals who complain, but the whole
communpity, the honest Conservatives—and 1 am glad to say
there are some. I have found some even in my county durin

the recess. I visited my constituency ; I held meetings; an

I tell the Government that thestrongest men, the most intel-
ligent and intellectual men of their party have turned their
backs upon the right hon. gentleman, and notwithstanding
his revisicg barrister at his right hand, and advised, as 1:37
hon. friend says—and I have no doubt they have had his ad-
viee—to make all the Tory votes they could and defeat all
the Liberals they could at the next election, he will fihd
himself mistaken. That is my opinion. I am not afraid to
state it in my place here, and face to face with the men I
expect to defeat at the next election. As far as the re-
vising barrister is concerned, sometimes he may not do the
biddin%l of the hon. gentleman opposite, for there are
some honest, true Conservatives who will change their
views when they make their cross on the other side of the
ballot. 1 am not in the fortunate position of my hon. friends
about me. I have nothing to present, because the revisi:g
officer refuses to give back the declarations be rejected,
There we are. What is to be done in that case? I do not
know ; but I assure him that at the time the preliminary
trial comes on, I will demand of him to act honestly, and,
it the Government do not aud if he does not act honestly, I
will see that he does. I will see that he will not use illegal
means against me. I am making reference now to my own
constituency, 1 have referred before to other constituen-
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cies, and I could refer to constitnency after constituency &s
to the meanness, the lowness resorted to by hon, gentlemen
opposite through their revising barristers for political pur-

poses.

Mr. DUNDAS. T think the hon. gentleman should have
placed a little more charitable construction upon the actions
of those who differed from him, perhaps honestly. In the
con-tituency I have the honor to represent, the Conserva-
tives feel that they have suffered very harshly from the
action of the revising officer. There, 314 votes offered to the
revising officer—all Conservative—have been rejected,
while but 23 of the Reformers met the same fate. The affi-
davits accompanying the 314 applications were in the same
form as that generally used throughout the Province, and I
believe accepted by most of the revising officers in other
oonstituencies. I do not for & moment accuse our revising
officer of partiality in this respect. The officer is the
county judge, and every person who knows him knows
that he would be above acting in a partial manner,
What he has done I believe he has dome honestly, but
it has borne very harshly upon our party, and I believe he
has taken a narrow view of the law. 1 will only add that
I had no intention of bringing this matter before the House
had it not been that so much has been said by hon. gentle-
men opposite as to the way in-which they were treated. We
find that it will be necessary to have these 314 persons
come personally before the revising officer in order to have
their names placed upon the list, but, notwithstanding this,
and that the revising officer has for his clerk his own son,
and that the lists are prepared in his son’s office, and that his
son is & member of the Reform party, and, I think, an
officer of the Reform Association of the county, still we do
not accuse him of any partiality. Isimply rise to point out
these taots, and to say that these decisions or constructions
that have been placed upon the law, by the revising officers,
have not in all cases been in favor of the Conservative party.

Mr, LISTER. I rise simply to make a few remarks in
relation to the motion now before the House, and not
for the purpose of finding any fault with the revising
officer in the county which I have the honor to represent,
& gentleman who has been lately s.p(s)ointed and who, thus
far, has shown every disposition to do what is right to both
parties. I think, Sir, that this discussion, so far, has shown
that there are difficulties about the working of this Act
which must be regretted by every person who has anything
to do with it. It is unfortunate that the revising officers
throughout the country have taken different views of the
law ; and I think it is to be wished that they should take a
broad, generous and liberal view of the law, as we were
promised by the First Minister when this Bill was first in-
troduced. But, unfortunately, many of them have taken a
contracted view of it, and while some of them accept evi-
dence which, in my opinion, is quite sufficient to justify the
placing of a name on the first list, many o¥hers
rejeot that evidence, thus causing great inconvenience,
in money and time, to the people who take an
interest in this matter. Now, Sir, from the statements
made by the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) and
other gentlemen who have spoken here to-day, it appears
to be a very difficult matter for a white man to get upon
the voters’ lists. The men who pay the taxes of this
country, who defend it from outside aggression and
internal rebellion—these men, it appears, have very great
difficulty, at all events, in some constituencies, in getting on !
the lists, I would say to the hon. gentlemen who spoke about
the Indians, that in many of the reserves throughout this !
country, the Indians have been placed on these lists without *
their knowledge, and in some instances against the consent
of the Indian bands themselves. 1 know, as & fact, that!
the Indian agent has brought in names of Indians to be
placed upon the lists, unverified by affidavits, or any other

Mr, Qoox.

evidence which would show that these men were entitled

'to be placed upon that list, and their names have been

piaced upon it, and they are voters to-day. 1 know, Sir,
that in a county very close to my own, there is a band of
Indians living, and 26 of them have been placed apon the
voters’ lists as being entitled to vote, while some 20, I
believe, of those Indians have stated that they did not want
to be placed upon the lists, and if compelled to vote they
would vote against the Government. Now, Sir, in another
county I believe the county of Brant—the Indian ageut has
made a list of names of the Indians and given them to the
revising officer; their names have been placed upon the
voters’ list, and these men will vote at the next election—
perhaps for the Government candidate. I merely point
this out to the House to show that the white men are not
being treated properly. Surely, if the Indians of the coun-
try are to be placed upon the lists at the mere request of
the Indian agent, it is but fair that the revising officers
throughout the country should take a liberal view in
favor of white men in construing the Act which
they are working. No man knows, except those who are
somewhat intimately engaged in election matters, the
trouble and expense that people who desire to vote will have
to take to get their names upon the lists. [ think, Sir, that
the Government are not discharging that duty which we
have a right to expect from them unless it advises, as it
appears to have done in other matters, the revising officers
throughout the country to take a liberal view of this Act.
Now, we do know that the revising officers have received
declarations before the first lists were sent to the printers,
and all declarations received by them before that time will
secure the names being placed upon the list. We
know that after those lists are printed a pieliminary
revision is to be held. Now, that revision is only
to be held in one place in each constitmency, and it
was never intended by the Act that people should go to the
expense and trouble of attending that court of revision.
All that the Act contemplated was that deciaiations should
be furnished to the officer at that first court of revision,
and he should aceept those declarations as primd facie evi-
dence of the right ot the person to vote. I know that in
my constituency the revising officer has so construed the
law, and I think that it is the corréct construction, in the
interest of all parties concerned, because Conservatives
have to go to the trouble as well as Reformers, It isimpos-
sible that the revising officer should know the names of all
persons in the constituency who are entitlcd to vote, and in
order 10 have those names upon the list it is necessary that
both parties should be vigilant, and that those names chould
be presented, and all that he should require is that primd
facie evidence of the right 10 vote should be presented to
him, and on that the vote should be placed upon the list.
There is, then, a final revision, at which the names who are
wrongfully put on the lists can be appealed against, and if
the appeal is sustained the names are to be struck off,
80 that no wrong may be dome to one party or
the other. 8ir, this discussion shows how unworkable
this Act is. This discussion verifies and Jjustifies the
opposition made to it during last Session of Parliame: t.
Sir, if I am correctly irformed of the cost of administering
this Act, it will take, at least, half a million dollars to put
1t into operatiou. In the county of Lambton, from which
I come, the printing alone will cost upwards of $1,500, and

: when we remember the tact that this work is to be repeat-

ed from year to year for five years — the nsual

' duration of & Parliament—it means that the voters’ lists

upon which every election in this country is to be held, will
cost the people upwards of two million dollars—double, I
believe, the expense of an election. Now, Sir, the Gov-
ernment itgelf has found this Act unworkable, The motion
asks that the instructions given by the Goverzment to the
revising officers should be laid betore the House. I would
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like to ask what right this Government has to give instrue- ‘idea of the enormous
tions to the revising officers. The Statute clearly enough upon the people of the

ints out the duties of these gentlemen, and if the Govern-

ment thonght proper to take upon themselves the respon- | they would
sibility of advising the men whom they appoint, surely | enormous

they ought to give them such instructions as would make
the practice uniform in placing voters upon the liste. There
is another thing that 1 will say. Iuv is charged that these
judges act in a partial or partisap manner, and it is & matter
to besincerely regretted that sny gentleman ocoupying a posi-
tion on the bench in this country should act in such a way.
And, Sir, if it is found that they are acting as partisans—
acting in the interest of the gentlemen who appointed them
for the purpose of defeating the popular will, then 1 say
that if it should happen—and I believe it will happen in
the very near future—that a change of Govornment will
take place, I believe, Sir, that it will be the duty of tha
new Government to dismiss them, not only from their posi.
tions of revising officers, but from the judicial position
which they have disgraced—if these statements are true.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I desire to say a few words on this
motion. 1 hope the Government will consent to bring
down all the papers asked for by my hon. friend from
Elgin (Mr. Casey). I would like to ascertain what advico
has been given by the Government to their revis-
ing officer who has been appointed by the Gov-
ernment to preside over the ridivg that I  huve
the honor to represent. I have unot one word to say
against that officer, I know of nothing of which to com
plain personally; but I understand that the printing,
which was given to the local newspapers in the riding I
represent—that is, the printing of the lists, has been taken
away from them by the revising officer. I do not
know whether the revising officer, Judge Lane, has been
the means of doing this or not, or whether he has acted
under instructions from the Dominion Government ; but the
fact remains, so I am informed, that this patronage, which
should belong to the local newspapers, has been taken from
them and given to an outside office. Every hon. member
knows the importance of the local newspaper. They have
special functions to perform and receive but very few per-
quisites from the Government, and I consider it is a great
hardship on those papers to have that patronage taken
from them and given to outside papers. In South Grey,
last year, the list for the township of Artemesia was printed
by the Flesherton Advance, the list for the township of
Bentinck by the Hanover Post; that for Durham by the
Grey Review, that for the township of Egremont by the
Confederate, that for Glenelg by the Markdale Standard, and
for Normandy by the Darham Chronicle. Thus the local
papers had the advantage of printing the lists, which
were well done. Now, I understand this Government
has taken away the printing from those papers and
given it to an outside office. If this has been done
by the revising officer, I do not smpport kis action.
1 hold that the patronage relating to the necessary print-
ing belongs to the papers in that county. Outside papers
receive in many cases very large sums from the public
treasury, and I consider that everything in the way of local
%rinting should be given to the local papers. When the

ill was before the House last year I opposed it, and I esti-
mated at that time that the cost of printing would exceed
$600 in each riding. I remember that hon. gentlemen op-
posite laughed at the statement and thought the estimate
much too high. I was told by a revising officer, the other
day, that a contract had been let for printing the prelim-
inary list, and in each riding the cost would amount to
nearly $300, What it will amount te in my riding I do
not know. The outlay of public money in connection with

tax they were thus placing
country. If the Government
had been aware that, at a time of great depression,
by adopting this moasure, have placed such
burdens upuun the people, [ think—provided
they bad been alive to the country's interest—they
would not have forced the adoption of that measure at that
particular time. I am amazed at the statements made by
the hon. member for Huron (Mr. Cameron) in regard to the
conduct and decisions of some of the revising officers on
applications made to be placed on the voters’ list. The
country will likewise be amazed, and the people will learn
that the object of the Government was, as [ stated last Ses-
sion, to pergetuate power for the party now in power. I
believe, as the Act comes to be fully understood, not onl by
the Reform paxﬁy but by the Conservative party, it will not
be approved. Honest men, to whutever party they belong,
will not approve a measure which places such enormous
burdens upon the people, and at the same time leaves open
the door to offences against the liberties of the people. I
notice that in one of the ridings—I think it is in the riding
of North Wellington—they have several local newspapers,
which in the past have printed the voters' list, and have
done the printing as well as printing is done by the Gov-
ernment themselves. Yet the printing of the preliminary
list was awarded to the Ma:l newspaper, a newspaper that
last year received, in the Immigration Depaitment alone,
trom the Dominion Government for printing, 87,200,
The Mail could weli have afforded t» have been magnan-
imous with the country newspapers and allowed them
to receive the printing to which they are justly entitled,
and which I demand they shall have. W’e find that the
papers in the large centres frcquently obtain large sums
from the Government for printing. I am not going to
complain particularly of that; but I do complain that
when the Government has an opportunity of benefit-
ting the country press they oripple it to build up their
subsidised organs for the purpose of perpetuating their
reign of power in the country. The London Free Press
last year received 810,793 from the Government for printin

immigration pamphlets. The Hamilton Spectator receiveg
$1,500; the Montreal Gazette, a paper which I think the
Minister of the Interior has heard of before, $7,299.66,
obtained when that gentlemun was a momber of the Guvern-
mont for a great part of the year. In order to show the
country newspapers how ill-used they have been by the Gov-
ernment, I will read over a list of some amounts which have
been paid to some of the leading organs. In three years the
Mail received for printing, for one department, $22,777.21;
Montreal Gazette, $20,342.80 ; Hamilton Spectator, $5,369.-
28 ; London Free Press, $22,689.50; Prescott Messenger,
$10,464.16, There is not a paper in the riding I represent
but is equal in intelligence and circulation to the Prescott
Messenger, and I cannot understand why such a large sum
should have been given to that organ. I notice that the
paper having the largest circulation in the Dominion,
one which stands head and shoulders above all those
in point of ability, a paper having double the circu-
lation of those papers I have mentioned —1I refer to the
Toronto Globe—all it received last year for printing was 87.
If the Government had desired to let these advertisements
be known to the country they would have been printed in
the Globe, which is read not only in every quarter of this
Dominion, but in the OQld Country, the United States,and in
every other civilised country, Yot we find that the Toronto
Globe is only down for $7, and the Tornto Week, edited by
that distinguished politieal economist and scholar, Gold-
win Smith, only receives from this Government §3. 1
say plainly and feariessly that if the Government acted
in this way to the local press it was unworthy of them;

the introduction of this measure will be enormous. Hon. | aud if it was due to the revising barrister, then he has my

wembers at the time it was introduced had not the slightest

oondemnation, But I would ssy, at the same time, that if

Q
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he did not do so I will not condemn him, or condemn him :

for any act, so long as it is right and just, for he will have
my support as far as I can give it to him. The gentleman
who is now revising barrister is deputy judge of the county
from which I come. Last Parliament he occupied a seat in
this House, but he has been appointed deputy judge by the
Government, and also revising barrister, and it will be my
duty to strengthen his hands in every way 1 can, so long as
he deals justly, fairly and honestly between the parties.
That is the position I take with regard to him. I1do not
assail him, but whoever took away the printiug which legi-
timately belongs to the local press of the country shall
bave my coudemnation; I shall not it silent, without
uttering my protest azainst what I consider a wrong done
towards (hat portion of the press on account of the work it
is doing. The local press are doing a great work in educa-
ting the people in many things, and supplying them with
information upon matters which are of vast importance to
them, and I would not sit silent and see the rights taken
away from the local press and given to the hirelings I have
mentioned.

Mr. ORTON. As the hon. gentleman hus referred to
the revising officer for North Wellington, I may state that I
had it from his own lips that the reason he was compelled
to have the printing done in ‘Toronto was, simply, that
there was no office in the county that was capable of getting
out the list in time.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would ask the hon. gentleman if
there were no papers in the riding he represents which
were com{)etent to print ic time the lists for elections to the
Provincial Legislature.

Mr. ORTON. 1 do not know anything ubouat that, but
the fact as to the Dominion franchise lists is as I have
stated.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have only to say that if there are
not prinlers in the hon. gentleman’s county capable of
doing the work, there are in mine,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not intend to say any-
thing on this question, but & remark made, no doubt inad-
vertently, by the hon. member for Lambton, necessitates
my saying & word or two. That hon. geutleman stated
that in the county of Brant the Indian agent had handed
in the names of the Indians to the revising officers, and
tbut bho had enrolled them in that way. 1 have no doubt
that the hon, gentleman, huving heard that the Iudians
- were eutolled, supposed that it was done in that way, but I
think it is only just to the Indian agent to state that he had
nothing whatever to do with it. Axs I understand it, the
Indiau ugont hus no power under the Act to hand in the
names of Indian voters., I think it is contrary te the Act—
at least it was intended to be, and I think we accomplished
that intention. I should think that, if uny Indian agent in
other ridings—as 1 have heard it stated is the case—has
handed in the names of Indians on his reserve and these
names have been received by the revising officer, that
ageut, and the revising officer as well, have transcended
their duties. The hon. member for Bothwell thinks not,
and he is a legal gentleman, more capable of judging than
1 am; but I think it was the intention to prevent the Indian
agent from ioterfering in that matter, either in the prepar-
ation of the lists or otherwise. The Indians on the Brant
reservation have been enrolled, I believe, to the number of
a great many hundreds, but I think it was done by the
revising officer appointing & bailiff, who went down to
the reserve and made a kind of assessment, thereupon
placing them upén the list. If I were to judge of what was
right and proper, my judgment being guided by the opinion
of the First Minister himself in his declarations in Parlia-
ment last year, I would say that the revising officer had
made a mistake. I do not wish, however, to impugn his

Mr, LANDEREIN,

motives, because I believe he desires to carry out what he
belioves to be the meaning of the Act, but it is one of the un-
fortunate things with regard Lo this Act that it has been so
loosely framed that it is susceptible of many interpretations.
While the case of the Indians in the county of Brant
is, Ibelieve, as I have stated, we see it reported by the news:
papers from other places that the revising officer has gone
to the municipality, has told the residents of the reserves
that under certain conditions they can have their names
enrolled if they desire, thus giving the Indians the option
of having their names enrolled or not; and I believe that in
every case in which that course has been pursued, the In-
dians have largely refused to avail themselves of the pro-
visions of the Act, thus justifying the argument we used,
last year, that the Indians were not themselves parties to
the part which was being taken in regard to them. I should
say, however, that those agents who had simply given the
Indians permission to enroll themselves if they desired
were correct. It will be remembered that 1 offered a
motion daring the debate, that no Indian should be en-
rolled except on his own application, and subsequently that
he should not be enrolled without his consent, and that
the First Minister having spoken adversely to my motion,
[urged on him to give some attention to the question of how
the Indians should be enrolled. I pointed out that on the
reserve they had no assessment rolls, the rolls being the
basis of the list in other cases, The First Minister, as I
remember his reply, stated that the revising officer wounid
proceed to the reserve and hold his little court—the fact of
a man being an Indian making no difference in that respect
—and that any Indian could apply personally or by agent
and have bis name placed on the list. Some of the revis-
ing oflicers huve acted in that way, but as it was not
incorporated in the law, the revising officer in the county
of Brant did not so interpret his duty, and did not consult
with the Indians or obtain their consent in any way, but he
has simply made an assessment and placed them on the
list. Without finding fault with him I would point
out, as has already been pointed out, that if
uniformity of franchise is the object—and we know
how that was dwelt on by hon. gentlemen opposite—
what a lack of uniformity there is in its provisions, Here
we have had instances cited of parties, of whose right to
vote there could be no qusstion, who made application, who
made the declarations and took all the steps required by the
law, yet failed to have their names entered on the pre-
liminary list; while ip other cases parties who have not
sought and do not desire to be placed on the voters’ list,are
placed on it without their consent. We are receiving evi-
dences very early, as I was sure we should, of our unwisdom
in dealing with this question. I am prepared to move, as
soon as I cap, for a resolution which I believe was unani-
mously adopted by the chiefs of the Six Nation Indians in
council about two months ago, in which they declared that
they did not want to have this Act applied to them at all.
We have not yct been able to get a copy of that resolution.
Upon application by a newspaper to the local superintend-
ent of the band for a copy of the minute, he said he did not
feel at liberiy to give it without permission of the Depart-
ment at Ottawa, but that he would write for that permis-
sion. Up to the present I am not aware that he has received
it. I have, therefore, placed a motion on the Order paper
with the view of obtaining it. Now, here is the applica-
tion of the Act to parties who do not desire to be enrolled,
who have actually protested against being placed on the
list, and who, if my information be correct, are placed on it
against their consent, while others who have enjoyed the
rights of citizenship hitherto and are fully entitled to be
enrolled, by some little quibble or objection of the revising
officer are excluded from the preliminary list entirely, In
the discussion which has taken place to-day, and in the
numerous discussions which in this Session and in future
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Sessions will undoubtedly take place, ocoupying the time
and attentior. of the House and lengthening the Sessions by
days, if not by weeks, as well as in the fact that the con-
duct of the judges is brought into review, and that charges
of partisanship ave likely to be directed against the judi-
ciary, we have other evidences of the unwisdom of the Act,

spart from the question of expemse. The expense,
as I estimate it now, will be quite equal to,
the enormous figure suggested by the Opposition

last year. My own opinion, from what information
I can get, i8 that not less than $200,000 will
be spent for printing alone, to say nothing of the salaries
of the officials, But over and above all that, the right of a
British citizen to exercise the franchise being placed im the
power of any one individual, without any appeal from his
decision, is something which I feel this Session to be as ob-
jectionable as I did last Session. Under the system of pre-
paring the list which prevailed before, the individual could
maintain his right before the assessor when going his
rounds, if the assessor chose to act in a partisan spirit,
which I believe was not the case, or to question a man’s
right to the franchise, he had an appeal to the court of
revision, composed of men elected by the ratepayers them-
selves, upon whose conduct they could pronounce judgment
every twelve months, and who, if their decisions were not
correct, or if they manifested partisanship, could be re-
moved from office. If even then a man felt that partisan-
ship was being displayed, he had a right to appeal to the
county judge, But under this Act, we have the case of a
judge who 18 a revising officer, brought prominently before
the House. On the merest technicalities and quibbles, he has
tried to prevent men getting their names on the list,
and if he should persist in his refusal, there is no ap-
peal from his decision at all; it is wholly in his
power to dispossess these persons of the right to exer-
cise the franchise. These are some of the many ob-
jections which were urged against the measure last Session,
and which have gathered force during the time that has
intervened, and it seems to me that they will make them-
selves still more apparent as discussions will arise in the
future upon the operation of this Act.

Mr. MILLS. My hon, friend from Brant (Mr. Paterson)
did not correctly apprehend my dissent from the observa.
tions he was making. I did not understand the hon. mem-
ber for Lambton as he did. I understood the hon. member
for Lambton to speak from his own personal knowledge of
what came under his observation, when he said that the
Indian agent in his constituency had actually givea the
revising officer a list of the names of Indians who in his
estimation were entitled to be placed on the voters’
list. That is clearly eontrary to law, which provides that
if' an Indian agent causes the name of an Indian to be regis-
tered as & voter, or to vote or refrain from voting, he shall
Le held to be guilty of a misdemesanor, It is clear that if he
cauges the name of an Indian to be registered, whether he
gives the revising officer & list or gives information which
enables him to make a list, he violates not only the spirit
but the letter of the Act. Wherever an agent interferes
with the view of assisting in the preparation of a voters’
list, he is violating this provision of the law.

Mr. McMULLEN. I wish to offer a word of explanation

with regard to the remark that dropped from the hon,
I wish to |

member for Centre Wellington (Mr. Orton).
state that [ have good reason to believe that the revising
officer of North Wellington was willing to offer the print-
ing to the local press, but owing to the short time in which
the work had to be performed he was obliged to send it
outside of the riding.

Mr. WELDON. I desire to call attention to the
difficalty that has arisen in the construction of the Act in
regard to tenants. It was intended that persons should

have the opportunity of getting their names placed on the
preliminary list with very little or no expense. In the
Province and constituency which [ represent, all tenancies
expire on the 1st of May as a goneral rule, and as tenants
have to show that they have puid their rent ap to the lst
of January, 1886, they cannot be enrolled until they show
that rent has been paid for tho last mouth prior to the
revision. It has been decided by some of the revising
officers that they cannot put the names of tenants on the
list at all until the final revision. The effoct of that is that
persons who "have made applications to be placed on the
preliminary list are obliged to notice in advance of the
tinal revision, to atterd the barrister’s court, and L) incar
considerable expense bufore they can get their names on the
list. In the citics of St. John and Portland, where Lhe tenan-
cies all expire on first May, the result is that the revising bar.
rister does not put their names on tho list, and the parties
are obliged to make two applications, the exponso falling on
the final revision. If a party swears he is a bond fide tenant
and has really paid rent prior to Januury, 1886, that would
be quite sufficient, without compolling him to produce a
certificate to show he had paid reant on tho first May or
June prior to the date of the coertificate.

Mr. MULOCK. Iam glad to be able to offer my testi-
mony with regard to the efficiency of the revising offlcer
wio has to do with my riding, When this Bill was betoro
the House last Session, the question arose as to who should
have the final revision, in the case where the revising officer
was not a judge. I then advocated the course that has heen
adopted, namely, leaving the final adjudicativn in the hands
of the county judge,in case he were not the revising offlcer.
I did not approve of the B.ll, but when the Giovernmont had
decided on forcing it through, I endcavored to have it made
as perfoct as I could. I can well understand that decisions
of the judges should not be fraudulent, but yet striko
the lay mind as fraudulent, Still I believe that the
county judges, as a class, speaking, at least, for those of
Ontario, have endeavored to establish uniformity of practice,
have honestly set to work to try and put the Act in force
according to its practical wneaning. It is, therefore,
specially to be regretted if any of them should so far 1isun-
derstand the object of the Act as to defeat its end by any
technical means. I acquit them all of any intention to do
wrong, for it would be most lamentablo if the pablic were
obliged to withdraw to-day any confidence in the judiciary,
because they may fail in some particular duties that may
altuch to their office. Should a judge, holding the office of
revising barrister, prove himself nnfaithful in that capacity,
there is no position of public trast which hoshould be permit-
ted to enjoy for a moment, and I trust the House will always
be sufficiently independent to remove {rom office any judge
who, 10 the discharge of his duties as revising officer, has
clearly been proved unfaithful to his trust. When the
House loses its sense of equiry to the extent that it will not
administer such punishment, no matter to what party the
officer may belong, there will cease to bo any safeguard to
the rights of the people. It is of the utmost import-
ance to the country and to the Government itself that this
Act, as put into operation by the revising officer, shall
give entire satisfaction. In view of what has occurred, it is
manifestly clesr that some of the revising officors are mis-
apprehending their duties and defeating the object of the
Act, by attaching undue importance to techunical objections,
and such a course is, in effect, as iujarious as if it were the
result of malice or design. As the Government hag sent
certain iustructions to revising barristers, it would be pro-
ductive of great good if they woald follow up the course
they have adopted by intimating to the officers that in fature
they should endeavor to carry out substantially the object
of the Act, which is that every man who possesses the
necessary qualification be placed on the voters’ list, if he
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makes any reasonable attempt to be placed there. Such a |
course on the part of the Government would redound to
their credit and to the good of the country.

Mr. CASEY. I agree with what the hon. the Secretary
of State said yesterday in one respect, namely, that I could
not expect him to answer in detail on the spur of the moment
the charges I brought, but [ feel deeply disappointed that
he did not express his condemnation of the transactions
which I laid before the House. Even if he did not believe
that [ had established my case against this particalar revis-
ing officer, he should have denounced proceedings, which, if
established, are, on the face of them, unfair, unjust, and with-
out precedent. Ifthe Governmenthave been already lacking
in their duty in not sending instructions to the revising officers
which would have prevented transactions of the sort, I have
still further ground for regretting the course they have taken.
Leaving aside these particular cases I have brought before
the House, the point I wish to cmphasise is this: when the
officer is compiling his first list, he is not sitting in his
judicial eapacity, as he will be on the fival revision; he is
merely acting as the manicipal clerk used to act and not asa
judge, and should therefore require no greater acquaintance
with the law on the part of those applying to be registered
than a municipal elerk vequired on the part of those who
applied to bo put on the old voters’ list. In this case, exces-
sive technicality has been insisted on in my county ; 1 do not
know to what extent in other counties, Possibly, in many
of them, the same technicality has been insisted on, but the
revising officers have been more secretive than in EHlgin,
und have not given reasons for rejection or probably not
notified the applicants at all of their rejection. For this
reason more particularly, I brought on the debate, so
that voters all over the country should be warned in
time to enquire into the fate of their applications. As I
stated last year, the officers require watching, and the
facts prove the truth of that assertion. I agree with the
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), that it is quite
possible the revising officers, without the intention of doing
wrong, may do injustice, as they are men unused to
this procedure and accustomed to purely legal proceedings.
They have attempted to apply this in many cases where it
did not apply, where it should not apply, and in these cases
the(f will do serious injustice, even where they do not mean
to do wrong. Of course, I donot dany that there aro places
where the revising officer may have been appointed, and
probably has been appointed, with the intention, on the
part of the Government at least, of getting the most favor-
able consideration for one side of the case. In such cases
as these, he will spocially pay for watching. All I ask now
is simply publioity. We want to know what the Govern-
ment has cold these officers to do. As to this question of
printing, it seems to be nosecret. We are told onevery hand—
it seems to have leaked out from the returning officers them-
selves—that the printing is to cost sb much per name—12c.
or 12%c, Yer nsme—and this is, of course, a pretty large
figare. I am informed by practical printers that 6¢. per
name would be ample and would give a good profit. I do
not know of my own knowledge whether that is correct or
not, but I know that, uunless you have competition, unless
you do what the tow:ships do, ask the printing offices in
the various towns to vompete, you will never have the list
printed at the lowest 1ate. No matter how low you fix your
arbitrary rate, it will always be higher than that which you
would get as the result of competition ; and, further, it will
always be in the hands of the papers on one side. If that
amount of 12¢. per name is correct, it will amount to from
8450 to $500 for every oonstituency in Canada. That is
over $100,000 which is to go into the pockets of Conserva-
tive newspapers, for it will all go to Conservative news-
papors. '

Mr. BOWELL. That is not so.
Mr, MuLook,

Mr. CASEY. TUnless some, very Conservative indepen-
dent organ can be found in some town which will get 2 slice
of it. As to the form, we are told that the instructions to
the revising officer were that he must not print the list
three times, as the Act says; that he must contravene the
Act, and print it only once; that he may print all the copies
from the assessment roll, say 600 numbors per constituency,
that he can use 200 copies for the preliminary revision, and
then, by adding nawmes at the foot of the pages in blank
spaces, can prepare the list for the final revision, and so, in
the same manner, can complete the list by striking out
with his pen or by adding names as the case may be. In
this way we will have a very pecaliar, scrappy looking list,
a list fall of erasures, and subject to manipulation by the
revising officer after the final court has been held, because
there is nothing to prevent his running his pen through any
name he likes, aud the result will be that that person will
be disfranchised, and we will have no security as to the
composition of the list. Of course, this is an attempt to
avoid the expenditure for printing which would be neces-
sary if the Act were carried out. The Government see that
the Act involves more expenditure than the country will
stand, and they have contrived a plan to avoid some of this
expense, but the result will be very inconvenient lists. As
to the Indian question, I have been informed, since this
debate began, from my constituency that the statement made
ag to other counties is true there also, and that the course
pursued by the revising officer in my own county was that
which has been allegad. I am told that the judge inter-
viewed Mr. Beatty, the Indian agent at Highgate, and got a
list of the Indians on the Moravian reserve who ought to
go on the primary list. I mention this only to urge that
such procedure is dangerous and improper, and I doubt if it
is not illegal, and it certainly should be put a stop to.

Motion agreed to.

TEMPORARY GOVERNMENT LOANS.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT moved for:

Return showing in detail sums borrowed by way of temporary loan by
Government on 1st March, 1886, from banks or other parties, in Canada
or elsewhere. .
He said : I do not want to enter into a lengthy discussion
on this matter, but in making the motion I would be glad
to know from the Minister of Finance whether the $14,300,-
000 which he stated to be now horrowed by way of tempo-
rary loans from parties, either in Canada or England, are
new loans, or whether they were loaus of last Session carried
over. Last Session there was an amount, either equal to or
somewhat larger than this, which had been borrowed tem-
porarily, and I had understood that the loan was in part for
the purpose of paying those off. However, as I had observed
that the Minister of Finance did not contract aslarge a loan
ashad been expected, I suppose in point of fact this had been
renewed from time to time. I would like to know, if the
hon. gentleman’s memory permits him to state it, how that
was,

Mr. MoLELAN. In answer to the hon. gentloman, I may
say that part of that sum is made up by the old loans and
are still standing, and some by new loans contracted since.
The parties loaning object to our giving their names. We
can give the dates at which certain amounts were loaned,
and when they will be payable, but the names of the banks
and the names of the institations loaning we object to give,
as they decline to have their names published, but we will
give the rates of interest and the dates at which they were
contracted.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. ULast year the hon.
gentleman’s predecessor, 1 think, objected to giving the
rates of interest, but did give the names. Now, although
I do not want to embarrass the Minister of Finance, who has
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a great deal on his hands, I do not myself see why there

should be any objections to the names of parties who loan

money being made known to this House. I do not recol-
lect on any previous occasion, that particular information
having been refused, and I fail myself to see that there can
be any sufficient reason for not doing it. Of couree, it is a
matter which, to a certain extent, we must acknowledge
rests in the discretion of the Government; but it is a new
precedent, as far as my memory serves me, and I do not
remember the information being refused before.

Mr. BOWELL. During the last Session of Parliament
the late Finance Minister did, as the hon. gentleman states,
givethe names of the banks and the parties from whom the
money was borrowed, but the hon. gentleman has foryotten
that when a second motion came before the House— and 1
think if he refers to the Hansard he will find it there
rccorded—the Finance Minister then refused to give the
names of the parties from whom the money was borrowed,
stating at the time—

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
himself was then acting Finance Minister I think,

Mr. BOWELL. I was coming to that presently. The
statement was made in the House by myself, by the direct-
ion of the late Finance Minister, that the parties, from whom
the money was borrowed, objected to their names being
mado public, and considered it a private transaction; but
the amounts which were being borrowed were given to the
House. The statement made last Session was precisely the
same as the one which has been made by the present
Finance Minister.

Mr. BLAKE. I suppose it is iutended to communicate
the rate of interest in each case, and not the average rate ?

Mr. McLELAN. Yes, for each loan.

Mr. BLAKE. For my part, I do not wish to give my
assent Lo the doctrine that borrowing transactions can take
place between the Government of thi country and individ-
uals, without this House being made cognisant of the per
sons. ] think it is an utterly uneound notion. I think
that the sooner the corporations, who have transactions of
this kind with the Government, know that they will be
beld liable to have these transactions stated in Parliament,
the better; and if public corporations decline to loan to
the Government and the people of this country, and have
their names made known, we had better not borrow of
them; we had better borrow only of those who can afford
to have the transactions stated, with the names of the per-
sons with whom the country is contracting.

Motion agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY—
Mr. WELDON moved for:

Return of the number of private or officiul cars built or purchased tor
the [ntercolonial Railway since the year 1878, aud the cust of each car.

Mr. POPE. There has been no private cars of that kind
vurchased for the Intercolonial. There bus been one car
held for the gencral inspection of the railway, but it is as
much for the Canadian Pacific Railway as the Intercolonial
However, I will give the hon. gentleman the information
with respect 1o that car,

Motion agreed to.

THE NORTH WEST DISTURBANCE—TRIAL OF
LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron.) I am mnot quite sure whether
the Order of the House on the motion of the hon, member
for Bellechase (Mr. Amyot) covers what I require by the

moticén I have on the paper. The hon. gentleman moved

PRIVATE CARS.

for a return, and obtained an Order of the Houso, for copies
of all documents forming the rocord in the case of Her
Majesty against Louis Riel tried at Regina, &c. What I
desire to obtain is a copy of the shorthand notes of what
took place on the application to postpone tho trial of Louis
Riel; the argument of prisonor’s counsel in favor of and
the arguments of the Crown counsel against such postpone-
ment, and the obsorvations and docisions or rulings of the
judge thereon: the shorthand notes of Charles Nolin's
cross-examination and the arguments of oounsel and
decision of the judgo thercon. 1In order to be sure that this
ground is covered, I move for:

1. A copy of the shorthand notes of the application to postpone the
trinl of Louis Riel for one month from the 21st July, 1885; the argu-
ments of prisoner’s counsel in favor of and the arguments of the
Crown counsel against such postponement, and the observations and
decisions or rulings of the judge thereon.

2. The shorthand notes of that portien of Charles Nolin’s cross-
examination wherein Riel’s counsel endeavored to eatablish Riel's inean-
ity ; Riel’s protests against that line of defeace, and his desire to dis-
pense with the services of his counsel, and the arguments of counsel
and the obzervations and decisions or rulings of the judge thereon.

3. The judge’s charge to the jury at the trial of Louis Riel.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Report of the Department of Militia and Defence for the
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1885.—(Sir Adolphe Caron.)

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showing the expenses, in detail, with dates, incurred by the
several members of the Gtovernment, and any other person or persons
in the service of the Government sent to Kugland or elseweere, on
behalf ot the Government, from 16th February, 1885, to date ; a8 also a
return ehowing the travelling expenses in detail of Sir Charles Tupper,
High Commissioner to Kngland, during the same period.—(Mr. Somer-
ville, Brant.)

Return showing the amounts of money paid to Chief Kah-ke-wa-quo-
na-by (otherwise known as Chief Joues), editor of ** The Indian News-
paper,” during the past four years, with a statement of the services ren-
dered for such payments. and all correspondence and Orders in Council
in connection therewith.—(Mr. Somerville, Brant.)

Return of all the hardware and railway supplies purchased in Halifax
by the Department of Railways and Oanals for the Iatercolouial or any
Goveroment works, in each year from 1st July, 1878, to 3ist December,
1885, the names of each firm, amount by tender a-d contract and with-
out, amount paid to each firm in each year.—(Mr. Forbes.)

Return showing :—1st. The name of each person on the superannua-
tion list on the lst of January, A. D.1883. 2nd. The date ut which
ench of such persons were superannuated. 3rd. The amount paid into
the superannuation fund by each person now on the list. 4th. The
total amount paid to each person now on the superannustion list up to
the 18t of January, 1886‘—&41‘. McMullea.)

Retorn showing the amount paid . M. Barker, of Orangeville, return-
ing officer under the Canada Temperance Act for the Uounty of Dufferin,
Ontario, for the vote taken under the provisions of said Act, on ths 30th
day of October, 1884, giving a detailed statement of his account and the
amount paid him, giving each item separately.—(Mr. McMuller.)

Return showing copies of all reports, communications, letters or other
papers from any Government agent or other person, to any member of
the Government or to any Department of the Government, since the 1st
of April, 1882, referring to the insufficiency of the food either as to qual-
ity or quantity, supplied by the Government to any [ndians in the North-
Wyeet. Territories, or referring to the case of any North- West Indians who
may have suffered or died from starvation.—(Mr. Mulock.)

Returns of all cazualties to trains on the Intercolonial Railway arising
from collision, broken rails or any other cause, for the caleudar year
1885; the respective causes and dates; the names of any conductors,
engine drivers, or other officials dismissed, suspended or fined jor any
such collision or other reglect of duty; the amount of damage (if any)
to property in such cases ; the amount of compensation paid to owners
of property destroyed or damaged, as well as amount of claims for 1083
or damage to property (if any) unsettled.—(Mr. Weldon.)

Return showing the quantity of rolling stock purchased for the Inter-
colonial Railway during each six months of the year ending 31st Decem-
ber, 1885, giving each kind of rolling stock, and whether purchased
under contract or otherwise, the parties from whombought and the cost
of each kind ; also a statement showing what has been built in Govern-
ment workshops of each kicd.—(¥r. Weldon.)

Retarn showing the quantity of stores purchaged and taken into stock
for the Intercolonial Railway during the last six wonths for the year

. ending 318t December, 1885, specifying wha® stores and of what kind
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purchaged under contract, and the names of the geveral contractore, and
the several amoants paid under such contracts.—(Mr. Weldon.)

Return showing the cost and moneys expended upon the railway sta-
tion building in St. John, New Brunswick, and of the furniture and
fittings therein, the amount of the several contracts, namea of contrac-
tors and the place of manufacture of such furniture and fittings.—(Mr.
Weldon.)

Return showing the number of men employed on the Intercolonial
Railway between Oampbellton and Hulitax and between 8t. John and
Shediac including the men employed at the different stations, specifying
the number at each station and the men employed in the machine shops
at Moncton ; the number and names of men dismissed or discharged
from the employment of the Railway since 18t of October last, and the
geveral causes of such dismissal or discharges ; also any reduction of
wages payable to the employés or any of them since the lst day of
October last.—(Mr. Weldon.)

Return of the rolling stock repaired at the Government workshops at
Moncton for the Intercolonial Railway during the year ending 3lst
December, 1885 ; also of the rolling stock of the said railway repaired at
other workshops during the same period, the places where such repairs
were made n.m{) the amounts paid.—Mr. Weldon.

Copies of all petitions, communications, and representationsin favor
of the commutation of the sentence of Louis Riel.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Oopies of all papers found in the Council room of the insurgents, or
elgewhere at Batoche, especially including: 1. The diary of Louis Riel.
2. The minute book and Orders in Council of the insurgent Council. 8.
The correspondence of Louis Riel. —(Mr. Laurier.)

Copies of all reports made by the Commissioners appointed by the
Royal Commission issued on the 30th March last, ¢ to make such
enumeration of Half-breeds resident in the North-West Territories out-
side of the limits of Manitoba previous to the 15th day of July, 1870,
and also to report the persons entitled to be dealt with under sub-clause
(e) of clause 81 of the ‘ Dominion Lands Act, 1883,” and also the extent
to which they may be entitled ;'’ of all proceedings of the said Com-
migsioners ; of all instructions given to them and of all correspondence
exchanged between them and the Government.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Copies of minutes of the councils held by the Six Nation Indisn
Chiefs during the month of December, 1885.—(Mr. Paterson, Brant )

Oopies of: 1. All Orders in Council or Departmental Orders respect-
ing the putting in operation ¢ The Act respecting the Electoral Fran-
chise.’”” 2. All instructions given by the Government or any of the
Departments to the revising officers appointed under said Act. 3. All
correspondence between the Government or any Department of it and
said revising officers.—(Mr. Cameron, Huron.)

Qopy of the Order in Oouncil, dated on or about 4th August, 1883,
under which the Prince Albert Colonisation Company was authorised to
exchange township 43, range 27, west of 2nd meridian, for fractional
township number 45 on the south side of the Saskatchewan River, also
range 27, west of 2nd meridian.—(Mr. Edgar.)

1. A copy of the report of George Duck, Dominion Lands Agent at
Prince Albert, dated on or about 15th August, 1884, relating to the
lands of the Prince Albert Colonisation Company. 2. A copy of all
reports of Rufus Stephenson, Inspsctor of Colonisation Companies, con-
cerning the Prince Albert Colonisation Company, and particularly his
report dated on or about 19th November, 1884, relating to the lands of
said company, and giving detailed statements as to the settlers thereon.
Also, copies of all reports by, and instructions to, Government agents or
employés relating to the said company’s lands, either originally or
gubsequently applied for.—(Mr. Edgar.)

Return showing the number of Half-breeds of the North-West Terri-
tories who 'Froved their claims before the Commission at Fort
Qu’Appelle, Touchwood Hills, Qu’ Appelle Valley, Regina, Maple Creek,
Calgary, Fort McLeod, Pincher Creek, Edmonton, St. Albert, Fort Sas-
katchewan, Victoria, Fort Pitt, Battleford, Prince Albert, Batoche,
Duck Lake, Forks of Saskatchewan, Fort i la Corne, Cumberland
House, Moose Jaw and Willow Branch, in North-West Territories ; also
at Grand Rapids, in Keewatin, and Winnipeg and Griswold, in Manitoba,
giving in each case the number of heads of families and minors: also the
number of males and females ; also copies of all the petitions filed in the
Department of the Interior praying that grievances be redressed, with
the names of such petitioners, distinguishing those who had their claims
already settled in Manitoba and those who had not ; also the number of
Manitoba Half-breeds who proved their claims prior to the 20th of April
last on the supplementary list, and those who have proved their claims
gince that date.—(Mr. Ross.)

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

Motion agreed to and the House adjourned at 6 p.m.

'

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 5th March, 1886.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT PRESENTED.

Annual Report of the Postmaster-General for the yoar
ending June 30, 1885,— (Sir Hector Langevin.)

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 17) to amend the Act respecting tne North-
West Central Railway Company.— (Mr. Beaty.)

Bill (No. 18) to incorporate the Midland Bank of Canada.
—(Mr. Ward.)

ANIMALS CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT AMDMT.

Mr, MULOCK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
19) to amend the Animal Contagious Diseases Act.
He said: The object of the Bill is to provide a more
equitable rystem of compensation to owners of cattle
that may be slaughtered under the provisions of the Act
of last Session. No new principle is introduced by this
Bill. It is framed substantially on the lines of the English
Statute 41 and 42 Victoria, with one exception, namely,
that in the Imperial Act no provision is made for extra
compensation in the case of thoroughbrod animals. In the
Bill which I have the honor to introduce such a provision
is introduced.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE—TRIAL OF
HALF-BREEDS.

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many half-breeds were com-
mitted for trial in connection with the North-West rebellion ;
how many were tried; how many were convicted ; how
many Indians were committed for trial in the same con-
neotion; how many were tried ; how many were corvicted ;
how many whites were committed for trial in the same
connection ; how many were tried; how many were con-
victed; and what are their names ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The information which
the hon. gentleman asks is prepared, but has not been
verified in such a way that I would like to give it to-day.
It will be ready, however, on Monday. 1 hope the hon.
gentleman will find it more convenient to move for it,

Mr. BLAKE. After what was said the other day by the
Minister of Interior, in answering 8 question put by the
hon. member for York, I supposed that objsction would
not lie on that side of the House.

HON., SENATOR O’DONOHOE,

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was it arranged between Mr,
O’Donohoe and the First Minister or any member of the
Government that the tormer should become a Privy Coun-
cillor or Cabinet Minister? If so, when? (2.) Was the
office to be filled by Mr. O’Donohoe agreed on? If so, what
was the office? (3.) Was any communication addressed by
the First Minister to any ecclesiastical dignitaries intimating
Mr, O’Donohoe’s approaching accession to the Government ?
If 8o, when and to whom ? (4.) Was any communication by
His Excellency the then Governor General relating to Mr.
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O'Donohoe’s appoiniment conveyed to that gentleman; and,
if so, when ? (5.) For how long a time did the understand-
ing continue that Mr. O’Donohoe should be & Privy Coun-
cillor and Minister, and when was it broken off ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman
will renew that question next week, I will be able to revive
my recollection of the circumstances.

INCREASE OF NET PUBLIC DEBT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What is the increase of the net
Public Debt from March 1st, 1885, to March 1st, 1886 ?

Mr. McLELAN. The increase from the 1st March, 1885,
to the 1st March, 1886, was $15,856,422.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. AMYOT asked, On what authority did Mr. Justice
Richardson state, in pronouncing sentence upon Louis Riel,
that he could not give him hope that Her Majesty would
exercise mercy in his behalf? Was he authorised by the
Execntive to make that declaration ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I have to say that the
Government had no communication with Mr. Richardson
on that subject. It is presumed thatthe intimation which
Mr. Justice Richardson made, was made by him, as it ocea-
gionally is by other judges in similar cases, as indicating his
own view of the case being one in which Executive clem-
ency sheuld not be exercised.

THE GROSS PUBLIC DEBT.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, What is the increase of the
gross Public Debt from March 1st, 1885, to March 1.t, 1886

Mr. McLELAN. The amount is $24,983,770.

BANKRUPICY AND INSOLVENCY LEGISLATION.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Isit the intention of the Govern-
ment to introduce any general Bankruptcy Law this Ses-
sion ? Ifsuch be not their intention, will any special com-
mittee be proposed by them, as was done last Session, to
consider the subject of insolvency legislation ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Itis not the intention
of the Government to introduce any Bill on that subject,
and it is not deemed necessary to invite the House to ap-
point a committee on the subject, inasmuch as the com-
mittee seemed to have terminated their labors last Session,
and their deliberations resulted ip the bringing in of a Bill
whieh any member can bring forward, without any further
deliberations on the part of the committee.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. AMYOT asked, What is the date of the Order in
Council ordering the execution of Louis Riel ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). The date of the Order
in Council to which the hon. member probably has refer-
ence, being the Order in Council directing that the law
should take its course, was the 12th November, 1885,

Mr, AMYOT asked, What was the motive of the third
respite granted to Louis Riel ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). In order to give time
for the arrival at Ottawa of the report on the medical con-
dition of Louis Riel.

BOUNDARIES OF ONTARIO.

. Mr, MILLS asked, Whether the Government propose to
invite any action by Parliament in reference to the bound-

aries of Ontario? If so, what action is Parliament to be
invited to tuke, and when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That subject is now
under the consideration of the Government.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.
On the Order,

Resolution, That this House feels it its duty to express its deep re-
gret that the sentence of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of
high treason, was allowed to be carried into execution.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). With the permission of
this House I will postpone the consideration of this motion
until next week. Some members are leaving to-night, and
they have asked me to postpone the discussion of this
question until next week; and if the House will permit
me, I will allow it to stand.

Motion allowed to stand.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Copies of all commigsions, letters, telegrams or instructions whatso-
ever, given, furnished or sent by the Government, by any Minister or
Ministers, or any officer of the Department of Justice, to His Honor Mr.
Justice Hugh Richardson, in relation to the trial of Riel at Regina, or
to the counsel representing the Government at the trial; also copies
of any instructions given to any person whomsoever on the staff of the
court pregided over by the said Judge, and to the counsel representing
the Government at the said trial.

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). 1 am not aware that
there are any such documents as are enquired for in the
first part of this Address, butif there are, they will bo
brought down,

Motion agreed to.

DISMISSAL OF THE POSTMASTER OF STRATH-
LORNE, N. S.

Mr. CAMERON (Inverness). As it has been reported in
the public press in Nova Scotia that the Postmaster of
Strathlorne was removed from office for efficiently discharg-
ing his duty, and as I doubt that the Postmaster-General
would remove him for that reason, I beg to move for:

Copies of all correspondence relative to the dismissal of Isaac

McLeod, Esq., Strathlorne, Invernese, from the position of Postmaster
at that place, including the Post Office Inspector’s report.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. Every paper relating to the
matter will be brought down.

Motion sgreed to.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.
Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Oopies of all letters, reports, telegrams and documents whatsoever
relating to the several respites granted, on or without his application,
to the late Louis Riel ; also copiea of the Order in Council directing the
execution of Louis Riel; also, of any letters or telegrame transmitted b
one of the physicians to enquire into the mental condition of Louis Riel,
or by all of them collectively.

He said: As I understand that the question raised by my
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) will come
up next Thursday, I hope the Government will not delay
bringing down the pafpers which are asked for, and which
are anxiously waited for by the House. I need not say that
we want to see all the papers concerning this important
question, .

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). There is no objection
to the motion, and the documents will be prepared as soon
as possible, considering the large number that have been

called for,
Motion agreed to.
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POST OFFICE OF PICKERING, ONT.
Mr. EDGAR moved for :

Copies of all reports made by Inspector Sweetnam concerning alleged
irregularities in connection with the management of Pickering post
office, in the county of Ontario, and in particular of his report upon the
investigation beld by him at the village of Pickering in December, 1883;
and copies of all correspondence between Inspector Sweetnam aud the
Post Office Department relating in any way to charges made against
the management of said post office, and a copy of instructions to the
lnspector given upon such report.

He eaid: In December, 1883, one John Logan was the
deputy postmaster at Pickering post office. An investiga-
tion seems to have been held into the management of that post
office in December, 1883, while he was deputy postmaster.
1 have here a copy of what purports to be the evidence
taken at the time by a shorthand reporter for a local news-
paper. According to the evidenee, it seems that there
were charges made and evidence given against the deputy

ostmaster of overcharges for postal material, of money
elters going permanently astray from his office, of opening
lotters in that office, and of gross delays and mistakes of all
sorts, ard it is stated in the report that on the conclusion of
the evidence the inspector told all those in the room who
bad complete confidence in Mr. Logan Lo stand up; 8 stood
up and 42 remained seated. Then the inspector said he
would report the matter to the Postmaster-General at once
and take whatever action was necessary. It is very impor-
tant that the roport which Mr. Sweetnam made after this
investigation should be made known, because since then the
Government has actually appointed Mr. Logan to the posi-
tion of postmaster in that place,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. All the documents that the
Governmont can control shall be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY AND NORTH SHORE
RAILWAY COMPANY—CORRESPONDENCE,

Mr. LAURIER moved for:

Copies of all correspondence between the Government or any member
of the Government with the Canadian Pacific Railway and the North
Shore Railway Company, and between the two companies concerning
the prolongatton of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway to the
Harbor of Quebec ; of all contracts between the gaid two railway com-
panies in reference to the same ; of all Orders in Council passed in refer-
ence to the same, togethor with a statement of all moneys paid by the
Government, and of the names of the persons to whom such payments
were made, also in reference to the same, and in conformity with the
Acts 47 Victoria, Chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoria, Chapter 58.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. All correspondence on
this subject which is under the control of the Government
shall be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMISSION.

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

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows :—

LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, sn
approved Minute in Council, appointing the Right Honorable Sir John
A. Macdonald, G C.B., President of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canada, the Houorable Sir Hector Langevin, Minister of Public Works
the Honorable Mr. McLelan, Minister of Finance, and the Honorable
Mr. Costigan, Minister of Inland Revenue, toact with the Speaker of the
House of Commons as Commissioners for the purposes and under the
provisicns of the Act 31 Victoria, Chapter 27, intituled: ¢ An Aect
respecting the Internal Economy of the House of Commons: and for
otber purposes.’’ !

GoverNMENT Housg,
Orrawa, 5th March, 1886,

Mr. TuoxrsoN (Antigonish).

| RETURNS ORDERED.

i

‘ Copies of all correspondence with the Minister of Public Works, the
i Minister of Railways and Capals, and the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, relative to repairs of the Public Wharf at Port Hastings, In-
verness, N. S.—(Mr. Cameron, Inverness.)

Copies of all correspondence with the Department of Public Works,
relative to protecticn required to the north of Smith’s Island, toprevent
the total destruction of Port Hood Harbor, Inverness, N. 8. ; also a copy
of the Engineer's report thereon.—(Mr. Cameron, Inverness.)

Copies of all letters written by the Provincial Secretaries of the late
Provinces of Upper and Lower Canada and Canads, or any officer or
officers charged with the proper suthority on each of the following
gubjects : 1. Capital cases in which the Crown refused to exercise the
pardoning power, not only in cases which verdicts when rendered were
accompanied by a recommendation to mercy, but also in cases in which
there were no such recommendations. 2, Capital cases in which the
Crown did exercise the prerogative of pardon. 3. Capital cases in
which the Crown refused to respite executions where applications had
been made for that purpose, with a view towards appealing to the Lords
of the Privy Council. 4. Capital caees in which the fiats for writs of error
had been refused by the Attorney-General or the Minister of Justice for
the time being.—(Mr. Mackintosh.)

Copies of all Orders in Council in relation to the Half -breed prironers
in the North-West, passed during the three months next preceding the
16th November, 1885.—(Mr. Desaulniers, Maskinongé.)

Copies of all documents forming the record in the cases of Her
Majesty against the different parties tried in connection with the late
rebellion, including the jury list, the names of jurors, the lists of jurors
empannelled, the motions and affidavits fyled, the evidence, the inci-
dents of the trial, the charges of the Judge, the names of the Judges
who tried the different cases, the names of the counsel for the prosecu-
tion and for the defence, the pleas entered, the verdicts and the sen-
tences, and, in short, of every document whatever relating to the said
trial.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 4:5 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,
Monpay, 8th March, 1886,
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.

PrAYERS.
REPORTS PRESENTED. -

Report of the Minister of the Interior for the year 1885.
—(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Report of the Minister of Agriculture for the fiscal year
ended 30th June, 1885,—(Mr. Pope.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 20) to provide for the Punishment of Seduction,
and to afford Protection to Women and Girls,.—(Mr.
Charlton.)

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER COURT.

Mr. EDGAR moved for leave t> introduce Bill (No. 21)
to further amend the Supreme and Exchequer Court Act.
He said: While the Supreme Court Act seems to make
full provision for deciding controversies between the Do-
minion and any Province, or between one Province and
another, it is more than doubtful whether a Province has
the power to apply of its own motion to ascertain the opin.
ion of the Supreme Court as to the validity of any of its own
statutes; and it does seem to me to be not unreasonable
that the Provinces should have the power. It looks hard
that private parties should have to bear the expense, and
very often losses of other kind, in testing the validity of
Provincial Statutes in the courts, whereas we might, I

think, by & very simple provision enable the Provincial
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Governments themselves to obtain the opinion of the high-
est tribunal in the land as to the validity of their own
statutes. There seemed to be two ways in which this might
be done, One would be to enable the Lieutenant-Governor
in Council to refer the question directly to the Supreme
Court; but as that court isunder Dominion jurisdiction,
that might be objectionable. Another way would be to
enable the Lieutenant-Governors in Council to do so by the
intervention of the Governor in Council, and that is the
lean adopted in the short Bill which I have laid before the
ouse.

Motion agreel to, and Bill read the first time.

RATE OF INTEREST IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.,

Mr. BAKER (Victoria, B.C.) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 22) respecting the rate of interest
in British Columbia. He said: At present no rate
of interest is specified by 14w in British Colum-
bia as collectable on accounts recovered under judg-
ments, and great trouble very frequently arises in
arriving at the amount of interest which has been
allowed with the principal which has been recovered. This
Blll is simply to provide what shall be the legal rate of
interest recoverable in British Columbia in that way, and
also to specify the mazimum rate which can be recovered,
even where there is an expressed agreement.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

THE NORTH.WEST DISTURBANCE,

Mr. BLAKE asked, How many half-breeds were commit-
ted for trial in connection with the North-West rebellion ;
how many were tried; how many were convioted ; how
many Indians were committed for trial in the same connec-
tion ; how many were tried; how many were convicted ;
how many whites were committed for trial in the same
connection ; how many were tried ; how many were con-
victed ; and what are their names ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). Most of the prisoners
taken in connection with the rebellion were not regularly
committed for trial, but were taken for overt acts of rebel-
lion and held for trial or discharged. There wers, in all, 46
half breed prisoners, 81 Indians and 2 whites ; 18 half-breeds
were tried for treason-felony, one for high treason, and one
for murder; 11 were discharged on their own recognis-
ance of $100 each, to appear and receive sentence when
called upon ; 8 were discharged upon their own recognis-
ance, to appear and take their trial when called upon ; one,
Adolphe Nolin, chargell with treason-felony, was discharged
by order of General Middleton. Two others who were held
for trial and would have been tried in the course of the
present month, were discharged on the proceedings being
discontinued by my own direction. The 4 others were
discharged, one having been acquitted. Of the Indians 44
were convicted of various offences, nearly all treason-felony ;
1, however, was for manslaughter, 2 for arson, 5 for
horse stealing, 1 for cow stealing, 1 for breaking gaol, and
the nthers were convicted of treason felony; 10 were dis-
charged on promising to come up for trial when required.
In the case of one Indian charged with treason-felony, there
was no evidence against him at the time of the trial, but he
was detained at Regina for farther enquiry by the Indian
Department, and has since probably been discharged. Three
were acquitted. The remainder of the Indians, charged
with various offences, were discharged. The two charged
with stealing appesr to have been discharged, but I am not
in a position to say by whose order or on whose authority.
Of the whites two charged with treason-felony were held for
trial. One of them, William H. Jackson, was acquitted on
the ground of insanity; the other, Thomas Scott, was
acquitted,

HON. SENATOR O’'DONOHOE.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Was it arranged between Mr.
O'Donohoe and the First Minister or any member of the
Government that the former should become a Privy Coun-
cillor or Cabinet Minister? If so, when? (2.) Was the
office to be filled by Mr. O'Donohoe agreed on? If so,
what was the office? (3.) Was any communioation ad-
dressed by the First Minister to any ecclesiastioal digni-
taries intimating Mr. O'Donohoe’s approaching accession
to the Government ? If so, when and to whom ? &4,) Was
any communication by His Excellency the then Governor
General relating to Mr. O’Donohoe’s appointment conveyed
to that gentleman ; and if so, when? ~ (5.) For how long a
time did the understanding continue that Mr. O’Donohoe
should be a Privy Councillor and Minister, and when was it
broken off ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will answer this ques-
tion, in so far as I think the public interests are concerned.
In 1882, negotiations were opened with Mr. O'Donohoe with
the view of his entering the Ministry, and the assent of the
Governor General was obtained to his being asked to enter
the Government. It was, however, found that Mr. O’ Dono-
hoe could not, at that time, from various causes, bring the
expected strength to the Administration, either gener-
ally or from his co-religionists; and, after coneultation be-
tween Mr, O'Donohoe and the Hon. Frank Smith, Senator,
the former was appointed Senator, and Mr. SBmith was ap-
pointed to the Privy Council, without, accordingto my
recollection, any office being assigned to him,

IMMIGRANTS SETTLED IN CANADA.

Mr. MILLS asked, What is the total number of immi-
grants reported to have settled in Canada during the calen-
dar year 18857

Mr. CARLING. 79,169.

FRANCHISE BILL,

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to introduce any amendments to the Fran-
chise Bill during the present Session ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. That is under considera-
tion,

AMNESTY IN THE NORTH. WEST.

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to advise an amnesty in favor of persons
against whom the Government has not instituted proceed-
ings in respect of acts committed in the late rebellion in the
North-West ?

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. That is a matter of con-
siderable delicacy, and is now under the consideration of
the Government,

THE NORTH-WEST DISTURBANCE—TRANSPORT
SERVICE, Erc.

Mr. CASEY asked, What are the total amounts paid to
date, or now payable, on any claim recognised by the
Government in connection with the suppression of the
North-West rebellion, under the following heads, viz.:—
Transport service; pay of officers and men; subsistence;
equipment; arms and ammaunition ; medical and hospital
supplies; horses; forage; commissions, if any, for payment
of money or purchase of supplies ; distinguishing payments
made under any of these heads to the (anadian Pacific or
| Hudson’s Bay Compsniea ?

! Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I must ask the hon,
gentleman to move for the returns; It is quite impossible
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to give the information sought for except by bringing down
the papers connected with the different services.

THE CBINESE QUESTION,

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether any communication has
been received from the Government of the United Kingdom
relating to the recent or proposed legislation of the Par-
liament of Canada on the subject of Chinese, and whether
any such communication will be laid at ao early day on
the Table ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No official communication has been
received.

Mr, BLAKE. 1 did not say “official.,”
Mr. CHAPLEAU. ButI say “official.”

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANK, MANITOBA.

Mr. ORTON asked, When is it the intention of the Gov-
ernment to establish branches of the Post Office Savings
Bank at important points in Manitoba, and at what points?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. They will b established as
necessity requires,

BR.TISH AMERICAN BANK NOTE PRINTING
COMPANY.

Mr. LISTER asked: 1. Whother charges have been
made against the British American Bank Note Printing
Company for smuggling into Canada engravings, vignettes
and othor works of art from the United States without pay-
ing duty? 2. Whether charges have boen made against
the same company for having eutered importations of a
like kind urder the proper value? 3. If such charges have
been made, whether thoy have been investigated by
officials of the Government, and whether these officials have
submitted to the Government a report of the result of
their investigation ? 4. Ifsuch practices have been carried
on by the company, over what period of time do they
extend ? 5. What is the value of such importations for the
last three years, as well as the total value ? 6. Whether
any sum was  found due by the company for unpaid
duties, and if so, whut wus the total amount so found to
be due? 7. Whether a less sum than the amoant found to
bo due was accepted by the Government in sottlement, and
if 8o, what was the amount so accepted ?

Me. BOWELL., Io answer to No. 1: Yes, 2. Yes.
3. Yes; the charges have been investigated by the Com-
missioner of Customs in the same manner as all other
seizures, and the result reported. 4. The report is divided
into two periods, tho first prior to 1875, at which time the
concessions which the Bank Note Company enjoyed were
withdrawn, and the sccond subsequent to that date and up to
Jauuary, 1886. 5. Tho value reported as illegally imported
or undervalued for the last three years is $399. The total
value reported is $15,517. 6. The sum found due by the
company for unpaid duties is $588.20. 7. A sum less than
the amount found to be due was not accepted by the Gov-
ernment. The amount accepted by the Government was
$588.20, the full amount of unpaid duties; $294.10 being
50 per cent. penalty as per section 102 of the Customs Act,
and $308 to cover costs. Total $1,190.30.

INTERCOLONIAL RY—WORKING EXPENSES.

Mr. WELDON asked, What are the earnings and work-
ing expenses of the Intercolonial Railway for each month
from July 1st, 1885, to February 1st, 1886 ?

Mr. POPE. 1If the hon, gentleman will put that in the
shape of & notice of motion, I will bring down the papers
without delay.

Sir ApoLrre CARON.

THE CASE OF LOUIS RIEL.
Mr. DESAULNIERS (Maskinongé) asked, Whether the

| Government made enquiry with a view tuv ascertaining the

intention of the jury in the case of Louis Riel, in recom-
mending the prisoner to the mercy of the court?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish), There was no means of
making such an enquiry except by enquiring from the indi-
vidual jurors who composed the jury, and that has not been
deemed a constitutional mode of seeking the information,

Mr. DESAULNIERS (Maskinongé) asked, Whether the
Government received any communication, letter or other
document from one or more of the jurors in the case of
Louis Riel, informing them that the intention of the jury in
recommending the said Louis Riel to the mercy of the court
was to exempt the prisoner from the death penalty; aud if
any such information reached the Government, what juror
or jurors furnished the same ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). No such communica.
tion, letter or other document has been seut to the Govern-
ment, so far as ] am aware, If the papers contain any such,
they will be brought down.

On the Order for the Resolation of Mr, Landry (Mont.
maguoy) :

That this House feels it its duty to express jts deep regret that the
sentence of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason,
wag allowed to be carried into execution.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon,
friend to allow this motion to stand until Thursday.
Wednesday is a holiday, and, as this may produce con-
siderable discassion, we may as well set it down, with the
congent of the House, as the first Order of the Day for
Thursday, and 1 hope the discussion will be continued
de die in diem until it is disposed of. In connection with
thie motion, I may say that it is considered by the Govern-
ment of such importance that they will not go on with the
Estimates or enter upon the Bndgot unti! they know how
they stand on this motion

Motion allowed to stand.

INDIANS UNDER THE ROBIN3DON TREATY.
Mr. DAWSON moved for :

Copies of all correspondence betwesn the Government of the Domin-
ion and the Government of Qatario, in reference to the amount due to
lodians under the Treaty of 1850, commonly known as the Robinson
Treaty.

He said: In making this motion, Mr. Speaker, I desire
to draw the attention of the House, orfce more, to the case
of the Indians affected by the Robinson Treaty. [ have
frequently taken occasion to refer to this matter, but I am
sorry to say without any very encouraging result, further
than to obtain from the Government a full acknowledg-
ment of the justice of the claims made by the Indians. It
is acknowledged on all hands that there is a very large
sum due to them, and it is always given as a reason why
they have not bsen paid, that there is a difference existing
between the Government of the Dominion and the Govern-
mont of Ontario, as to which of the two Governments
should furnish the means wherewith to pay them. The
Dominion Government claims that, by the wording of the
treaty, the payments to the Irdians were made a lien on
the land, and that, a8 the Government of Ontario now pos-
sesses the land and derives the revenues therefrom, it is
bound to meet these payments, On the other hand, the
Government of Ontario holds that, by the British
North  America Act, the charge of the Indians
and all matters relating to them, including the payment of
their annuities, devolved on the Dominion Government.
The Government of Ontario, however, while maintaining
that it should not be called on either to pay annuities or
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arrears, suggested-—very properly, asI think—that the Do-
minion Government should in the meantime pay the
Indians the arrears due them, leaving the adjustment of the
matter, as between the two Governments, to future con-
sideration. On the occasion of the visit of His Excellency
the Governor General to Algoma in 1881, the Indians of
Lakes Huron and Superior presented addresses to him, in
all of which they drew his attention to tbe injustice under
which they were suffering from the withholding of the
arrears due to them, and His Excellency asked me to make
out a memorandum showing how the matter stood. This I
did, and as the memorandum 1 then made states the
matter more concisely than I could give it in a speech, 1
shall, with the leave of the House, read a few extracts from
it. The address of the Thunder Bay Bands—and all the
addresses are much alike—ran as follows : —

To His Excellency the Governor General —

tWe, the Indians of the land of many waters, welcome Your Excellency
to our country. Our loyalty to our Great Mother the Queen is steadfast
and unalterable, and we beseech Your Excellency to convey to Her
Majesty our respectful love.

¢ This great country through which Your Excellency is now passing,
belonged, not long ago, to us. We inheritedit from our ancestors; but
the white man came, and all we now possess is confined to a few emall
patches in this vast territory.

¢ We should not trouble Your Excellency with our grievances on an
auspicious occasion like the present, when Your Excellency has ccms,
as the representative of our Great Mother, to visit our country, but we
may, nevertheless, mention that, on our ceding this territory, certain
promises were made to us which have never been fulfilled, and even a
written agreement entered into, which has not been carried out; even
the trees on our small reserves are being cut off without our consent.

¢¢ All this is kaown to the Government, for we have, year after year,
sent in documents explaining our position and demanding simple justice,
but so far without avail, and we pray Your Excellency to order that
justice may be done to the I.dians without further delay.

“Your Excellency, we are sure, will pardon the poor Indians for men-
tioning these matters, for we have done so with the greatest reluctanca.
We are but a remnant, and a feeble one, of the once powerful tribes who
inhabited these shores. Our race is passing away, and the day is not
distant when the land of our tathers will know us uo more. In the
meantime, the white man might afford to deal at least justly, if not
generously, with a people who will soon cease to trouble him. He has
our silver mines and our forests, and is extracting vast treasures frow
these. Yet the miserable pittance due to the Indians is withheld.

¢ But we have done with our grievances, and shall conclude by wishing
Your Excellency a safe and agreeable journey to the lands of the set-
ting sun.

"gMay God bless and preserve Your Excellency.

¢« JOHN BAPTISTE BINES3I,
¢ LODIS CAPTAIN,
‘“ ALEX[ DABAGAR,

Y Chiefs of the Fort William Band of Indians.”’

On this [ made & memorandum for His Excellency, from
which I shall now make a few quotations :

¢ Ag the case of the Indians at Fort William is identical with that
of all the bands on Lakes Huron and Superior, I shall endeavor to ex-
plain how they all stand in reference to the arrears of Indian annuities
which have accrued under the Treaty of 1850, commonly known as the
Robinson Treaty. By this treaty, it was stipulated as follows :—

“ The said William Benjamin Kobioson, on behalf of Her Majesty, who
desires to deal liberally and justly with a1l ber subjects, further pro-
mises and agrees that should the territory hereby ceded by the parties
of the second part at any future period produce such an amount as will
enable the Government of this Province, without incurring loss, to
increase the annuity hereby secured to th-m, then and in that case the
same shall be augmented from time to time, provided that the amount
paid to each individual shall not exceed the sum of one pound Provin-
cial currency in any one year, or such farther sum as Her Majesty may
be graciously pleased to order. )

CThig language is clear enough, and on reference to the offi:ial cor-
respondence it will be seen that it is nowhere denied, but on the con-
trary admitted on all hands, that from the time the payment of $4 per
headfanaually could have been made from the revenue of the ceded
territory, without loss to the Guvernment, the Indians were clearly
entitled to have their annuities augmented to that amount; but for a
very long period the matter seems to have received no attegtxon, pay-
ments of $1 494 per head to the Lake Superior [ndians, and $1 per head
to the Lake Huron Indians, being made annually.

¢ This state of matters continued until the fall of 1875, when, after a
lengthened correspondence with the Ontario Government as to which
Government should supply the funds, a payment of $t per head was

first made to the Indiane by the Dominion Government, wut of the

arrears, eztending back over a very long period, they have not, up to
the present time, been paid anything whatever.

t As to the amount of these arrears, it shou'd, in order to conform
to the treaty, be computed from the date at which the revenue from
the ceded territories became such as to admit of the stipulated payment
of $4 per head being made to the Indians, without loss to the Govern-
ment, and it cannot be very difficult to find that date, with an earnest
desire to discover it. A proper gearch in the revords of the Orown
Lands Department of Ontario will show the yearly territorial revenue
derived from the ceded territories and the cost of its collection, both
before and since Confederation ; but in the unfortunate dispute—still
pending—between the two Governments, ag to which should sapply the
tunds to meet that portion of the arrears which has accrued since Oon-
federation, and indeed the whole of the annuities since the ceded terri-
tories fell to Ontario, information has been but very sparingly supplied.
From such as can be had, however, a statement, at least approximately
correct, can be made, and in endeavoring to show how the matter
stauds I shall ba careful, in estimating the arrears, to keep within the
amount to which the Indians are justly entitled.

‘¢ In the first place, I would draw attention to the fact that soon after
the treaty was entered into the territories ceded became productive.
In 1854 and 18556 mining licenses were issued and lands sold on Lake
Superior, the sales and license fees amounting in these and succeeding
years, up to the date of the confederation of the Provinces, to $110,000
—=a sum more than sufficient, after deducting all charges connected
with its collection, to have met the payments to the Lake Superior In-
diang in full. (See memo. of Commissioner of Crown Lands of Qutario,
page 32 of Return.) The amount renlised during the same period from
land sales, license fees and timber dues on Lake Huron was doubtless
much larger, but the Commissioner of Crown Lands, in the communi-
cation above referred to, gives no statement, alleging as a renson for
withbolding it that the eastern boundary of the tract ceded had not
been defised. He might, however, have given a closely approximate
estimate, seeing that the lands from which any considernble revenue,
it not the whol» of the territorial revenue, hnd been derived were far
withia the ceded tract, and in localities where there could be no ques-
tion as to the boundaries. From the date ot Coufederation up to the
1st October, 1874, the revenue arising from tands on Lake Superior (veo
memo. referred to) amounted to $272,000, while on Lake Huron, within
the same period, although no statement is given, [ am in a position 1o
say that the territorial revenue paid into the Treasury of Ontario could
not have fallen short of three-quarters of a million of dollars—the sales
of timber berths in one year alone exzecding $6:0,000.

“ Tauking the whole period of tweuty yeara intervening between 1855,
when the ceded lands had become sufficiently produ:tive to admit of
the I idians being paid from the proceeds thereof the full amount stipu-
lated in the treaty, without loss to the Government, and 1875, when
they for the first time received $4 per head, | believe 1 am within the
mark in stating the total territorinl revenue derived from the ceded
tracts at $1,300,000. It is therefore evident that the condition in the
treaty making the annuity of $4 per head contingent on the Govern-
ment being able to pay it, without loss, from the revenues of the ceded
traets had been tully met, and the Indians were, consequently, entitled
to the full benefit of the stipulation throughout the whole period named,
that i3, from 1855 to 1876.

¢ [{ remains to be seen how much of the stipulated amount has been
paid to them and how much rema ns dve. On reference to the accom-
panying return, it will be seen that the amount paid to the Lake Suve-
rior Indians was, as I have already said, $1.494 per hend annually, while
the Liake Huron Indians received at first $'.10 per head, and latterly
only 85 cents per head. The calculation made by the Minister of ths
Interior a8 to the difference between thesum actually paid annually and
that which should have been paid will, I suppose, be nceepted without
cavil, and on reference to his report of 12th July, 1875, and the Order1n
Council of the 32nd of the same month based theoreon (pages 24 and 26
of Parliamentary Return) it will be geen that the difference between $1
per head, to which the Indians were entitled by treaty, and the sum they
actually received is computed at the annual amount of $10,484 and that
to meet any probable deficiency in this estimate the sum of $11,000 is
allowed by the Order in Oouncil for the payment to be made in that
year (1875} Taking, however, the lesser sum as the correct amount,
and applying thia calculstion to the period of twenty years intervening
between 1855, when, as already stated, the full amount of $4 per hend
should have been puid, and 1875, when it was for the firat time actually
paid, it appears that annual payments aggregating $209,680, without
reckoning interest, have been withheld from the lndians, but in any
fair calculation the intereat should be added, and at the moderate rate
of 5 per cent , simple interest, it would amount to $110,082 muking, with
the abovestated aggregate of the sums yearly withheld from the anauities,
$319,762.

¢« The poor Indians are too oftea accused of being in a chronic state
of grumbling, because in addresses and petitions, which are sometimes
bat little heeded, they tell of their grievances, hut let an equal number
of poor white men have a wrong like thig to complain of, and it i8 need-
less to say that they would grumble in a much more audible manner
thao the Indians bave done.

« The amount due to these poor people, if funded and the proceeds
judiziously applied, a8 they doubtless would be under the careful man-
agement of the Indian Branch of the Department of the Interior, to the
establishment and maintenance of achools, such ag the Shingwauk Home
at Sault Ste. Marie, the Orphan’e Home at Fort William Mission and the
Industrial Schools on the Manitoulin, would have an excellent effect
in bringing the Indians to adopt the habits of civilised life.

¢ But the sum stated, although considerable, is not all that the
Indiang may clasim or are fairly entitled to. A large number of the
' Lake Huron Indians do not participate in the annuities at all, although
' the ceded lands belonged as much to them as to their more favored
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brethren officially known as Treaty Indians. The lands on Lake Huron
were in fact ceded by a part and not the whole of the Lake Huron
bands, although the territorial rights of all were equal, and there are
now consgiderable numbers of Indians on Lake Huron who are treated a8
aliens and non-treaty Indians, and all this on grounds so flimsy that
they would not bear & moment's investigation. The annual payment of
$4 per head should apply equally to all the Indian population. But the
-treaty stipulated not alone for $4 per head, butfor “such further sum as
Her Maj:sty may be graciously pleased to order’ (sae page 1 of Return).
Now the Indians of the interior all get $5 per head, besides carpenters’
tools, twine for nets, farming implements and cattle. In view of all
this, it seems singular that the bands on the Great Lakes have not been
better treated, more especially as the Treaty, even if its provisions had
been fairly carried out, was in itself, to say the least of it, illiberal
and unjust, so much go as to have elicited from the Imperial Commis-
sioners who in 1856 investigated the condition of these Indians, the fol-
-lowing very pointed remarks : ‘If we considered that it came properly
wuithin our province we woull mot hesitate to express our dectded regret
that a treaty shackled by such stipulations, whereby a vast estent of
country has beem wrung from the Indians for a comparatively nominal
sum, should have received the sanction of the Government’ What
would these Commissioners 8ay now if they could rise and see that, for
a period of twenty years, less than even a third part of this ‘mnominal
sum,’ a8 they justly call it, was paid to the Indians. X

“ Qn farther reference to the Return, it will be seen that in a memo.
dated 14th Jan, 1874 (page 15 of Return) the Attorney General of On-
tario remarks as follows :— .

# ¢The Dominion Government should settle with the Indians without
question a8 to what Goverament ought ultimately to pay.’

“No one will be disposed to question the properity of this common-
sense suggestion, and it is much to be regretted that it has not long ere
this been acted on.

¢ It iz the Dominion Government alone, a3 representing the old Prov-
inces, that ia liable for that part of the balance of the annuities remain-
ing unpaid at the date of Qonfederation, and it forms a good deal more
“than half of the entire snm due.

‘] gee it is stated in an official memorandum dated 13th April, 1873
(see Return, page 11) that ‘the amounts received in payment of portions
of the lands surrendered in September, 1850, were realised chiefly from
miniag locations, up to the period of Confederation, and that an impor-
tant part of the money paid in was absorbed in defraying the costs of
surveys, and as the locations formed for the most part seperate blocks of
land the expense of survey was greater proportionately than under
ordinary circumstances in township surveys.’

¢ This is very plausible as an excuse for the neglect of the Indian
claims, but, unfortunately for any weight it was intended to have, it is
incorrect. As regards the cost of surveys, the then existing rules of the
Crown Lands Department rendered it necessary for parties lsasing or
purchasing mining tracts to have all surveys made at their own expenss,
80 that those surveya were effected without any cost to the Government.
It ig algo stated in the same memorandum that ‘it was contended up to
& comparatively recent period that the profits realised from those re-
sources were 8o immaterial as to be inadequate to supply any appreciable
increase in the annuities payable under the Robirson Treaties.’ The
territorial revenue at Liake Superior amounted to $110,000 at the date
of Oonfederation, and probably to about double that amount on Lake
Huron, forming together quite an appreciable sum, sufficient at least to
have enabled the Government to meet the stipulated payment without
loss. As to the statement contained in the memorandum from which
1 bave just quoted, that ‘it was contended,’ etc., I am afraid there
was little or no contention in the case. The matter had, in fact, drop-
ped out of sight, and the Indians, after ¢ grumbling’ in vain for twenty

ears, had quietly, although reluctantly, accepted & situation tor which,
in their distant homes on the shores of the Great Lakes, they saw no
rem :dy.”’
I have been particular, Mr. Speaker, in drawing attention
to this most important matter, so that hon., members who
have not had an opportunity of studying it, may be able,
on roference to the Hansard, to see how it stands, I have
said that the matter is an important one, and it really is
s0. ltis of importance to the Indians, because many of
them are in want and need the rolief that would be afforded
them by an adjustment of their claims ; and it is of very
great importance to us Canadians that the fair fame of the
country, in dealing with the native races, shall not be
darkened by our remaining passive while they are suffer.
ing trom the non-fulfilment of a treaty solemnly outered
into with them in Her Majesty’s name. These Indians have a
way of communicating intelligence among themselves,
which but few white men are aware of, and during the
troubles of last spring the Indians of the Saskatchewan
found means of exciting the Indians in the western sec-
tions of Algoma. So much was this the case, that the
people of Rat Portage became apprehensive of & rising
among the Indians of Rainy River and the liake of the
Woods, and applied for arms and troops. These Indians,
however, kept quiet, but they were well informed as to

Mr, Dawson.

the rising on the Saskatchewan. Lastfall I was met
by a deputation of Indians at Lake Superior,
and they, after stating their “long-standing grievance
about the non-fulfilment of the Robinson Treaty, said:
“ Why does the Government always fail in attending to our
petitions. We have been quiet and loyal, and yet our
claims, presented as they have been every year for a very
long period, are met with silence?  Can it be possible that
the Indian need not look for justice from the white man
until he assumes a threatening attitude ? Is it because we
are weak and the Indians of the Saskatchewan strong, that
we meet with neglect, while their demands, although not so
well founded as ours, are promptly attended to? You say
they are fed because the herds of baffalo on which they re-
lied are destroyed, but has not the white man destroyed our
fisheries and frightened away the game on which we relied
for subsistence ? We cannot see why we should be depriv-
ed of our just dues while they get more than theirs.” I have
sent many petitions from these people to the Government,
and I really think that their claims should meet with some
attention. Surely the Government of Ontario can have
nothing to do with that portion of the arrears which
accrued previous to Confederation ; and I see nothing in the
way of its being at once adjusted. The Treasurer of
Ontario stated lagt year that the consideration of the claims
of the Indians, under the Robinson Treaty, had been by
mutual consent postponed. I would like to know under
what authority the Deputy Minister of Finance, who was
conducting the pegotiations regarding accounts for the
Dominion Government, consented to such an arrangement.

Motion agreed to.
Mr. DAWSOUN moved for:

Return of all statements and estimates made by the Department of
I[ndian Affairs, of moneys due to Indians under the Robinson Treaty ;
also of all correspondence and documents whatever in relation to tha
same subject.

Mr. Speaker, I have said all I intend to say with respect to
the Robinson Treaty; but there was another treaty mude
in the district of Algoma, and that was a treaty with the
Manitoulin Indians. In 1836 Sir Edmund Bond Head onter-
ed into a treaty with them, by which the Manitoulin Ix-
lands should remain their property forever. Of course, it
subsequently became very desirable that the islands should
be thrown open for eettlement, and in 1862 the then Super-
intendent-General of Indian Affairs went up there and
made a treaty with the Manitoulin Indians. Of all the
treaties which whito men have made with Indians, I be-
lieve that was the very worst treaty as regards the Indians.
It was a treaty most unjust in its provisions, and it has re-
sulted in the downright robbery of those poor people.
Why, Sir, after this treaty has been in operation for twenty-
four years, what is the result? How much have the In-
dians got? The sum of §1.79 per head per annum is all
these poor people who were obliged to relinquish their
land under this Manitoulin Treaty, which was carried out in
the year 1862, now receive. Ihave had petitions from the In-
dians of Manitoulin which I have laid before the Government
lately, and I have replies from the Government stating that
their case would be very carefully considered, as I have no
doubt it will be. I think that these Indians, now that they
have ceded their territory, should be placed in the same
position as the Indians under the Robinson Treaty, and be
treated in the same manner as other Indians This treaty
was very hard and onerous in its provisions; it compelled
them to make the surveys; and why these people should
have been done out of the territory which was granted t»
them on such harsh, onerous, and 1 may say, heartless con-
ditions, is more than I can conceive, The Indians them-
selves objected, and a portion of the bands stood out ; they
retained their own territory ; they would not yield to the
seductions of the then Superintendent-General of Indian
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Affairs, but they held out for their lands. What is the
consequence ? 'They are flourishing and getting rich, while
the others are in poverty and want. Their petitions are
now before the Government seeking aid, and I hope the
matter will receive the careful attention of the Government,

Motion agreed to.
COLONISATION COMPANIES,

Mr. EDGAR moved for:

Copies of : 1. Letters patent ineorporating the Prince Albert Colonisa-
tion Company. 2. Agreement executed between the Prince Albert
Oolonisation Qompany and the Crown for the colonisation of Dominion
Lands. 3. Letters or applications by John White orothers, on behalf
of the Trenton Colonisation Company to the Minister of the Interior,
requesting that its name be changed to the Prince Albert Colonisation
Company and all correspondence on the subject. 4. Correspondence
between John White and the Department of the Interior respecting
%pplica.tions for lands either on behalf of the Trenton Colonisation

ompany or the Prince Albert Colonisation Oompany, and in particular
all letters from Mr. Burgess to Mr. White in the year 1882. 5. Letters
or applications by the Prince Albert Oolonisation Company, or asyone
on their behalf, for lands, timber limits, coal claims, or any other
privileges in the North-West. 6. Correspoandence between the Depart-
ment of the Interior or any of its officers and J. 0. Jamieson, relating in

' any wa{ to the affairs of the Prince Albert Colonisation O ompany,
especially copies of all such letters to J. 0. Jemieson in 1883. 7. State-
ment of accounts to date between the (tovernment and the Prince
Albert Qolonisation Company. 8. List of sharebholders of the Prince
Albert Colonisation Company showing names and numbers of shares,
and whether held in trust or otherwise, according to allotment made by
the Board in May, 1883.

Hesaid: A motion was carried the other day asking for
papers in connection with this same company, and I hope
the Government will see their way to bring down those
papers at an early day, as well as the papers which this
motion asks for, if it is carried. I was told by the hon.
member for East Hastings (Mr. White), who is not in his
place in tlie House at this moment, that he would like to
be present if any discussion took place on this motion, and
I informed him that if I brought it on in his absence I
would raise no discussion on the motion. For that reason I
simply move it,
Motion agreed to,

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT PORT ROWAN OR PORT
ROYAL.

Mr. JACKSON moved for:

Return of the report of E. W. Soare, Government engineer, in refer-
ence to the practicability of ooust.ructing a harbor of refuge at Port
Rowan or Port Royal, in the County of Norfolk, Province of Ontario,
the survey having been made during the season of 1885, giving his
opinion in reference to the construction of said harbor, and giving the
probable cost of the same.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, Thereis noreport as to the
racticability of constructing a harbor of refuge at Port
owan or Port Royal, nor has Mr. Soare given his opinion

in reference to the construction of such & harbor. The
only thing the engineer was entrusted with was to take
certain soundings, in order that the Chief Engineer of the
Department might sascertain from the data so obtained
whether it would be practicable to have a harbor of refuge
there. 1 would, therefore, advise the hon, gentleman not to
insist on his motion,

Motion withdrawn.

LICENSES TO CUT TIMBER.

Mr. CHARLTON moved for:

_1. The total number of Orders in Qouncil or Departmental Orders,
since 1870, recommending the granting of licenses or permits to cut
timber in the Dominion of Canada, with the total are a (actual or approx-
imate) covered by such orders; 2. For each separate year since 1870,
the name and address of each applicant in whose favor such order was
made; the date of each order; the area covered by each crder; the
location of the land covered by each such order ; the bonus, if any, in
addition to cost of surveys, ground rent and Crown dues, in each case

requirad, and the total area covered by such orders in each year.

He said: I presume, from the promptitude with which the
uestions asked by the hon. member for West York (Mr.
allace) were answered by the hon. Minister of the Inte-
rior, that we may reasonably expect the House to be placed
in possession of the information asked for in this order at
an early day.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I can assure the hon. gentle-
man that I am quite as anxious to have this information
brought down as he can possibly be to see it; but, in order
that it may be complete, I think itis necessary to amend
his motion in one or two slight particulars—not to take
anything from it, but to add somethm% to it, to enable the
public to see exactly what has been done in reference to
timber licenses, 1 move that the motion be amended by
omitting the words after ¢ order ” in the third line, second
paragraph, and inserting instead: *Ground rent and
Crown dues respectively paid in each oase, and the bonus, if
any, in addition to the cost of surveys in each case required ;
also the whole area covered by such orders in each year.”
And that the following paragraph be added :—

3. The total number of licenses issued under the authority of the several
Orders in Council ; the total area covered by each licemse, whether the
area consisted of detached pieces of land or of compact blocks, and the

riod of time in each case during which the license was operative ; and
in the case of permits, the purpose for which the timber was required.

Mr. CHARLTON. 1 have no objection to the fullest in-
formation,

Motion agreed to.

RETURNS.

Mr. BLAKE. When oan the hon. gentleman make any
statement as to the papers he will bring down relating to
the North-West Territories ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Looking at the various
motions made by the hon, gentleman, they involve so great
a mass of papers that I fear I do not know where to com-
menge or to end, If the hon. gentleman will be kind enough
to review his motions, and inform me more specifically what
he wants, I will endesvor, as far as I can, to bring down all
the papers that can be brought down without involving
private affairs or affecting public interests,

Mr. BLAKE. Then the hon. gentleman does not propose
to bring down any spontaneously.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, I do not say that.
Mr, BLAKE. Doeshe?

8ir JOHN A. MACDONALD, Yes, I do,

Mr, BLAKE., When? .

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They sare in oourse of
preparation,

Mr. DAVIES. Last Session [ asked for returns of a
report made by the commissioners appointed to investigate
certain fishery claims of Prince Edward Island. It was
promised, and, I believe, is ready, but has not been brought
down,

Mr. McLELAN. I will make enquiries aboutit, I wus
under the impression it had been laid on the Table,

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all Orders in Council passed for the granting of the subsidy
aunthorised by the Acts 47 Victoris, chapter 8, and 48-49 Victoris,
chapter 58, ¢ for a line of railway connecting Montreal with the harbors
of St. John and Halifax by the shortest and best practicable route ;" of
all reports of engineers upon which said Orders in Council may be
based, together with a statement of all moneys paid in connection with
the same, and of all persons to whom such payments may have been
made.—(Mr. Laurier.)

Reports made by persons not in the service of the Government to
whom samples of flour for the Indians in the North-West were submitted
for ins)pecﬁon during the years 1883, 1884 and 1885.—(Mr. Paterson,
Brant.
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Btatement of the names and post office addresses of sll persons '
employed in taking the census of the North-West Territories; the
amonnts paid to each as salary and expenses, distinguishing between
those who were already in the employment of the Government and !
those who were not.—(Mr. Landerkin.) !

Return of the expenditure made by the St. John Bridge and Railway |
Extension Qompany on their railway and bridge connecting the Inter-
colonial and New Brunswick Railway; together with a statement of the
amounts advanced by the Government to the said Company and the
dates of such advances.—(Mr. Weldon.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Government of Canada and
the Government of Ontario in reference to proposed Imperial Legisla-
tion to confirm the deeision of the Queen in Bouncil upon the west and
north-west boundaries of Ontario.—(Mr. Hilla.‘)

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

Motion agreed to; and the Hotse adjourned at 4:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TukspaY, 9th March, 1886.
" The Srraxzs took the Chair at Three o'clock.
Punné;

ASH WEDNESDAY—ADJOURNMENT.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:

That when this House adjourns this day, it do stand adjonrned until
Thursday next.

Motion agreed to,

TIME FOR PRESENTING PRIVATE BILLS.
Mr, IVES moved :

That the time for presenting Private Bills be extended to Wednesda;
31st March, inat.nnt.p & ? 7

Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.
Mr, DESJARDINS moved:

That the First Report of the Select Committee appointed to supervise
the Official Report of the Debates be now concurred in.

He said: The House will remember that last year the
Committee reported in favor of changing the form of the
report of the Debates from royal quarto to octavo, and

changing the type from long primer to brevier for the !

main report and from minion to nonpareil for the quota-
tions. [t was expected then that some change would be
adopted in the system of printing the departmental and

i tary documents, so that the Committee thought it

parliamen
would be easy to make the change suggested, which was

| Criminal Cases.

EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. CAMERON (Huron) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 23) farther to amend the Law of Evidence in
He said: The Bill is the same Bill I
introduced last Session, and which received the assent of
this\House by & majority of 47, but failed to pass because
the other branch did not see fit to acquiesce in the passing
of the measure. I hope it will meet with better success
this year.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MEMORANDUM OF SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL—
COST OF PUBLISHING.,

Mr. LAURIER asked, What amount was paid to vari-
ous newspapers for distributing to their readers the memo-
randum of Sir Alexander Campbell on the Riel matter, the
names of the newspapers, and the sum paid to each?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The accounts will be put before the
House. I would have brought them down to-day, but one
was missing bet ween the printing depsrtment and the cor-
respondence department of my office. =

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 14) to reduce the Capital Stock of the Bank of
New Brunswick.—(Mr, Weldon.)

RETURNS.

Mr, BLAKE. I beg to draw the attention of hon. gentle-
men opposite to the fact that, although the Government
havo fixed Thursday for the discussion of the motion of my
hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry), they have not
yet brought down the papers, the propriety of bringing
down which they admitted by consenting to the various
motions for their production, nor have they yet fulfilled
their obligations of bringing down further papers 9rgmised
in connection with the North-West troubles, although those
papers are intimately connected with the question we are
called on to debate,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think as yet
any detailed return of the expenditure of $2,300,000 voted
last year for the North-West troubles has been laid upon
the Table. It was to have been laid upon the Table within
15 days, which will expire next Thursday.

Mr. McLELAN. 1 will make enquiries into the matter.

i Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
' the House. '

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 3:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS,

considered likely to reduce the expense of the publication '

of the Debates and to render the volume more convenient
for handling.  But no measure having been adopted by the

Government, we had to try and make some arrangement

with the printers who had the contract hitherto. Whilst

they were ready to continue for one year the publication on

the conditions of the former contract, they objected to the
change proposed in the report, on account of the heavy
outlay it would involve for one year only, while they had
no guarantee that they would obtain another contract.
The Committeo felt that, under the circumstances, they
should recommerd ihe extension of the contract for a further
year as the only practical way out of the difficulty.

~ Motion agreed to.

TaurspAY, 11th March, 1886.
The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PrAYERS,
FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 24) to incorporate the Kingston and Pembroke
?lutu;zl Aid and Insurance Co,, Limited—(Mr. White, Ren-
rew.

_Bill (No. 25) respecting the Northern and Pacific Junc-
tion Railway Go.—(Mr, MoCarthy.)
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Bill (No. 26) to incorporate the Teoumseh Insurance Co.
of Canada.—(Mr, Macmillan, Middlesex.)

Bill (No. 27) to amend the Act to incorporate the West
Ontario Pacific Railway Co.— (Mr, Macmillan, Middlesex.)

CRIMINAL LAW AMFNDMENT.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hastings) moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 28) to amend the Criminal Law of Canada,
He said: This is a Bill similar to one which I introduced
last Session. Owirlg to the multiplicity of legislation, and
the very many able, elaborate and interesting addresses

The next section, sec, 51 of chap. 21, 82 and 33 Vio., makes
it discretionary with the judge to send these men to Prison
for any term he may choose. Now, I do not intend to ask
the House to take away that discretion, because I think
that it would scarcely be fair that a woman who may break
into & laundry and steal a few articles of olothing, or a man
who may break into a grocery and steal candy, should be
sent to the penitentiary for life, but I propose adding a olause
which shall read as follows :—

But when it shall be found that such person, at the time of commit.

ting such offence, had in his possession un{ implement known as &
burglar's tool, or any murderous weapon of any kind whatsoever, he

which we had on the Franchise Bill, we did not succeed in
reaching it. It is intended to amend the criminal law o
far as it relates to a notorious class of offenders known as
burglars, From what comes under our immediate notice
and observation, I am satisfied that the crime of burglary
is rather increasing than dimipishing. Besides appropriat-
ing our valuables and our goods and ourselves, it has Ied to
inoalculable injury to our property ; besides almost frighten-
ing out of their lives our wives and children. If burglars
are frustrated in their design in any way, they do pot hesi-
tate to commit murder. Our merchants and bankers have
been put to & great deal of expense in placing coverings
over their safes with a net wire and a telegraphic attach-
ment, in order that, when an attempt at burglary is made,
an alarm may reach the police station; but even this is not
always found successful, and the criminals manage to
evade the vigilance of the police. Another reason for
amending thls law is, that many of these men who
are incarcerated are only sent to prison for a very short
time, and, as soon as they are released, they proceed to ply
their avocation as assiduously as ever. ln faet, it is no
punishment or warning to them whatever to receive those
short terms of punishment. I might give an instance of
this. In the city in which I live, a couple of burglars were
in the act of breaking open the safe in the office of the
Burrell axe factory. The men who work in that factory
g0 there early in the morning, and they discovered these
men in the act. Finding they were caught, they ran off
and they ran a distance of half a mile, pursued by the
factory hands, and then managed to get through a broken
wind w in the basement of a church——no doubt, a very
painful operation—and then climbed up a stairway and
secreted themseives in the steeple. The men who were
following them despatched a messenger to the police station
while they kept watch ; the chief of police came, and, when
the men were comm nded to come down, they did so reluc-
tantly. I suppose they did not aspire any higher. They
were taken to the police station, and their names were
placed upon the lli):t; not the list which has given so
much anxiety to the hon. member for West Huron
(Mr, Cameron). I was going to say—but I do not see
him in his place—that I do not know what sort of
constituercy sent him to the House, but as these were young
men and of a style unknown to us from their peculiar shaped
visages 1 wounld not be surprised if they came from the
riding of that hon. gentleman, they certainly’ did not come
from the 50 square miles' of timber limits which he has
falsely and maliciously referred to in his flaming and lying
declamations in the west as received by me from the Gov-
ernment to support Sir John A. Macdonald. These men
were tried by theé judge who was holding the court of assize,
the Hon. Mr. Justice Armour, were found guilty and were
sentenced to the penitentiary for & period of seven years.
They were found to be old gaol birds. One of them had
already served five years, I mention this to prove the fact
that the punishment they had received was no warning what-
ever to them, and that as soon as they got out of prison,
they resumed their old calling as vigorously as before. 1

;halll.,f when convicted, be sentenced to imprisonment in the penitentiary
or life. .

Then I would add another olause to it to this effect:

Where any person is convicted of the crime of burglary who has
already or previously been found guilty, or convicted of, or served a
term of imprisonment for a similar offence, he or she, upon such con-
;ict]i_t;n thereot, shall be sentenced to imprisonment in the penitentiary
or life.

Then there is another clause in the Aot which I propose
to amend—that is, rection 69, which provides that in the
case of parties being armed or disguised, etc,, who intend
to break in or enter any house, at any time he may please,
I'intend to ask the House to amend that clause, by addin
after the word “ penitentiary” the words “for a period o
seven years.” In clause 60 of that Act, instead of leaving
it diseretionary with the judge, I would substitute after the
word “imprisonment” the words “for a period of ten
years,” Then thoro is another olause which I tbink it
advisable to add, aliowing to the senior, junior or deputy
judge to try these cases summarily, in any county or united
county whero the offonce has been committed, or the arrest
has been made, and the powers of the judge shall be the same
as those given to other judges under the Act, I hope, Mr,
Speaker, that the Act will commend itself to the House,
and will receive the support of hon. members and the
countenance of the Minister of Justive.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. MoCARTHY, in moving for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 29) to amend the Dominion Elections Act, 1874
said : The object of the Bill is to extend the hours ot pol-
ling in cities. At present the hours of polling are from 9
o'clock in the morning till 5 in the afternoon; [ proposoe to
amend it as far as cities are concerned by making the hours
from 9 in the morning until 8 in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

MEMORANDUM OF SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL -
COST OF PUBLISHING.

Mr. LAURIER, in the absence of Mr. LANGELIER, asked,
What amount was paid to various newspapers for distribut-
ing to their readers the memorandum of Sir Alexander
Campbell on the Riel matter; the names of the newspapers,
and the sum paid to each ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The memorandum of 8ir Alex. Camp-
bell was first published in English on 8 large fly-sheet,
copies of whicg were sent to most of the papers in the
Province of Quebec. We have received, I think, .but one
account from those newspapers who published i,
which was from a paper in the Eastern Townships, of $510.
The two newspapers who published the memorandum in
French, were the Monde and the Minerve, of Montreal. Each
of them have accounts varying between $30J and $400;
neither of them bas been audited or verified, but $125 have

propose to amend this law in this way: The Aect, chap. 21,
8e0. 50, states what shall constitute the crime of burglary.

been paid upon them ; no other payments have beén made.
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MAJOR-GENERAL LAURIE AND GENERAL
STRANGE.

Mr, CASEY asked, Was Major-General Laurie on the list
of the Aetive Militia when he went to the North-West, and
was he ordered to proceed there on duty ? Was he gazet-
ted as an officer of the Active Militia during the campaign ?
If so, when, and to what rank? In what capacity did he
serve, and at what rate of pay? Was Major-General
Btrange on the Active Militia list on March 27th, 18857 1If
not, when was he gazetted, and to what rank ? What com-
mand did he hold during the campaign? By whom
appointed, when, and at what rate of pay ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I would ask the hon. gentle-
mon to allow the question to stand, as 1 have not yet got
the answer in writing.

Mr, HUGH Mc¢DONALD,

Mr. BLAKE asked, Whether Mr, Hugh McDonald was in
the Pilotage Commission for North Sydney, and between
what dates 7 Whether he is still in the Pilotage Commission,
and if not, what are the reasons for the change ?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. McDonald was in the Pilotage Com-
mission for Sydney—not North Sydney—between March 3,
1879, and June 19, 1885, At the latter date it was thought
better, in the public interest, to abolish the Commission for
Sydney, and erect in its place two Pilotage Authorities, on
neither of which Mr McDonald’s name appears.

ROBERT STATHER.

Mr. WELDON asked, Has ony order been made for the
removal of Robert Stather from the penitentiary at Dor-
chester to the penitentiary at Kingston, and of what date ?
IMas the raid Robert stather been removed from the Dor-
chester Penitentiary, and when ?

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish.) A warrant was made
for tho removal of that prisoner from the penitentiary at
Dorchester to the penitentiary at Kingston; it bears date
19th February last. Robert Stather has been removed from
the I}:)rchester penitentiary, about the 24th or 25th of that
month.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS.

Mr, CHARLTON asked, 1. The total amount of money
aid by virtue of requirements, of 47 Victoria, chapter &,
intituled: “ An Act to anthorise certain subsidies and
grants for aid in respect of the construction of the lines of
railway therein mentioned,” and ihe separate amounts paid
up to 1st March, 1886, by virtue of the requirements of the
said Act, to each Province, railway company, corporation,
&c., mentioned in the same; 2. The total amount of money
remaining to be paid by virtue of the requirements of the
said Act, and the separate amounts payable to each Pro-
vince, railway company, corporation, &c., mentioned in the
same,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the absence of my col-
league, the hon. Minister of Railways, I must ask the hon,
gentleman to make this & notice of motion, because it is too
complicated to be answered in the way he wishes it. If he
makes a motion we will bring down the papers,

JOSEPH A. WOODRUFF.

Mr. SOMERVILLE (Brant) asked, What amount was
paid to Joseph A. Woodruff, returning officer for the county
- of Lincoln for the Scott Act election, held last June ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Four hundred and foarteen dollars
and ninety cents.
Mr. CHAPLEAU,

THE RIEL MEDICAYL CCMMISSION.

Mr. AMYOT. Though I gave no notice, I would like to
enquire into a few facts regarding the medical commission :
1st. When were the reports of Drs. Valade and Lavell
received by the Government? 2nd, Were the medical
reports of Drs, Valade and Lavell which were brought
down, made by telegraph or by letter ? 3rd. Were there
any reports, telegrams or letters as to the mental condition
of Louis Riel sent to the Government by either Drs. Valade
or Lavelle, other than those already brought down, and }f
s0, when will they be laid before this House? I make this
enquiry before the disscusion begins, because I think the
points are essential,

Mr. THOMPSON (Antigonish). I am not in a position to
answer from memory the questions of the hon. member.

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny)—(Transfation)—moved that
it be resolved :
That this House feels it its duty to express its deep regret that the

sentence of death passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason,
was allowed to be carried into execution.

Mr. Speaker, on the 18th of November last, 8 man, con-
victed of high treason before the courts of the country,
ascended the steps of a scaffold at Regina, and paid by his
life the part he had taken in the rebellious uprising in the
North-West, On the 16th of November last, the hand of
the executioner tightened the fatal knot around the neck of
a political convict, and Louis Riel was launched into eter-
pity., What is called human justice was satisfied, The
announcement of this great event was flashed out throughont
the country with all the speed of the electricity which
carried it. It was received with various feelirgs. And let
it be recorded as a disgrace to mankind, there were men
who organised public demonstrations to celebrate, in the
face of & sorrowing public, this dismal end of the drama of
Regina. On the other hand, a portion of the population
stood up in its indignation and solemnly protested against
an execution which circumstances seemed to condemn, and
against the Government who had ordered it. Since this ill-
fated date thesocial body, as a whole, has undergone violent
and painful convul- ions and a whole class of our people is kept
in an agitation, which, although perfectly constitutional,
weakens our strength and has, for a moment, threatened to
bring us & war of races. And, wherefore, this uneasiness ?
Wherefore, on the one hand, this manifestation of a delirious
joy ? Wherefore, on the other hand, this explosion of deep
sorrow, of a real disappointment, of a disapproval which
has loudly and solemnly asserted itself in theface of a whole
country ? More than once, heretofors, men who had been
condemned by the laws of the country and the verdict of
their fellow creatures have left the prison cells for the
scaffold. More than once heretofore the sentence of death
has received its terrific though justsanction without causing,
in the community, that strange commotion which has been
caused by the announcement of the execution of the chief
of the half-breeds. But the death of Riel has been sur-
rounded by oircumstances of such a nature that it is
looked upon by some as the gratification of a long-sought
vengeance, by others as a provocation flang at the face
of a whole nationality; by several asa breach of the
laws of justice itself; by several, also, as a weakness on
the part of the Government, as the wanton sacrifice
of the life of a man who has been immolated
to sectarian hatred and prejudice. This execution
has caused a great commotion, and owing to the circum-
stances under which it has taken place, this simple question
of justice has at once become a political and a national
question. As such it has foroed itself upon the attention of
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the people of our Province, as such it has also been looked !

upon by the people of other Provinces, and if Ontario
wishes to upbraid Quebec for its popular agitation, for its
indignation meetings, Quebec, on the other hand, can point
out the incendiary articles published by the great Ontario
rewepaper, and ask the country at large and the members
of the Government in particular, what is to be thought of
the acrimonious criticisms of the Mri/, of its inflammatory
appeals, of its insulting articles, where the deepest ignor-
ance goes hand in hand with the most blind of fanaticisms,
Since an opportunity is offered, it is my mest imperative
duty to protest, as & member for the Province of Quebec and
a8 a Conservative, against these unfair attacks, these insult-
ing threats; and I do it without any reserve, convinced as 1
am that this protestation on my part will find a faithful echo
in the hearts of all those—to whatever nationality or Prov-
ince they may belong—who sincerely wish that their
country may grow prosperous in peace and harmony, It
is very unfortunate that the contest between those who
condemn the execution of Riel and those who defend the
action of the Government should have been placed in
Ontario a8 well as in Quebec on this dangerous national
ground, Consequences much more serious than the hanging
of a man or the overthrow of a Government might be the
result of the strange position taken by the combatants.
Let us thank God who has saved them, and let us bear in
mind that great and noble causes have no need of either
the vain calculations of politics or the passionate appeals to
sentimentalism to prevail and to escape triumphantly from
the claws of computing selfishness or blind batred. Mr.
Speaker, it is precisely because I wish to avoid this double
danger, it is because I am deeply convinced of the rightful-
ness of the cause now submitted to the free deliberations of
the representatives of the people, that I am determined to

present my motion under the humble garb with
which I have clothed it, convinced as I am
that nothing in its form will clog its move-

ments or impede its progress. It is not a national

uestion, a question of pure sentiment, which I am about to
giscnsa in this House; it is not a political qnestion as regards
party interests ; no, it is a question of simple justice, &
question of public right. Placed on this ground, the only
true ground in my humble opinion, my motion will, I hope,
receive the greatest possible number of votes. What does
it ask? The pure and simple expression, unexplained as to
the motives, of the condemnation of an act of the Govern-
ment—the execution of Louis Riel. By not giving in my
mction any motives for the regret which I ask this House
to express, I leave to each one full liberty to support this
motion for whatever motive he may deem sufficient, and by
this means I ensure forits adoption every chance of success.
Is that working in favor of the Government, is that serving
their cause as has been asserted in certain guarters? No,
indeed, since my motion is so worded as to unite against
the Government the strongest possible vote. It would be
o'herwise, and I would then understand the charge brought
against me, had I followed the policy suggested by one of
the large newspapers of Montreal and had I coupled
with my metion a declaration approving the general
policy of the Government in their administration of the
affairs of the North-West. In that event, all the
Opposition would have refused as one man to vote for my
motion, and the country would see to-day the sad spectacle
of a handful of members being crushed in & ridiculous con-
test. I did not want such a result. For the same reason,
and in order to be consistent with myself, I did not deem it
necessary to wait until the Opposition would be ready or
to agree with them on the policy to be followed: And I
believe I am -perfectly right. Indeed, what good could
have been reasonably expected from such an agreement ?
One of two thirgs: either the Opposition would have intro-

duced a motion similar to mine, asking the pure and simple .

condemnation of the exeoution of Riel, or the Opposition
would have introduced a complex motion wherein, besides
the condemnation of the Riel execution, wonld have been
found a condemnation of the general policy of the Govern-
ment in the administration of the affairs of the North-West.
In the first case, the motion of the Opposition being similar
to mine, who could have pretended that their vote would
have given a different result ? No one, assuredly. Con-
sequently, Mr, Speaker, that being the case, who could
blame me for my action to-iay? But let me suppose
the case of a complex motion in which the Opposition would
bage asked for both the condemnation of the Riel execution
and also of the administration of the Government in the
North-West. What would be the result of the vote asked for ?
There is no need of being a prophet to foresee it; and I may
affirm, without fear of being mistaken, that such a motion
would not certainly have had the support of all those who
are ready to vote against the Government on the simple
question of the execution of Riel. Such a motion would
then gather against the Government a less number of hon.
members than those who will support the motion now laid
before the House. At all events itis my firm conviction
that from all points of view my action of to-day bears the
stamp of the strongest logic, and as my motion is worded in
its present form it is worthy of the most serious attention of
this House, and it is the only one which can unite against
the Government all the available forces of the Opposition
and the Conservative faction which opposes the Govern-
ment at the present time. Such is my justification. I
owed it to the House and the country, and I give it
stripped from all artifice. Igive it entire, without any
meontal reservation, with the strongest conviction that
it will dispel the-doubts which may exist and
will convince my friends of the excellence of my intentions
and of the righteousness of my actions. Men who have
never been my friends, men who have always worked
against me ever since I entered politics, journalists—I
mean such writers as those of the Free Press and the Globe
—who do not know me at all, and who are com-
pletely ignorant of the manner in which I have acted
recently, have manufactured quite a fanciful story in order
to create for themselves the easy task of uttering their
bigh sounding tirades. 1 have too much contempt for such
nontense and such malevolent insinuations to mect them
with anything but a general demnial. But if any hon.
member will take upon himself the task of repeating these
absurdities in this House, I am ready to overthrow this frail
soaffolding and to prove once more the notorious bad faith
of these ignorant scribes. The House will allow me not to
insist any further and to come back without any transition
to the motion I now make. I have said that this motion
was made without stating the motive, that it does not
involve in its wording the enumeration of the motives for
which I invite the representatives of the nation to express
by their votes the condemnation of the execution of Riel.
I have explained this prudent reserve on m{ part, which
leaves to each and every one the most complete facility to
condemn the Riel execution for whatever motives th
may deem sufficient. These motives are not wanting, and,
for my part, I have no hesitation in stating mine. In my
opinion they are more than sufficient to justify my having
introduced my motion. Some few weeks ago the Govern-
ment has caused to be distributed a pamphlet which con-
tains the report of the case of the Queen vs. Riel charged
and convicted of the crime of high treason. The Hounse
will allow me 1o read a short extract from that pamphlet.
Here is what I find at page 154:

¢ Bitting held on Saturday, 6th August, 1885.

¢¢The court assembled at 10 o’clock a.m.

“ (On the jury returning, after having retired to consider their verdict,
the clerk of the court agked: Gentlemen, are you agreed upon your
verdict? How say you?

44]g the prisoner guilty or not guilty ?
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“

i g%s’r ?ﬂ:&&g i;tqr:g: Jg:gt,yl.mrken to your verdict as the court
records it. You find the prisoner, Louis Riel, guilty, so say you all.

¢ The jury answered : Guilty. .

‘' A juror.—Your Honor, I have been asked by my brother jurors to
recommend the prisoner to the mercy of the Crown.

# Mr. Justice &iohardson.—l may say in answer to you that the recom-
mendation which you have given will be forwarded in proper manner
to the proper’authorities.”
That verdiot returned by a jury whom no man in this
country suspects of having sympathised with the unfor-
tunate half-breed; this recommendation to the mercy of
the Crown, which the jadge promised to forward to the
proper authorities, have, in fact, been forwarded here at
Ottawa, and left in the hands of the Minister of Justice.
The HExecutive met. Qa the table of the Council, in that
room where the fate of a poor convict was to be decided,
were, together with the verdict of the court, a bundle of

titions from all parts of the country, not only from the

rovinoe of Quebec, but from Ontario, from Manitoba; not
only from Canada, but from the United States and from
the old countries in Burope. All of them prayed for a com-
mutation of the sentence of death; all of them asked, in the
name of justice itself, that the recommendation of the jury
should be herkened to. And long before the popular
agitation had commenced, fourteen days before that which
was to be Riel's last day, the man who has now the honor
of addressing this House, joined his feeble voice to that of
all the triends of clemency and justice, to pray with them
that the verdict of the jury might be respected in all its
integrity. Hereis the letter which I wrote on the subject:

‘ViLLa Masrar 2nd November, 1885,
¢ Hon. 8ir Hmoror L. Lanexviy, K.0.M.G., C.B.,, M.P.C,,
Minister of Public Works, Ottawa.

‘* HoNoraBLE Sir,~—As a representative of the people, speaking in the
name of my county and I might add as expressing tﬁe general feeling
in the Provinoe of Quebeo, I now fulfil the most imperative of duties
while praying the Executive, through your mediation,the commutation of
the sentence of death pronounced against Riel.

¢ In all unprejudiced and serious minds there exists a real doubt as to
the mental condition of the poor convict. His actions are really those
of an insane man and nobody can be unaware of the fact that this man
has on two different occasions been locked up in a lunatic asylum. The
jury has invoked the clemency of the Crown in his favor.

‘It is thie clemency which I'crave and which in my opinion the Govera-
ment ought to grant under the present eircumstances. The execution of
Riel would certainly be considered as an act of Draconian geverity not
to Bay a barbarous act ; the people will hold the Government respon-~
sible for it and will call them to account for it.

‘“If the Government have nothing at all to reproach themselves as
reFards the half-breeds and the administration of the North-West; if
all their employés have scrupnlonsly done their duty amd have ia no
wag"whutever contributed to the uprising of those who, however, have
suflered, then, let them tie the rope around the neck of this unfortunate
man,

‘“ But I do not wish to discuss the question. In the name of my consti-
tuents, I ask the exercise of the royal prerogative, an act of high and
benefisent policy.

¢¢ Believe me, honorable Sir,
* Your very devoted,
. ‘“PH. LANDRY.”

How did the Government answer these numerous requests,
these appeals to mercy ? The hon. Minister of Justice in
answer {0 a question put last Friday by the hon, memher
from Bellechasse has told us, On the 12th of November,
1885, an Order in Council was passed directing that “the law
should take its course.” Such i3 the official information
which we have received. That is to say the Government
bave lsid aside the recommendation of the jury, and refused
to consider the numerous petitions to which that recom-
mendation hed given rise and which came to them from all
parts. In other words, Mr. Speaker, and this is my firm
conviotion, the Government have ignored the verdict
returned, and, by ordering that the law should take its
course, they have made a most positive act and they have
assured a responsibility which the jury themselves had
not dared to assume. And, nevertheless, that jury, if we
consider its composition, if we bear in mind the circum-
stances of time and place in which they had to move and
Mr. Lanpry,

give their opinion, less than any one the jury ocould
have been supposed to lean towards -clemency.
Their position was one of the most peculiar which
could be. Before them appeared the man who, in
their opinion at least, had raised the standard of rebellion.
For these men of the North-West, Riel was the souroce, the
principle, the fomenter of the insurrection, and he must
have appeared to them &s carrying the ineendiary torch
everywhere, stirring up the Indians, sowing devastation
and death under his footsteps, the footsteps of an agitator
and a false prophet. They had to deeide his fate. They
had to declare by their verdiet, whether the chiet of the
half-breeds was or was not guilty of the orime of high
treason of which he was accused. To declare that Louis
Riel was not guilty, was to bring about an acquittal, the
consequences of which these men had reason to fear ; it was
to set the chief of the half-breeds at full liberty; it was to
prepare for themselves—such at least must have been their
opinion—all the inconveniences, all the disappointments,
all the miseries from which they hal just issued; it was to
leave the country in a continuous agitation and perhaps the
prey of a mnew insurrection. Of course they could
not desire all these consequences, and nothing short
of the death of Riel could avert them. On the
other hand they had before them a man who sought
to justify the uprising of which he had been the heart and
soul, who held the various Government, who have held
power for the last fifteen years, responsible for a disastrous
administration of the affairs of the North-West. They had
befors them & man whose ways were peculiar, who had
already been twice locked up in lunatic asylums, 8 man who
pretended to bs in direct and constant commnnication with
the Spirit, who dreamed of a new division of the North-
West into seven distinot parts, which parts his own fertile
and generous fancy gave to I forget which nations of old
Europe. He was a monomaniac, His antecedents gave
an undeniable proof of it, and this proof was cor:ovorated
by his actions and pretensions at the lime. The jury were
convinced of this, and if they could not find him “mnot
guilty ” they felt that, before God and man, they could
neither find him simply ¢ guilty” without invokiog at the
same time in his favor the benefit of extenuating oircniu-
stances. This is what they did, and while returning
against Lionis Riel & verdict of “ guilty ” the jury have
added to it this recommendation to the mercy of the Crown,
which is no less, under the present circumstances, than the
supreme declaration that in their opinion Louis Riel ought
not to be executed. This was overriden by the Government
tor reasons unknown to me. They have offended all the
potions of a wholesome administration of justice, they have
taken the law into their own hands, they have overlooked
all precedents, and, let it be said without hesitation, they
have deserved the blame and condemnation which my
motion asks this House to inflict upon them. The motive
which I invoke is safficient in itse{)f to justify the conduet
which I have always followed until this day from the date
of the 16th of November last, notwithstanding the state-
ments to the contrary which have been put forward by
certain newspapers which speak without any knowledge of
the facts. It the motives which [ invoke are sufficient in
themselves to obtain the condemnation ofthe Government,do
not think, Mr, Speaker, that there are no others. It will be
sufficient to point out some of them, and I will leave to other
hon, gentlemen who will speak after me the duty of develop-
ing them with a great deal more scienoce and ability than
I could do it myself. There is a very certain fact, which
nobody haseverdenied and which the Governmentthemselves
have acknowledged, and it is that there has always existed a
very serious doubt as to the question whethor he had the fall
and entire enjoyment of his intellectual faculties, This doubt,
which, according to all probability, existed in the minds of
the jury at Regina, and which was the motive of their recom-
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mendation to mercy, this donbt has been shared by all the
classes in the commaunity, and it exists in a still higher
degree in the minds of those who, from near or far, have
had occasion to follow the various stages of Louis Riel’s
agitated career. Those who do not share this doubt are
{)recisely those who are convinced of the insanity and of
he irresponsibility of the half-breed chieftain, It was the
duty of the Government to fully dispel the darkness which
had surrounded this question; they owed it to themselves,
and they owed it to the country, to throw the brightest light
on this guestion of the most vital importance, and to prove,
beyond cavil, that the man they were sending to the scaffold
was not &8 madman. What did the Government do in such
an emergency ? They appointed a medical commission,
composed cf three physicians, Drs. Jukes, Valade and
Lavell. I regret that at a time when such great excitement
Erevailed, when the whole country was ablaze, that the

overnment did not deem it proper to choose outside
of the Mounted Police, whic ad taken such an
active part in the suppression of the rebellion, and
oeven outside of the country which, as a whole,
waged war against Louis Riel. 1 regret, I say, that the
Government did not deem it proper to choose elsewhere, in
England, in France, or in the United States, for instance,
men who are considered as authorities on such matters; real
specialists, men who devote their lives to the study and
treatment of these diseases of the human mind which are so
delicate. In the face of such & decision, in the fuce of such a
choice, the critics would have laid down their powerless
shafts, and all through the country unanimous applause
would have greeted the action of the Gcvernment. I lave
nothing to say against the doctors I have just named. 1 am
personally acquainted with Dr. Valade, and I hope axd trust
that his two colleagues are like himself, perfect gentlemen,
honest men and good doctors. And yet—who would dare
to deny it?—there is one weak point, one extremely
weak point in the composition of that commission
from the standpoint of public opinion. It was said at
the time—at least it was said by those who did not
know any of these doctors—it was said: The Govero-
ment have appointed an English doctor from Ontario, and
& French Canadian doctor from Otlawa, that is to say, two
men, one of whom will decide in favor of Riel, and the other
against him. I know, Mr. Speaker, that this preconceived
opinion does not give justice to the perfect impartiality of
those who were chosen, but at all events this was an opinion
which, if it was not entirely reasouable, was nevertheless
public opinion, and it is for that reason that I regret that
the Government should have run counter to it. And they
have run counter to it, it cannot be denied, they have
shocked it violently by choosing as a third commissioner
one of their own employés, a surgeon from the Mounted
Police, from this armed corps which has been through the
campaign of the North-West and which has left several of
its members on the prairie where they had fallen under the
bullets fired by the half-breeds under the command of Riel,
As regards its composition, the medical commission
appointed by the Government cannot therefore offer to the
public that guarantee of impartiality which would have been
oftered by a commission composed of strangers and of spe-
cialists. But there is still more than that, and 1 maintain, with

all the authorities, with all those who have made of mental
diseases their special study, that the medical commission has .

hot hgd Time enough to study the Riel case, and that there-
fore it has been impossible for it to have given a satisfactory
Judgment on the question submitted to their investigation.
To declare that a man is insane is not quite the same thing

a8 to declare that he is not insane. The reason of this is

obvious. As a general thing, when a doctor is called upon
to give his opinion on a case of insanity, the case is well
characterised, begause, a8 a rule, the dieciple of Hsculapius
is only called when the patient is uudergoing a orisis, 8o

that the doctor may at once give a certificate according to
the facts. Or else the case submitted will present no doubt :
as those of acute mania, of maduess, of general palsy, of
idiocy, or imbecility. 1Inall these cases any dootor may in
a few minutes certify the insanity and give the motives of
his judgment. Quite different is the question when one
has to certify thai a mun is perfectly sound in mind, that
he is responsible for ali his actions. Take a monomaniap,
for instance, or & maniac having lucid intervals. It
will require a decp study, a coostant observation,
sometime of long duration, to discover a disease which
often only manifests itself by intermissions, at periods
more or less remote, or which only discovers itself
when you have succeeded in touching the sewsible part of
this wandering intellect And yet, in the present case, the
Government have accepted the declaration of a medioal
commiesion which certainly has not had the time which
was necessary to be able to certify in all certainty that Riel
was not insane. The Govornment have acted with wadue
haste, and they have opened the door to the just reorimina-
tions which are made to-day. The doubt which existed on
the question whether Louis Riel was in the full possession of
his mental faculties has not therefore been oleared. Nay, it
exists stronger than ever, and even the report of the medi-
cal commission, which report was brought down by the
Government, establishes beyond contradiction that Louis
Riel was suffering from ¢ partial delirium.” What does
Dr. Jukes say ? 1 quote his own words:

‘I cannot escape the conviction that except on purely religious ques«
tions relating to what may be called divine mysteries, he was, when
entrusted to my care, and still continues to be, sune aud accountable
for his actions. * * * I therefore record my opinion that, with the reserva-
tion above made, Riel is & sane, clear-headed and accountable being
before God and man.”

Drs. Valade and Lavell even go further. Here is the opinion
of Dr. Valade :

“I am of opinion that while Riel suffered under hallucinations on

political and religious questions, on other points he was quite sensible
and could distinguish right from wrong.”

Dr. Laveil thus expresses himself:

1 am of the opinion that although Riel held and expressed peculiar

views as to religion and general government, he was an accountable
being and capable of listivgui-hing right from wroog."”
Riel, says Dr. Jukes, is sound in mind, oxcept on religious
questions. He suffers from hallucinations, adds Dr, Valade,
on politicai and re'igious questions ; he entertains and pro-
fesses pecaliar i loas, peculiar views as to religion and genoral
government, udds in nis turn Dr. Luvell. We have therefore
a triple deposition stating that, on religious questions, Riel
is uneound in mind, and out of three dootors two of them
declare besidos that the half-breed chieftain is not sound in
mind as regards political questions. In one case the unani-
mous statement of the medical commission, in the other the
majority of the commission declaring really that Louis Riel
sutters from partial delirium. Such 18 the question of facts
clucitated by the report of the commisgion. What. does
science say ? I will quote an authority, Lelorrain, deotor
in law and doctor in medecine. Here is what he writes in
his work entitled : L'aliéné au point de vue de la responsabi-
ité pénale, page 20.

¢ The monomaniac, he sayz is the madman who, in 8 certain order
of ideas, if we are to judge from appearauces, speaks and acts like a
men whose mind is sound, but whose reason is haunted by special
delirious ideas, always the same as a rule, and frequent hallucinations,
which, in most cases, may b: considered as having created them. * *
The partial delirium is, as Falret expresses it, expansive or expressive.
Tn the first case we will retain for it the name of monomsanis ; in the
second, we will give it that of lypemania, which was gives to it by

uirol.
Es‘q In the case of the monomanisac, the fixed ideas bear the stamp of bold-
ness and pride. The individual i ower-excited beyond all expression,
he b:lieves he has been charged with a high mission, called upon to
dictate laws, or command an army ; he has both power and fortune. it
i3 the megalomania which sometimes takes = religious character, and
then congtitates theomania ; the madman is prophet, Messinh, God
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Is not that, Mr, Speaker, the most minute and the most
faithful description of that partial delirium from which the
unfortunate chief of the half-breeds was suffering? Now,
the gquestion is, to what extent Riel was responsible for his
acts. What is the jurisprudence established on such mat-
ters, and what light does science throw on this subject? I
am quoting Lelorrain, page 57 :

“‘In the case of partial delusion the following is the system adopted
by the English law: When, while considering as in accordance with
reality the delirious ideas of s madman, he hag done a lawful act; when
believing he was attacked for instance, he has killed to defend himself,
the law declares him irresponsible. But if he has committed a murder
outside of the case of self defence, to avenge himself for simple
defamation or an insult, then he has been guilty of murder.”” (Maudsley,

page 93.)

That is to say, for thosd who believe in partial responsi-
bility, there is in the monomaniac two entirely distinct
men : one who is insane, and the other who is perfectly
sound in mind; the first alone is irresponsible for his crimes
or misdemeanors, He is impelled to commit them by an
hallucination, & delirious idea, & delusion. If the fact with
which the accused is charged is foreign to his delirium, the
insane man then becomg responsible, But in truth, on what
ground says with reason Judge Ledd, quoted by Maudsiey,
one of the most remarkable authorities as regards mental
diseases, on what ground can it be held that an act inspired
by a delirious idea has at the same time taken its motive in a
determination of that part of the intellect which remains
sound. And the celebrated English specialist adds-:

¢“In fact, it is mere chance which always decides whether an insane
man will be punished or relaxed.”” (Maudsley, p. 93.)

Well meaning men have at all times protested against this
doctrine of partial responsibility, which was accepted reluc-
tantly, as will be seen by English jurisprudence.

“In vain,” says Broussais, in his work intitled : De 2 Irritation et de
is Folie, volume 2, page 378, “ I vain are we told that a few mono-
maniacs are perfectly reasonable on all subjects which are foreign to
their prevalent ideas, still they may reason correctly on simple questions
a8 regards their physical wants and all ordinary topics. But to the best
observers, none of them are able to hold a serious conversation requir--
inﬁ attention to deal with a question of morals or philosophy without
falling more or less into inconsistencies ; no Don Quixotte is perfect.”
Brierre de Boiemont, is still more explicit. Here is what
he says in the Annales Medico Psychologiques, volums 5,
page 368:

4 1s it possible to limit the field of action into which a prevalent idea
may exert its influence 7 What physiologist would assert that such an

idea is foreign to such another, and could not in any case be associated
with it in the mind of a sound man, much less in the brain of an insane

man ?”
Falret states:

¢ That he has never met with a case of real monomania.’’ (Des maladies
mentales, page 436.)
Tardieu thus expresses himself on the subject of the so-
called monomaniac. See Htudes Medico-légales sur la Folie,
page 200 :

¢t The prevalent idea stands out in relief on a ground generally and
originalmltoreq and the partial delirium is only the highest note ot the

ter h which exists between the various intellectusl and moral

‘unctions. "’
I know, Mr. Speaker, that to these authorities quoted by
me other authorities may be opposed. Let them be quoted
and the only conclusion to be drawn will be that on so
serious a question the learned men do not agree. There-
fore, a doubt exists. Who is to benefit from it? The
accused, answers all the established jurisprudence. There
is one last author whom I would like to juote, because he
perfectly summarises all the question and solves it in a very
olear and satisfactory manner, I allude to Dr. Lelorrain in
his L'aliéné au point de vue de la responsabilité pénale, He
thus expresses himself on page 24:

¢ The insane man, whose delirium is partial, may reason sensibly out-
side of his fixed ides’s,md to a certain extant.,’ even on these subleots.

He mﬁ,rbelievinghiaideutobo true, draw from them logical cone
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gequences, except in eases to be hereinafter mentioned. ' Lt
Far from us the idea of denying the existence of this dmalism which is
to be met not only in monomania but in all torms of insanity—one must,
however, know how to interpret it. (n fact, madness in every form is a
dédoublement of the individuality, and this word which has been applied
to & special condition is one ot the characteristics of madness.

¢ But the understanding of the monomsaniac is not composed, as the
theory which we are attacking would have us believe, of two distinot
parts : one diseased and the other sound.

““However limited the delirium may be, it is impossible to determine,
no matter how shrewd the examination may be, in what proportion it
has altered the mental faculties ; even whep npﬂamntly it is limited to one
false ides, it could not be inferred from that, that all the other ideas are
gound. In fact, however elementary a thought may be, it is, to a certain
extent, the sythesiaand the resultant of several others ; its formation a8
such must have required the concurrence of factors, sensations, remem-
brances, partial judgments, association of primary ideas, and all &

series of more or less conscious operations. X
“Thus when we are in presence of delirious conception, however

limited it may be, we must forcibly infer from it that many springs have
been warped, and even that the whole organism is defective; otherwise
the good working of one of them would be sufficient to correct the error.
In order that a delirous idea may take hold of the mind, there must be &
participation of all the facalties.”

And the author ends a whole dissertation on this interesting
subject by the following conclusion, to which I call the
special attention of all my hon. colleagues :

t Jugtice, reason and science agree to condemn that theory of the res-
ponsibility of the insane man called monomaniac, when he is supposed
to act outside of his delirious ideas. In truth, monomania does mot
exist, or at least, the partial delirium is nothing but a momentary syste-
matisation of the general delirium and must involve the irresponsibility
on the same groands &s mania.”

As it will be now readily seen, this grave doubt which has
entered the mind of a whole people, when the question was
raised whether Riel had or had not the full enjoyment of his
intellectual faculties, has not been dispelled. 'The composi-
tion of the medical commission was not of such a nature as
to tend to dispel it, and its report put into our hands con-
firms our idea that Riel was suffering from partial delirium,
and consequently raises the controverted question of the
responsibility of the convict, increases the doubt in his
favor and justifies us in saying with Shakespeare, in scene
ii of Act V of Hamlet:

¢ If Hamlet from himself be ta’en away,
And, when he’s not himself does wrong Laertes,

Then Hamlet does it not, Hamlet denies it.
Who does it then? His madaess.”

[ have just given you, Mr. Speaker, the second motive
which 1 invoke to ask from this House an expression of
regret that the sentence of death pronounced against Louis
Riel should have been carried out, Taking into considera-
tion the antecedents of Riel, knowing that this man has
been twice locked up in a lunatic asylum, the Government,
after having received the medical report of & commission
appointed under rather suspicious circumstances, had only
one duty to fulfil, and that was to commute the sentence of
the doomed man. Not having done that, having ordered
the execution of & monomaniac, they have deserved the
condemnation involved in my motion, And should it be
necessary to give an additional motive in support of that
motion it is to be found in the fact that Gen. Middleton, the
representative of Federal authority in the North-West during
the last rebellion, has treated with Louis Riel by asking
him and accepting his surrender. On the next day atter
the capture of Batoche, when the half-breeds, beaten and
dispersed, laid down their arms and surrendered to the
victorious General, the latter, seeing that he had been
unable to take Riel, fearing undoubtedly a continuation of

the hostilities, the uprising of the Indians, whom Riel,
| being at liberty, could at any time muster up on the war-
path, took a sheet of paper and wrote the following letter
to the chief of the half-breeds :
*¢ BAToOHE, 13th May, 1885.

¢ Mr. Rigr,—I am ready to receive you and your council and to pro-
teot you until the Government shall have decided as regards your res-

pective oases.
. “FRED. MIDDLETON,
‘* Major-General, Commanding i’roops nwN.WI.
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This letter bears date the 13th of May, but it was sent on
the 14th, as stated in a telegram sent to the hon. Minister
of Militia by General Middleton himself, I will now quote
the words of the commander himself. Here is what he tells
us in his official report, page 15:

¢ May 15th. I sent detachment of mounted men under command of
Major Boulton to patrol the woods. In the afternoon, two scouts,

Armstroug and Hourie, who had been sent with Boulton and who bad
strayed themselves from the troops, met Riel, who sirrendered——

And the General adds the following significant words :—

¢*and produced the letter which I had sent him and in which I sum-
moned him to surrender and promised to protect him until the Dominion
Government had decided en his case. The scouts brought him to my
camp, and, as you are aware, I made him a prisoner.”

It is therefore proved by the avowal of the General himself,
that he had treated with Louis Riel by asking of him and
accepting his surrender. Now, this action was never
disavowed by the Executive. Hence the Executive share
the respousibility of it, and instead of ordering the execu-
tion of the half-breed chief, after having treated him asa
belligerent, they should at least have spared his life, which
he had confided tothe manliness of & soldier and to the
generosity of his country. For this third motive, I ask
this House to condemn the execution of Riel. This exocution
is, moreover, condemnable because it shocks all the notions
which have been accepted and put into practice for 8 great
number of years, wheuever a sentence of death is to be
applied to an offence of a purely political character, The
crime of high treason, of which Louis Riel has been
accused, necessarily belongs to this class, Were there
any precedents which the Government might have invoksd
to justify this olemency which the jury asked in favor
of the chief of the half-breeds? they could be found by
merely crossing the frontier and asking the Americans how
they bave treated Jefferson Davis and all those gallant
Bouthern generals who fought against the eagle of Washing-
ton, how they have treated Sittiug Bull and his savage
bordes ¢ If we enquire of the Mother Country to know
how were treated those who have raised the standard of
rebellion against her, our attention will be drawn to Cete-
wayo escaping from the scaffold, and Arabi Pasha leading a
peaceful life in that terrestrial paradise known as the
Island of Ceylon, And how did France act towards Abdel-
el-Kader who killed her sona in the burning deserts of
Algeria in the deep passes of Kabylia. Abdel-el-Kader,
the rebel, being & priconer became an honest citizen, ard
like the ambassador of a great country he had his residence
in Paris, his box at the opera and his drives at the Bois de
Boulogne. Capital executions for political offences are no
more in the habits of our times, and in the present case
neither the safety of the state nor the mainten-
ance of order in the North-West required this exces-
give meverity shown by the Government when they
ordered the execution of a man convicted of a political
offence, And for this fourth reason I ask this House to
simply express regret for the condemnation and execution
of Riel. There are still other motives which will undoubt-
edly be developed during the present debate. For my part
I think that those I have given are sufficient to justify my
vote, I regret to be in the painful obligation to psrt with
those with whom I have always agreed. I do it neverthe-
less, without any hesitation, as on the day after the execu-
tion of Riel, I took, without any hesitation, towards my
country and the country at large, a position exactly similar
to that which I now ocoupy. I have been charged with
motives which I repudiate. It has been loudly stated in
some parts that there was an agreement between myself
and the Government with regard to this motion. I deny
the assertion.

Soine hon. MEMBER. Well donel
0

Mr. LANDRY (Montmagny). The assertion came from
men who have corrupted their ways and who, to-day, in order
to serve mean party intereats, do not know whether they
ought or they ought not to regret the execution of the chief
of the half-breeds. What do I care for these hesitations,
these calculations of the last hour? Whatdo I care for the
insults which an ignorant and intoxicated pen pours out in
the columns of a ocortain press which belies its title and
styles itself free. Those onfy aro truly free, who know
how to plice their duty above all, and who, obeying the
dictates of their conscience, work sincerely for tho glory
sud honor of their country, and ask the people in an
underigning and disintorested manner to repudiate the
bloody act which threatens to soil the pagus of our history.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr, Spsaker, I must say
that during the last four months it has sometimes been
very hard for me, as a Minister of the Crown representing,
with my two French colleagues in the Cabinet, specially the
French population of the Province of Quebec, to remain
silent. 1« thought, however, that it was not before the crowd,
it was not at the church door, it was not in public meetings
I should meet the accusors of the Government, and especi-
ally tho accusers of the Ministers of the Province of Que-
bec—I thought the proper place to meet our acousers was
on the floor of Parlinment, in the House of Commons,
where we could meet face to fuce our accusers, where our
trial was to take place, where wo were to be arraigned, and
where our peers wore to be found, Mr. Speaker, I say
that at times it was hard for us to remain gilent, when we
saw in ko muny places in the Province of Quebec especially—
I should suy entirely in the Province of Quebec—some of
our friends, with our oppouents, denouncing us as traitors
to our race, as traitors to our nationality, and as traitors to
our country. 1 thought that atter having been
twenty-nine years in public life, having  had
the confidence of my countrymeun of all origios,
not only in my own Provinco, but also in other
Provinces, I might have been spared the title of
traitor. Dut, Mr. Speaker, thank God thal word traitor has
not boen pronounced even by the majority of my Province,
and I know it has not been pronounced by the country at
large. No; we are not traitora to our country, or to our
blood, or to our nationality., Weo have done our duty to our
Queen and to our country. We were not, as were our
accusers, without any oath of office. We had responsibility
as Ministers of the Crown, we had responsibility as a
Cabinet, we had responsibility as the advisers of the &xeen’s
representative, and we had a duty to perform to ourselves,
to our Queen and to our country, and that duty we believe
we have performed properly, and we believe that this House,
when we have been heard and have explained, and that
history as well, will say that we acted rightly and did only
our duty. These attacks, these insults that have been
heaped upon our heads have passed away. Now the sober
thought, the sober reflection of the people has come back
and we can be heard, whilst three or four months ago only

assion, sentiment, hatred, would be heard; but to-day
Eere before the representatives of the people, before our
peers and judges that are to give their verdict either for or
against us, we can be heard, and we intend to be heard,
and we intend to explain the position of the Govern-
ment, and show what we have done, why we did it, and
also why we should be sustained by this House. Firat,
what we bave done. Last Session, when Parliament was
gitting, we heard from day to day the report of the events
that were passing in the North-West. We heard that some
of our best men in the North-West, settlers and others, had
been made prisoners by the chief of the Metis, Louis Riel;
that he was there with bands of armed men and was defy-
ing the authorities, and intended to have his authority
established there against that of the Queen, We heard



operation was complete.

- they fought them anrd carried their entrenchments,

T4 COMMONS

DEBATES. Marcn 11,

* that, not content with having the half-breeds in arms, he

had also called to his help the Indians, the savages of the
North-West in order to secure for himself a footing in the
country, and that then, as we saw afterwards by the trial that
took place at Regina, he sought to go through the country
destroying it and establishing the rule of the half-breed and
the Indian. That was one of the crimes which were com-
mitted at that epoch. Those things were known to us, and
to our consternation we heard that, not only had peaceful
settlers been made prisoners, not only had peaceful settlers
been murdered, not only had a number of our North-West
Mounted Police been killed, but that two peaceful mission-
aries, who had never done anything to those savages but

ood and good works, had "also been murdered after

ouis Riel had called upon the Indians to rise
and come to his help. This news coming from the
far west to this part of Canada, coming to the authorities
here, had this effect, that of course we at once ordered the
militia of tbe country to come to the relief of the settlers
of the North-West and put down the rebellion. What was

* the result of the appeal made by the Government to the
_ militia of the country ? Did they hesitat:? No.
Bpesker, we could have had three times, five times as many

Mr.

volunteers and militia as we had. The diffi ulty was to
choose amongst them, and to injure as little as possible
this portion of the country by taking from their ordinary
avooations men who were enrolled and wished to go to the
front. Well, Mr. Speaker, among<t the men who volun-
teered or were called upon to volunteer and come to the
help of the Government and the help of the authorities of
the country, and put down the rebellion, were two French
Canadian battalions from the Province of Quebec, one from
Montreal and one from Quebec, both of them commanded
by members of this House, one sitting on this side and the
other sitting on the other side of the House. And why
wo. e tho-e battalions sent to the we-t ? Were they sent

. only for the purpose of showing we had a militia in this

country?  Did these battalions go simply to make a

romenade? They knew perfectly well, and it was accord-
Ing to their wish, that they were called upon to maintain
order, to meet the rebels, to ficht them and to
kill them if necessary. That is the unfortunate state of
things in war, but it is & necessary state cf things. Those
men knew it; they had patriotism enongh to go, and I
never doubted, and there is no one in this Hlouse who would
doubt for & minute, that the militiamen, whether English,
French, Scotch or Irish—no matter to what nationality they
belong—that even one of them would hesitate in
assisting to put down rebellion. These men went to the
west ; these battalions went there; the cavalry, artillery and
infantry, with the worthy, courageous and brave Goneral
Middleton at their head. That fight was the first in
this country where a force of militiamen, entirely com.
posed of Canadians, had to be put in the field to put down
a rebellion without the help of British troops, and the
The rebellion was ended.
ese men found the half-breeds and Indians entrenched ;
At
Batoche Riel was present with his half breeds and Indians,
and for four days they fought the Queen’s troops, the
militiamen of Canada, and the result was that the rebels
were defeated and the authorily of the law was made
supreme. Afier that, Riel was arrested.  He had not the
glory of falling on the battle-field as a soldier, but he was
made prisoner three days after the battle and brought to
General Middleton. We are told by the hon, gentleman
who made this motion, and whom I must congratulate on
the quiet and moderate tone of his speech —

Some hon, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
~Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes; I always recognise in

‘an opponent & good or a proper act, and 1 must-say——

Sir HEcTOR LANGEVIN,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Hon. gentlemen seem to
think that my using the word “opponent” i8 & laughable
expression. The hon. gentleman has put himself in the

| position of an opponent to-day, and for that reason I have
no doubt he will not object to my calling him so. The
hon. gentleman says that General M iddleton wrote to Riel
and told him that he was ready to receive him and his
council and keep them safe, or words tothat effect, until the
Government of Canada had disposed of them or decided
upon their fate. Mr. Speaker, the General never told him
that he and his council, by giving themselves up, were not
to be tried or that by that act their crime of treason was to
be condoned. He told them—and he kept his promise—
that they were safe, and he delivered Riel into the hands
of the authorities at Regina, where he was perfectly safe—
as safe as he was in the camp of General Middleton. But,
Mr. Speaker, the military operations were complete; they
were over, and in o far as our militia was concerned, we
maust be proud of the way that the militia of Canada
behaved under these trying circumstances. We must
deplore the loss of life that occurred &t that period ;
we must regret exceedingly the death of these
good men and brave that were sent to the front to defend
their country. But these losses were inevitable under the
circumstances, and 1 know that the country will always
take care of the widows and children of these men who
fell on the battle field. Their names will go down to pos-
terity, and our children and great-grand-children will say
that so-and-so was at that battle, that he fought the battles
of his country and died the death of a soldier. The trial
of Riel took place at Regina, We have been told that that
trial was not a proper, legal, or constitutional vne. I might
avoid going into that portion of the subject when I remem-
ber the decision of the full court at Winnipeg, and after-
wards Her Majesty’s Privy Council in England with re.
gard to that tribunal, But it is as well to remind hon.
gentlemen that the trial of Louis Riel took place under
a law which was ther the law of the land—a law
which had been passed at the time hon. gentlemen opposite
were in office, They thought then, and the Parliament of
Canada thought with them, that a jury of six men and a
stipendiary magistrate and another magistrate were a
proper tribunal before which to try all crimes in that
country. That tribunal had already tried several parties,
and some of them had been sentenced to death and hanged
accordingly under that tribunal, In this case, we did not
create a new tribunal to try Louis Riel; he was not tried
by a court-martial, but he was tried by a court established
by the law of the land as any other man would have been
tried, whether he was called Riel or called by another
name, whether he hid French blood in his veins or English
or Scotch or Irich blood. It was not a guestion of nation-
ality—it was a question of an accused prisoner put upon
his trial for the crime of high treason. He was tried befrre
that tribunal ; every opportunity was given him to defend
himself; his own counsel admit that these opportunities
were as great as could be expected. The delays required in
order to bring his witnesses before the court were granted,
and even the expenses of his own witnesses were paid by the
‘Crown ; and after a just and impartial trial the jury foand
the prisoner guilty of high treason. The stipendiary magis-
trate, Mr. Richardson, who was presiding in that court, had
then a duty—a most painful duty, I am sure—to perform ;
but it was a duty of his office, it was a duty that the law
imposed upon him, that is to say, to-pass sentence-upon the
prisoner. That sentence was the sentence provided for by
the Aot of 1868, passed in this House with the consent of
both sides, passed unanimously; and the punishment for
high treason under that Act of Parliament, is death, and
therefore Mr. Richardson had nothing else to do than to
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pass the sentence of death npon the prisoner. Knowing
him as I do, I am sure he must have felt very much grieved
to be obliged to pass that sentence, becanse it is always &
most painful duty for any man to have to condemn one of
his fellow creatures to the punishment of death. 'He was so
condemned ; and Iam told by the hon. gentleman who
made this motion that the jury recommended the prisoner
to the mercy of the Crown or the mercy of the court. It
ia true that the jury coupled their verdict with a recommen.
dation to the mercy of the court. But the jury—an intelli:
gent jury—knew perfectly well that the verdict of guilty of
high treason conveyed with it, and was to be followed
immediately by the sentence of death. Therefore when
they recommended the prisoner to the mercy of the court,
they knew perfectly well that that was not & recommenda-
tion that could change the sentence,

Some hon, MEMBERS, Hear, hear,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN, The sentence of death was
the sentence of the law, and if hon. gentlemen will allow
me to proceed, they will see that if the jury had any doubt
about the sanity of the prisoner or about the evidence that
had been given at the trial, they could not bring in a verdict
of guilty, but could only bring in a verdict of not guilty.
1f they had any doubt, the benefit of that doubt should be
given to the prisoner, and no matter what might be their
convictions, their verdict should be not guilty. But that was
not their verdict ; their verdict was guilty, and we have to
take their verdict as it was, This is not the first time that &
verdict which carries with it the sentence of death is
accompanied by the jury’s recommendation to mercy. We
know perfectly well the feeling of juries. Like all of us,
they feel grieved to see a fellow creature hanged and
paying with his life the penalty of the crime he may have
committed ; and we very frequently find them coming
down with & recommendation to mercy. It seems to bea
solace to their feelings. But in this case we had to take
the verdict as it was; we had to take the evidemce as it
was. But before the matter came before us, the counsel of
the prisoner took further proceedings. According to the
law that was passed by hon, gentlemen opposite, they very
properly appealed to the full Court of Queen's Bench at
Winnipeg to have the verdict set aside; they wished to
have a new trial; they wished to show that the prisoner
was iusane ; they wished, in fact, to save their client, and
no one can blame them for that—it was their duty to save
him if they could. But, Sir, what happened before that
court? The judges were unanimous in declaring that the
trial had been a just and legal trial, and that the court was
legally constituted, and therefore they refused tv change
the gentence of ;the conrt below, but confirmed it. One of
the judges, Mr. Justice Killam, speaking of the sanity of
the prisoner, said :

¢ Mr. Lemieux laid great stress upon the fact that the jury aceom-
panied their verdict with a recommendation to mercy, as ehowing that
they thought the prisoner insane. [ cannot see that any importanee can
be attached to this. ‘I have read very earefully the report of the chsrge
of the magistrate, and it appears to have been so clearly put that the
Jjary eould have no doubt of their duty in case they thought the prisoner
insane when he committed the acts in question. They could not have
listened to that charge without understanding fully that to bring in a
verdict of guilty was to declare emphatically their disbelief in the
insanity of the prisoner. The recommendation may be accounted for in

many ways not connected at all with the question of the sanity of the
prisoner.”

This was not the first time these judges had capital cases
before them; they knew perfectly well that it was not
an unusual thing with juries to couple their verdict with a
recommendation to mercy, and they knew that in this case,
if the jury thought the prisoner was insane, they should not
have bronght in the verdict of guilty, but a verdict of not
guilty. Now, the case stood thus: the prisoner had been
condemaned by the court at Regina; the full court of Queen’s
Bench at Winnipeg had declared unanimously that the trial

had been a fair and constitutional one ; and then the counsel
for the prisoner thought that they should try en dernier res-
sort to obtain an appeal to the Queen’s Privy Council.
They petitioned the Queen’s Privy Council :

‘' That Your Majesty will be graciously pleased to order that your
petitioner may have special leave to appeal, and be at liberty to enter
and prosecute his appeal from the aforesaid sentence and judgment re-
spectively, and that the said stipendiary magistrate and justice may be
ordered to transmit forthwith the transcript of the proceedings and
evidence in the matter to the Privi Council Office, or that Your Majesty
may be g:rncxo_uelg pleased to make such further or other order as to
Your Majesty in Council may appear just and proper.”

Well, this matter went to the Queen’s Privy Council. The
Lords of the Judical Committee of the Privy Council met,
and after hearing the counsel for the prisoner, and without
hearing, if I am not wrong, the counsel for the Crown,
rendered this judgment, which I think the House should
be put in possession of, as it is the finale of the legal pro-
ceedings in this case:

“This is & petition of Louis Riel, tried in July last at Regina, in the
North-West Territories of Canada, and convicted of high treason, and
sentenced to death, for leave to appeal against an order of the Queen's
Bench of Manitoba, confirming that conviction.

{41t is the usual rule of this committee not to grant leave to appeal in
criminal cases, except where some clear departure from the requirements
of justice is alleged to have taken place. Whether in this oase the pre-
rogative to grant an appeal still exists, as their Lordships have not
heard that question argued, they desire neither to affirm nor to deny,
but they are clearly of opinion that in this case leave should not
given,

““The petitioner was tried under the provisions of an Act F““d by
the Oanadian Legislature, Froviding for the administration of criminal
justice for those portions of the North-West Territories of Canada in
which the offence charged against the petitioner is alleged to have been
committed. No question bas been raised that the facts as alleged were
not proved to have taken place, nor was it denied before the original
tribunal, or before the Court of Appeal in Manitoba, that the acts attrib-
uted to the petitioner amounted to the crime of high treason.

*‘ The defence upon the facts sought to be established betore the jury
was, that the petitioner was not responsible for his acts by reason of
mental infirmity.

““The jury betore whom the petitioner was tried negstivod that defenoce,
and no argument has been presented to their Lordships directed to show
that that ﬁnding was otherwise than correct. Of the objections raised
on the face of the pstition two points only seem to be capable of plausi- -
ble or, indeed, intelligible expresgion, and they have been urged before
their Lordshipa with 89 much torce as was possible, and a8 fully and
completely in their Lordships’ opinion as it would have been if leave to
appeal had been granted, and they have been dealt with by the judg-
ment of the Qonrt of Apreal in Manitoba with & paticnce, learning and
ability that leaves very little to be said upon them.

“The first point is that the Act liself under which the petitioner wams
tried was ullra vires the Dominion Parliament to enact. That Parlia-
ment derived its authority for the passing of that atatute from the Impe-
rial Statute, 34 and 35 Vic., chap. 28, whiob enacted that the Parliament
of Oanada may from time to time make grovision for the administration,

eace, order, and good government of any territory not for the time .
inf included in any Province.

“Tt is not denied that the place in question was one in respeoct of .-
which the Parliament of Oanada was authorised to make such provision,
but it appears to be suggested that any provision differing from tha,
provisions which in this country bave been made for adminjstraiion,
peace, order and good government cannot, a8 mattera of law, be provi- .
sions for peace, order, and good government in the territories to whieh --
the statute relates, and further that, if a court of law should come to .
the conclusion that a particular enactment was not calculated as mat-
ter of fact and policy to secure peace, order, and good goverament, that ,
they would be entitied to regard any statute directed to thoss objeots;
but which a court should think likely to fail of that effect, as ultra vires .
and beyond the competency of the Dominion Parliament to enact.

¢ Their Lordships are of opinion that there is not the least color for
such a contention. The words of the statute are apt to authorise the
utmost discretion of enactment for the attainment of the objects pointed. :
to. They are words under which the widest departure from criminal .

rocedure as it is known and practised in this country have been author-
ised in Her Majesty’s Indian Empire.

“orms of procedure unknown to the English common laws have
there been established and acted upon, and to throw the least doubt
upon the validity of powers conveyed by those words woald be of widely
mischevious consequence.

“There was indeed & contention upon the eonstruction of the Osna-
dian statute, 43 Vic., chap. 25, that high treason was not included
in the words : ‘‘any other crimes,” but it is too clear forargaument, even
withou! the assistance afforded by the 10th sub-section, that the Dominion
Legisiature contemplated high treason as comprei)ended withia the
langoage employed.

‘‘The second point suggested assumes the validity of the Act, but is
founded upou the assumption that the Act has not been complied
with. By the 7th sab-section of the 76th seotion it is provided that
the magistrate shall take or cause t0 be taken in writing full notes of
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evidence and other proceedings thereat, and it is suggested that this
provision has not been complied with, because, thongh no complaiat is
made of inaccuracy or mistake, it is said that the notes were taken by
& shorthand writer under the authority of the magistrate, and by a sub-
sequent process extended into ordinary writing intelligible to all Their
Lordships desire to express no opinion what would have been the effect
if the provision of the statute had not been complied with, because it is
unnecessary to consider whether the provision is directory only, or
whether the failure to comply with it would be ground for error, inas-
much as they are of opinion that the taking full notes of the evidence
in shorthand was a causing to be taken in writing full notes of the evi-
dence, and a literal compliance therefore with the statute.

““Their Lordships will, therefore, humbly advise Her Majesty that
leave should not be granted to prosecute this appeal.”’

Tberefore, the trial, which had begun at Rogina, was
continued by the appeal at Winnipeg, and finally was
brought on a petition ﬁefore the Judicial Committee ot the
Privy Council in England. These tribunals declared that
the sentance passed on the prisoner at Regina was the
sentence of the law. The case then had to come, as do all
other capital cases, before the Governor General in Council.
Every such case is examined into attentively by the Coun-
cil, every member of the Council reads the evidence, the
reports, the charges and judgments, and the petitions for or
against the evidence ; the Council weigh the whole and
have to decide whether in all these documents there is
anything to warrant the interference of the Governor in
Council. We have not, as has the Judicial Committee of the
Privy Conncil, to try the case again ; the prisoner has been
tried before the regular tribunals of the country, and we
have only to see whether anything has occurred since
which would warrant our intervention. For example, should
8 material witness, who was away and could not be had
during the trial, come forward, whose evidence, had it been
given before the court, would have perhaps secured the
acquittal of the prisoner, the Governor in Council would
have to consider seriously that fact and decide whether it
was of sufficient importance to justify interference. But in
this case no such allegation was made, The sole allegation
of the counsel for the prisoner, contained in the petition,
was with reference to the sanity or insanity of the prisoner.
That petition, among other things, said :

“‘That this inganity has been so much proved that the jury had been
impressed by the proof made of it, to such an extent that {gey recom-
mended Riel to the clemency of the court. Thatyour petitioner has been
informed in & credible manner that since the verdict was given, the
insanity and mania of Riel have considerably incroased, and that he is
actuslly insane and uncontrollable Your ‘petitioner therefore humbly
prays that Your Excellency be pleaged to appoint & medical commission
composed of specialists ana alienists whose duty it will be to examine
the said Louis Riel, actually detained at Regina, in the Mounted Police

mili camp, and to ascertain the state of mind and mental condition
of the said Louis Riel, and to report to the authorities accordingly.”

That was the petition of the counsel in this case. They
did not say that the trial had been unfair, that the prisoner
had not had all the delays necessary, that he had not
brought his witnesses, and had not been condemned legally,
No; the only thing they alleged was that he was insane,
The Government, in considering this matter, could not go
back to a period anterior to the verdict and the sentence of
the court. If insanity existed previous to that, if it existed
at the time Louis Riel came back to the country, at the
request of some of the half-breeds; if it had existed whilst he
was at the head of the half-breeds and the Indians and was
fighting the Qucen’s troops in the North-West—if insanity
had existed at these times, the jury before whom he was
tried were bound to decide whether he was insane or not,
whether he could know right from wrong or not ; and if they
thought not, they had but one duty to perform, namely, to de-
clare he was pot guilty of high treason,but wassimply insane.
They did not do that, and, therefore, so far as we were con-
cerned as Ministers of the Crown, as men who had to decide
and to examine the case, we had only to see whether, from
that period down (o the time the medical men were sent up,
the man Riel was really insane, was an unaccountable being,
was & man who did not distinguish right from wrong. We
Bir HeoToR LANGEVIN,

'had had already before us a number of documents; we had
'seen them ; hon. gentlemen had seen them all through the
' press, had seen them published and read everywhere. There
was the letter of Louis Riel to his mother, there was the
letter of Louis Riel to his sister, there was Louis Riel’s last
will and testament, there was Louis Riel's history of the
half-breeds, and there were other documents of that kind.
We knew how the prisoner was behaving in his cell, we
knew how he was receiving visitors who were there either
to comfort him or for pure curiosity, we knew how the
prisoner had received the authorities when they announced
to him the position of his trmal and the pogition of the
appeals ; and then, nevertheless, on this petition and other
petitions that had been sent to the Government, we thought
it was a proper thing to send medical men to examine the
prisoner, 8o that there might be no doubt in the minds of
the Government and of the country about his sanity, There-
fore we sent Dr. Lavell and Dr. Valade, and we called upon
Dr. Jukes, the senior surgeon, the medical man who had
attended on Riel all the time for five months he had been
in gaol at Regina, to go and examine the prisoner-and tell
us whether they found him sane or insane. These medical
men reported, The reports have been laid before the House;
but, as they have not been read in full, I think it is only a
proper thing that I should read them now for the benefit of
hon, gentlemen, and in order that they may take their
place where they should before the public. Dr, Jukes’
report is dated Regina, 6th November, 1885, This is ad-
dressed to the Hon, Edgar Dewdney, Lieut.-Governor of the
North-West Territories, Dr. Jukes says :

* 81r,—In compliance with the request contained in the communication
received by you from the Right. Hon. Bir John Macdonald, that I should
report without delay upon the mental condition of the prisoner Lonis
Riel, now under my medical care, and how far I consider him account-
l able and responsibte for his acts, I have the honor to report as follows :—
Louis Riel has been under my special care, medically, as surgeon of this
force, for upwards of five months, since his arrival here as prisoner.
During that time I have visited him, with few exceptions, every day,
have studied him closely, and conversed with him long and frequently.
I have personally a strong aversion to punishment by death. I believe
that, failing to establish his insanity, his death is near at hand ; but,
after carefal and continuous examination of him, under varying ciroum-
stances, from day to day, I cannot escape the conviction, that except
from purely religious questions, having relation to what may be called
the Divine mysteries, he was, when first entrusted to my care and still
continues to be, perfecily sane and accountable for his actions. Under
these circumstauces my duty, though a painful one, is clear, and my
opinion, not hastily formed, equally 8o, namely, that Riel’s peculiar
views upon religious subjects, which so strongly impress the ignorant
and unreflecting with an ides of his madness, cannot rightly be regarded
as interfering with, or obscuring in the slightest degree, his clear per-
ception of duty or as rendering his judgment less sound in the affairs of
every-day life. I therefore record my opinion, that with the reservation
above made, Riel is a sane, clear-headed and acoountable being, and
responsible for his actions before God and man.

“ I have, &c.,
‘‘A. JUKES,
‘‘Senior Surgeon.”

Then comes Dr. Valade’s report, dated Regina, 8th Novem-
ber, 1885 :

‘¢ Sir,—After having examined carefully Riel in private conversation
with him, and by testimony of persons who took care of him, I have
come to the conclusion that he suffers under & hallucination on political
and religious subjects, but on other points I believe him to be quite sen-
sible and able to distinguish right from wrong.

“F.X. VALADE, M.D.”
Then follows Dr, Lavell's report, dated the 8th November :

‘¢ Str,—I have the honor to report that, having given conscientious
consideration to the case of Louis Riel, now confined here under sen-
tence of death, and fully anrecialing the trust committed to me and
the consequences involved, I am of the opinion that the said Louis Riel,
although holding and expressing foolish and peculiar views as to reli-
550:1 and general government, is an accountable being and capable of

igtinguishing right from wrong.
“T have, &c.,
‘M. LAVELL, M.D.”

Mr. Speaker, these reports were laid before the Privy Coun-
cil ; and, after weighing all the circumstances, looking into
the case fully, considering our duty towards the prisoner,
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our duty towards society, our duty towards our Queen
and country, we came to the conclusion, though reluct-
antly, though with great pain—because it is always a
painful duty to allow a fellow creature to go to the scaffold,
—to allow the law to take its course; but we could
not close our eyes to the fact that our duty called upon
us to allow the law to take its course, The result of
this decision has been the agitation that followed in
November and the following months, and we have been,
for our action in this case, insulted and blackened as
no men in the world have been. Our say has come,
We are now to see whether our action is to be found
wrong or whether it is to be found right. The rea-
gon why we allowed the law to take its course has
been given already, but there is this to be added, that in
this matter we had to deal with a case which affect
ed a large portion of the country, which affected a wild
portion of the country ; and, if the same action had taken
place, if the same crime had been eommitted in the other
parts of the country, we would have acted as we did ; and
therefore we put to ourselves this question: Is it a reason,
because this is in a wild part of the country, far from the
strong arm of the law, that this prisoner should escape the
punishment which is fixed by law? We thought not ;
wo had to direct us in that fact—and there I know that
some of my friends may not agree with me, but, if they
allow me to continue my remarks, they will see the reason
why I allude to it—we had this before us, we had the fact
that Louis Riel had, 16 years before this, committed an
act which was considered at the time one that
should bave been punished in the most severe way.
The prisoner, Louis Riel, at that time was not condemned to
a severe punishment; he was allowed to remain out of the
country for five years, and he was not brought before a
tribunal to be tried, and punished or absolved, for the death
of Thomas Scott. 1 know I shall be told that at*that time
Louis Riel was at the head of a de facto Government, that
it was the Government for the time being, and that, there-
fore, the Dominion Government had no right to put him to
death for the execution of Scott. Ileave that question for
the hon. genllemen to discuss; but if we are not to say a
word about the death of Thomas Scott, and if we are met
by the reasoning that Louis Riel had a right to put him to
death, urder circumstances no matter how cruel, then, I ask
why should the established Government of this country, the
Government that exists here by the Queen’s will and by the
Constitation of the country—why should we be called to
account for having done—what ? Not for having condemned
Riel to death, but simply for having allowed the tribunals
of this country to execute the law of this country. I do not
know how hon. gentlemen can get out of this dilemma.
Even though Riel may have been justified in putting Scott
to death when he was at the head of that de facto Govern-
ment, even with ail the cruelty that attended the execu-
tion, even though he may have been justified in doing that,
we cannot be condemned here for allowing the law 1o take
its course in November last. We are the Government of
the country; we had no revenge against this man; he had
done us nothing personally; but he had attacked the
authority of the Queen ; he had revolutionised that country ;
be had called the half-breeds to his aid and had deceived
them in a most shameful way, as the missionaries of that
country have all testified ; he had destroyed their faith; he
had destroyed their religion to establish one of his own, and
my friends from the Province of Quebec call that man a
compatriot, a man of their race! No, Mr. Speaker; the
sober, second thonght of the people will not be so. They
will say that whether that man had French blood in his
veins, or whether he had English or Irish or Scotch blood,

the Government had only to consider whether he was guilty !

or not. For my part, I am not only a representative of the . . |
A t, bug  papers on which the Government arrive at their opinion

French Canadians, in the Government, but I, along with my

colleagnes, am a ropresentative of the whole people of
Canada, of all origins; and, therefore, when a case of this
kind comes before us, though it may be especially painful
for me to see one sutter death who speaks my own language,
and who also may have French blood in his veins, never-
theless, I have only oce duty to perform, and that is
to give even justice to all. Mr. Speaker, I might go
further and continue to answer nome other remarks made by
the hon. gentleman, and other attacks against the Govern-
ment made during the last four months; but I think that
I have shown you and this House that the prisoner had a
fair trial; [ have shown that the courts of the country so
declared ; I have shown that the Privy Council in Engiand
had confirmed that decision ; and I havo shown that we, as
a Government, have taken all the pains and trouble neces
sary to find out whother the Government of Canada could
interfere and should interfere in this case. We found, to
our regret, I must say-——because it is always a regret for
us to see onme of our fellow creatures going to his last
acconnt—we found, to our great regret, that we ocould not
interfore. We have been blamed for that, and the hon,
member for Montmagny (Mr. Landry) has thought proper,
under the circumstances, to put in your hands a motion
censuring the Government, declaring the regret of this
House that the sentence of death against Louis Riel was
carried into effoct. 1 hope, Mr. Spoaker, that the large
majority of this House will not agree with that metion, I
hope this House will remember that we did only our duty
in the matter, and, though we did it reluctantly, we did it,
We do not deny that we did it ; we say boldly that we did
it; and in order that thero may be no misunderstanding
about this matter; in order that there may be no false
issues or side issues about this motion, and that we ma
have a direct vote upon it, I move, seconded by Sir Adolphe
Caron, the previous question.

Mr. AMYOT. I am sorry to be forced to undertake this
important debate without having before me the necessary
documents. When, on the 6th of November last, there was
an immense agitation all over the Dominion, we heard
many voices coming directly from the Ministry and saying :
Wait till we meet in the House of Commons, with all the
papers before you, and then you will pronounce upon the
question; wait till then. But to-day do we know any more
about the papers than we knew then? We had then seen
in the nowrpapers a short account of the proceedings before
the jury; we had seen some usltercations between the pris-
oner and his lawyers; we had seen the names of a few
jurors; but about the charge of the judge to the jury,
which is & most important fact, about the petitions for
and against commutation, about all the important doca-
ments which have been asked for by this House, about the
telegrams, about the reports of the medical commission—
we bave nothing. In fact, Mr. Bpeaker, a few minutes
ago 1 asked one of the Ministers at least to tell us
it the report of the medical commission was made
by telegram or by letter. Why did I ask? Becanse
I wanted to know when the Minister was informed.
for we do not know it. The Ministers, however, say they
do not remember ; they cannot tell, although the life of a
man is in question ; they cannot remember whether they
were informed by letter or telegram., They do not remem-
ber the dates; they do not know whether there was more
than one letter or telegram; they do not know if
letters or telegrams have been offered subsequently to
them! We are to be kept perfectly in the dark, although
this is & question involving the whole rebellion—a question
affecting the life of 8 man and the life of an Administra-
tion; the country thongh wants the North- West to be pro-
perly administered, and justice to be properly administered,
and desires its representatives to be in possession of all the
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when they decide to hang a man. It is rather humiliating
to find that the Government persistently refuse those
papers. What is the reply offered? Why does the Gov-
ernment not put before the Honse and the couutry all the
papers after 5o many months of promising ? Why have they
not even answered the question I put to them a moment
ago? Perhaps itis like the medical commission. They

refer darkness; they desire that the papers may not be laid
Eefore the House—may not be known. It has been
argned that all the Government had to do was to
determine as to whether the verdict of the jury had to be
carried out or not. I beg to differ from that opinion.
When in the ordinary courts, based upon common law, a
jury of twelve men under the direction of an ordinary judge
of the land has rendered a decision, and when the judge
has pronounced the death sentence, then the only question
tor the Executive is as to whether it will interfere or not,
interfere to grant a pardon or commutation of sentence.
Bat in the North-West such is not the case, It is provided
under the laws applioable to the territory that, as there

were 80 few people resident there, six jurors should be|L

sufficient; and as there were few judges, one ordinary
magistrate should be sufficient with the help of a justice
of the peace. But the law provided that the whole of the
record should be sent to the Administration, for the Admin-
istration to decide yes or no on the question as to whether
the verdict should be carried out. So the Governmant had
this obligation imposed on them, and they cannot deny
that they were bonnd to go over the whole of the record,
to consider the whole of the circumstances of the case, the
whole of what occurred before arriving at a decision.
They have not done that. They say that all they had to
do was to decide either to interfere or not interfere. They
shirked their responmsibility. But the country—I do
not care to what creed, or religion, or race, the people
belong—will ask justice and fair play for every British
subject of Her Majesty. It has been said that the trial
was & fair one, I beg to deny that; and if we had here

the papers of the trial we could prove that it was not a fair !

one, aithough the Government have been declaring through
its officious press, which is disinterested sccording to
sume and pot disinterested according to others, that the
trial was a fair one, and that the costs of tho defence were
paid by the Administration, There must be an end made
to tbat statement. I hold in my hand a document which,
by the kind permission of the House, I will read. It is the
answers given by one of the lawyers for the defence to
questions put to him concerning the trial; and, if this be
not.looked upon as sufficient proof, I will take the testimony
of'a paper which is the organ of one of the Ministers of the
Crown. The first question put to Mr, Lemieux, one of the
generous lawyers for Riel, was this :

Q. The ministers and their defenders make it appear that
you are of opinion that Riel's was a fair trial. Will you kindly
say if this is correct, and what we ought to thivk about it?
A. 1 formally deny having said such a thing. The most cor-
rect angwer to give is what is written on the subject by the reporter of
Le Monde of Montreal, written from Regins itzelt, and published in the
editions of August and September last.’

It would be too long, perhaps, to read that paper.
Some hon. MEMBERS, Read.

Mr. AMYOT. I speak of the statements made by the
reporter of the paper itself.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Read, read,
Mr. AMYOT. I will read those statements after six
o'clock, a8 I have not the papers now at hand.

“Q. When you asked for & delay, in order that the necessary
witnesses might be forthcoming, was this delay granted you 7"’

The House will remember, ws have been told constantly |

that -all. posible delay was given to Riel. [ know the North-

Mr, ANYOR,

West a little—I happened to go there—and I know what:
delay there means:

“ A. No; we asked for a month and obtained but ten days.”

Can the Minister of Public Works deny that, If hon. mem-—
bers would look at the records, they will find that a motion
was made by the lawyers for the defence for a month’s -
delay. They were many hundred miles from the requisite
witnesses; Riel was far from the place where the offence was -
committed, far from friends and family, and therefore Riel, or
rather his lawyers—because Riel pretended all the time
that he wanted no witnesses and denied his insanity—de--
clared that they could not procure the witnesses and -
doctors and papers needed within ten days. They wanted
thirty days, as the shortest possible time. No, said the -
Crown, we will give you ten days; and yet the Minister
speaks of the fairness of the triall

“Q. Were you able to have the witnesses whom you wished
to be heard ?

tA. Noj; the Crown refused to furnish the necessary funds
for bringing Doctor Howard, & specialist, who had attended Riel at the

ongue Pointe Asylum ; Major Mallette, who was acquainted with all
tgg 'gircnmsmnces of ftiel’s confinement and madness at Washing-
He had known Riel for a long time; he knew his character,
and he knew what Riel would do or should do if he was
still insane, They refused also the funds to bring Major
Mallette. 1 hope that the Minister of Public Works will -
not use his great talents, great experience ard great elo-
quence to throw discredit upon Major Mallette, as he seems
determined to do now on his own Province. I hope at
least those who have left the Province of Quchec will be
respected by the hon. gentleman, and that his political
needs will not force him to throw dirt on them.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh,

Mr, AMYOT. Some hon. members may laugh, but the -
time will come when the applause will be on our side.
When Major Mallette’s good name is wanted to carry &
political election he is thought much of and respected.

“ Major Mallette, who was acquainted with all the circumstances of
Riel’s confinement and madness at Washington; the Rev. Monsignor
La'iberté, his spiritual director during his covficement at Beauport;
Dr. Grey, of Utica, United States, one of the greatest specialists o
mental alienatioa in America, the same who had given his testimony in
Guiteau's case ; and the employees of the diffsrent Departments toshow
what were the causes of the insurrection ; and for the production of &
nnmber of documents, such as requests and petitions of the half-breeds,
letters from the Bishops and missionaries.”

All those documents have been refused. Delay in order to
get the witneases needed has been refused ; the money to
procure their attendance has been refuseds The Crown
selected two witnesses from the list furnished by the
lawyers for the defence, and they said ; Those two we will -
have; one of whom was sick and perhaps the Crown hoped
he would not go, and I do not know about the other going.
But they excluded all the others; they gave no time to get
them, and yet they come here to-day and say: We were
right in banging Riel, because we gave him a fair trial. I
84y, no, it is not correct; and you did not give him a fair
trial, under the circumstances. There was this r man,
many hundreds of miles from his friends and his family,
withoat money. He was not able to guide his defence, and
you refused his lawyers the few hours or days which were
absolutely necessary in order to procure witnesses and

papers.
“ Q. Had you all the dosuments you asked for 2”

I suppose they had the documents there as we hava the
documents now.

‘“ A. The documents containing the-.grievances of the half-breeds, .
which we had asked for, were refused us. They are mentioned in Riel's
affidavit of 21st July published in the 'Blue Book.

Q. Had you a competent translator of English into French?  A.
No; so much the contrary, that the court had to change translators
three or four times ; that the evidenoe giveu in French is mautilated, in-
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eorrectly reported, given in the lump, specially that of Dr. Roy and
that of the E:v. F’t.tﬁags Fourmond, X’ndré, ni the others. Fti’inlly,
no one would act as interpreter, and there being no interpreter the

advocates began to translate, till, at length, the examination of & wit- :

| Later.on the real reason why Monseigneur Taghé did not

ness had to be suspended whilst another translator was being sent for,
who, on his arrival, proved to be as incompetent as his predecessors.”

This shows the great desire of the Government to give
Riel a fair trial—their great desire that no reproach should
fall upon them. They did not even take the trouble of pro-
ouring a competent translator. I suppose ¢ would have
cost too much ; there would not have been left enough money
in the public purse to pay for those sheets and papers con-
taining the abbreviated and incomplete defence of the Gov-
ernment. When it was a question of spending handreds or
¢ven thousands of dollars for the purpose of making their
cwn actions appear favorable, they did not hesitate; but
when it was & question of supplying translators, a question
of life and death for the unfortunate man who was on his
t1ial, something told the Ministers that it would cost too
much, and they did not do it. It is my duty, a painful
duty, a4 one of the representatives of the peopie, to protest
against such conduct and to tell the Government that they
did not give Riel, the madman, half of the justice and fair-
ness in his trial to which he was entitled.

It being six o’clock, the Speaker left the chair.

After Recess.

Mr. AMYOT. The next question that was put to one of
the lawyers is this one:

Q. Was this eourt conducted with decorum? A. With none at all.

There was no room for it; we were one at top of another ; the auditory
applauded Astley’s replies, and murmured audibly during Riel's dis-
course. There was no appearance of its being court at all, neither a
picture of the Queen, nor the Royal Arms. .
. ““Q. Were there any half-breeds or Oatholics on the list of the
jury given by the judge, and were they selected? A. There
was one Irish Catholic whom the four Orown advocates chal-
lenged simultaneously and with such eagerness that one of us could not
keep from saying: ‘‘ No Irish need apply !’ There was also a French
Canadian samed Limoges, who was present at the opening of the trial,
but who had a fall from his horse and could not be present when the
names of the jury were called over. The jury was entirely composed of
English Protestants. . .

‘“That there may be no mistake about this list of jurymen, let it be
well understood that there was no list, as is the cace here. Inanurn
there were pieces of folded paper, each bearing a name. The judge took
one out st bazard and the name inscribed was the one called.

“ Q. Would it have been possible to have had Frenchb-speaking jury-
men ? A. Certainly, there were several French Canadians at Regina
and many surrounding places ; half-breeds also could have been had.

“ Q. Does the Blue Bcok which has been published comtain all the
documents and important incidents of the trial? A. No. It does not
contain the jury list, the motion for adjournment, Riel’s interference in
the conduct of the case, against the will of his advocates, our pleadings
on the t}uestion of law right, and various incidents. '

Q. Is Jackson, Riel’s secretary, a French Canadian (because that
bas been asserted)? A. No . . .

. “Q. Wag hig trial carried on with the same rigor as Riel’s? A. No;
it lasted but a few minutes ; it was a mere matter of form. It was the
Orown that undertook to prove his being mad.

¢ Q. Were your expenses paid by the overnment? A. No. The only
Miuister who readered us any assistance was Sir gecmr, and he only
obtained fcr us, from the 0. P. R. Company, free tickets for our first
Juuroey to Regina. i

Q. After the sentence had been confirmed in England, what steps
did you teke with the Government? A. What appears on the Blue
Book. A petition, asking for a medical commission, was presented to
the Executive, and no reply was given us ”’——

It seems protty hard to get answers when the half-
breeds are interested. Rielshould at least have received
through his attorneys the same delicacy that is generally
shown for the greatest scoundrels.

‘The Crown never informed us that Riel was tobe executed. Novem-
ber 13th, 1885, the following telegran was addressed to the Hon. J. A.
Chapleau, Secretary of State: .

‘The Government must ncw have arrived at some decision as to the
fate of my client, Louis Riel. Have the kindness to inform me what
this decigion is, for in case of his being executed Mondsy, I would
wish, as his advocate, to know about it at once, for most important
reasons ”

‘“ No reply to this telegram ever reached me.” o
. Q. Why did Kou not summon Bishop Taché as a witness? A.
‘Monseigneur Taché was begged of-by us sli-eoujointly- to; sppesr as-

| exumination we have to decide.

witness to prove Riel’s madness, but through the grave reasons ex-
plaioed at length in a letter replying to our request, we thought it
right not to insist on his appearance.’’

think it fit or opportune to appear will be told. I .do mot
think we should tell those reasons now, because I am afraid
of injuring the case of the half-breeds. Now, Sir, we do
not contend that the trial was not a legal one, and there: is
1o use in resiting here the decisions o% the court at Win-
nipeg or of the Privy Council. We admit there has been
a legal trial, but we say the trial has not been a fair one—
has not been one in which, considering the peculiar oir-
cumstances in which the prisoner stood, he was treated
fairly as he ought to have been treated. We
say that the law provides that the Government shall
look over the case, as & jury in the box, and shall then
pronounce the verdict, and decide whether the execution
shall take place or not. The question is now before this
honorable House as upon an appeal, and we have to decide
whether in the record of Riel's case there is enough to
convict him, whether his madness is proved, and whether
there was any provocation, which is not denied. But to
oome before this honorable House, when we are sitting as &
court upon the oase, and to say: You shall have such part of
the record, but you shall not have the rest, and to move the
previous question so as to prevent the produetion of all the
oircumstances of the case—that is not asking our fair and
impartial decision and judgment on the case, but it is making
an appeal to partisanship. It is saying to tho members ot
this House: You belong to our party, you have supported us
up o the present ; now we will shut off the evidence, we
will put aside all the material j0ints of the case, we will
give yr u what we think is not injurious to us, and you will
vote as partisans. That is an insult to this House and to
this conrtry, and it is a declaration on behalf of the
Ministry that they believe they have before them a House
go corrupt and so subject to intimidation that by the
mere spirit of partisanship they can control it This
is the position before the country ; we have to judge the
trial ; we have Lo look over the evidence as every one of
the Ministers had to look over it in their Council room ;
we have to look at what the witnesses said, and what the
jutge said when he charged the jury; we have to look at all
the petitions for and against tho exccution, and upou that
But all that is taken
away, and only ap appeal to parly interest is made. I say
it is not fair or loyal to the House, and it will not be satis-
factory to the public. If we refer to 40 Victoria, chapter
7, we find that it provides :

« 4, The procedure of trials ander sub-sections 3 and 8 of this section
shall be as far as possible similar to the procedure upon summary trials:
but the Stipendiary Magistrate shall, upon every such trial, take, or
cause to be taken, in writing, fuil notes of the evidence and other pro-
ceedings thereat.” —

Where are they ? The court at Winnipeg had not them ;
it bad not the charge of the judge; and yet it pronounocd
upon the sanity of the man, and to-night we have to pro-
nounce upon the oase, without the charge of the judge and
without the other proceedings,

tried under the 8aid sub-sections shall be admitted

(13
And all perfons to make full answer an

after the close of the ease for the prosecution,
defence by counsel learned in the law.

‘5. When auy person is convicted of a oapital offence, and is sentenced
to death, the stipendiary magistrats shall forward to the Minister of
Justice full notes ot the evidence with his report upon the tase, and
the execution shall be etayed nutil such report is received and the plea-
pure of the Governor thereon is communicated to the Lientensnt-

Governor.”’

I make thesc quotations to show that the exccution is not
left by :he Goverament to take its course, as in ordinary
cases, but must boe ordered by them; and to order the exe-
cution they must be fully satisfied that the prisoner found

guilty deserves the utmost pensity .of the law. . Bo, they
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are responsible to us for the verdict they gave in this case,
a8 we are t0 the country for the decision we shall give upon
it. The hon, Minister of Public Works—who, I suppose,
will not compliment me as he did the mover of the resolu-
tion—says that after s0 many years of service it is impos-
sible to believe that they have betrayed their duty, and he
complains of the word treachery. 1 can say that neither
myself nor any of my friends in this honorable House
have used that word. We complain of this: We
say that after the examination of the record in
Riel's case, the Ministry ordered the hanging, in
spite of the record, in spite of the recommendation to
mercy by the jury, in spite of the madness of Riel, which
was admitted and proved, in spite of the petitions which
they received ; and we go further—we say that they did it
after mature deliberation, in order to please a certain
section of the country, not caring about offending the
other, We are sorry to have to leave old friends, who
generally led us in the past, but we must be guided by the
facts as we find them. My learned friend from Montmagny
(Mr. Landry), in support of his motion, brought up tour
points. I am happy to be able to join him in regard to
those four points, ard to say that in my opinion he is
perfectly correct. He has discussed the question of Riel’s
madness from a legal point of view, and has quoted anthori-
ties and brought forward very satisfactory arguments on that
point. I will try to establish from the record that Riel
was insane ; but before entering into that question I must
say this: The hon. Minister of Public Works made allu.
sion to vhe fact that two of the members of this House went
to the North-West, and he says we were ready to kill Riel
if we had met him. Ho seems to be possessed of the idea
that on that account we have no possible right to discuss
the verdict of the Ministry in Riel’s case; but I think he
is greatly mistaken. For my part, when I was called on as
& soldier to lead the 9th Battalion to the North-West to
help to suppress the insurrection, though exposed to shed-
ding the blood of French half-breeds, I did not hesitate; I
obeyed the voice of duty and honor which called on me.
As a citizen of Canada and a soldier of Her Majesty, I gave
my bumble aid in the maintenance of the law and in the
protection and safety of the citizens. During the whole
time of my service I did my Lest, in conjunction with my
trustworthy officers and men, to execute the few orders,
sometimes very extraordinary ones, which I received, and,
in the absence of such orders, to judge by myself what line
of conduct to adopt. It that conduct has not been deemed
worthy of official recognition, it has at least gained for us
considerable complimentary notice from the public, not
only in the various places in which we were scattered in
the North-West, not only in the Province aud city of
Quebec, but also—and I am proud and happy to acknowledge
it—in the great Province of Ontario, in the cities of Owen
Sound and Toronto, where we were received like brothers,
wherein we felt that we were all citizens of a large and
intelligent country, forming one people under one flag, and
capable of living amicably tcgether, though of different
races and creeds. Let the people of Ontario, who showed
us 80 much sRympathy during the whole of our passage
through their Province, accept our most sincere thauks for
their courtesy and brotherly behaviour. If ever their
worthy batta!ions visit their sister Provinse of Quebec,I trust
that the hearty reception that will be offered them will
prove to them that we reciprocate tully their kindness and
friendship, that between the two Provinces there exist
ties of sincere friendship, that the fanaticism of & few sce-
tarians is not able of breaking asunder, But when I was
in the North-West as a soldier, had we met Riel and had
we to fire on him, of course we would have done s0. We
went there as soldiers, and as such had to obey orders.
What is th. re 8o extraordinary in that ? It is true that,

afler having served in the North-West, I came to the con-:

Mr, Axyor.,

| clusion that the hanging of Riel was illegal and most un-
just and barbarous, and that since then the admiration of
some of my friends on the other side has suddenly
become changed, and I now meet with all
sorts of accusations. It is true that one of
the Ministers of the Crown thinks proper and fit to
take up part of his most valuable time in seeking, from
Quebec and Montreal, by means of spies, all sorts of informa-
tion. It is true he is engaged in huuting up records and
records, and amongst about a quarter of a million of dollars
I have signed for in the North-West, is trying his best to
find something against me. All that is true, and he is at
liberty to do what he can. Let him try and form a court,
with his dude officers, somewhere that will condemn me, if
he wants to do 8o ; but I warn him I know all about it, and
will be able to defend myself before this honorable House,
The fact of my being a soldier did not take away my quality
of member of Parliament or of the most humble citizen,
and when my military duties are over, as a citizen and a
member, I have the right to judge the acts of the Adminis-
tration, and will do so fearlessly, without being at all moved
by all the low means to which the Ministry resort. As a
goldier I was not afraid in the dark, we were not afraid
when surrounded by the most dangerous Indians in the
North-West, and as & political man I am not afraid of the
men who take such means to try and dishonor one of the two
battalions of French Canadians who served in the North-
West. The whole time I was there, I never heard a word
of blame uttered against me or my battalion, nor when I
came back did I hear any blame. Now, however, hon.
gentlemen resort to all sorts of means to destroy me, and
they go go far even as to try and destroy the honor of the
9th” Battalion—in order to prove that they were right in
hanging Riel. I do not want to diverge from a question
personal to myself or that of the honor of the 9th Battalion.
1 have put in the minutes of our proceedings a motion with
reference to the latter, and I will do my best, so long as I will
be at the head of that battalion, to protect its honor, dignity
and usefulness. To-day, however, another duty devolves
upon me, which, disagreeable though it be, I shall not flinch
from performing, any morc than I flinched from offer-
ing my life for my country’s sake in the North-West.
I have to judge to-day the aots of political friends
and leaders for whom I have fought for many years;
I feel all the gravity of the circumstances; I foresee the
consequences that will fallow ; I foresee the bitterness of the
attacks I will be subjected to; even more than that, the
friendship I have felt for many years to my leader of the
past makes my position a difficult one. But before what I
consider a duty to the public, I cannot hesitate. The events
of 1869-70 have been spoken of. I do not intend to bring
back the question now under discussion to that first phase,
which it underwent before this honorable House as far back
as 1875, nor to the insurrection of 1869-70. An hon. Minis-
ter of the Crown has just thought fit to couple the hanging
of Riel with the events of 1869-70 by calling Riel & back-
slider, He said : If you find—and that with a most elo-
quent movement, I thought,—if you find that Riel was
right in killing Scott, are we not right in killing Riel ? I
felt rather humitiated when I saw a Member of the Govern-
ment, headed by an old gentleman who for such along time
has led the country, comparing that Government to a man
they refused to pardon after they had solemnly promised
to pardon him. They compare themselves to Riel
when he killed Scott ; how can they now hold up their
hopor as Ministers of the Crown after that compari-
son ? You remember, Sir, when the question of
amnesty came up, the Grit party proposed a partial
amnesty. They were not bound to propose il at all

they were not bound to grant an amnesty at all; there
was no promise on their part bindin%: them. But the
other party had promised the amnesty. They had obtained
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the North-West through that promise; they had brought
Monsigneur Taché from Rome, through that promise; and
when they got possession of the country, they put aside
their promise of amnesty. They were not brave enough to
grant it. Why? For the same reason that they hanged
Riel. The Grit party came into power, and proposed an
amnesty. What then did they, who compared them-
gelves to Riel the murderer do? They  voted against
the motion of amnesty, because they pretended that
Riel was a murderer—and now they say: If Riel was
right in killing Scott, we were right in killing Riel. Their
record must be very bad, when they have to resort to such
arguments and comparisons. Riel a backslider! That is not
the proper name to give him. In 1869-70, we seunt troops
to the North-West, and we issuned a proclamation, though
we were not yet legal possessors of the territory. We were
attacking that people without right, against the right of
nations. It is true we had sent out surveyors, with
instructions to survey the land of the half-breeds,
the lands of that little people against which it will
be soon demonstrated, there was a premeditated design
of chasing them from this continent. It is true these
land surveyors went there with military clothes in their
trunks,and told the English half-breeds that very soon they
would put on the uniform of soldiers and chase the French
half-breeds out of the country. But that did not give us
the right to attack them. If Riel with the half-breeds
rebelled against those acts, they were right and we were
wrong. As to the killing of Soott, that was one of those
unfortunate incidents due probably to his madness. But
there is one thing to be remembered : there has never been
a trial of that case, there has never been a jury who
declared Riel was guilty of that murder; and by the laws of
this country, which must apply to half-breeds as well as to
others, Riel must be presumed innocent until proved guilty.
Those events of 1869-70 are now of the past. History cannot
now judge them safely. How could 1 convince the hon.
the Premier and some of his colleagues that their employees
had committed blunders and had been guilty of illegal
aggression against Manitoba by over-hasty and offensive
proclamations ; that their officers had threatened the half-
breeds who were in peaceful possession of their homes;
that the restoration ot peace and order in that country was
due to the exertions of that most distinguished prelate whom
they afterwards treated as an unauthorised agent ; that they
sacrificed him and their formal promises of amnesty to
party necessities ; that they had not the courage even to
join the Grit party in redeeming their promises; that the
would not acknowledge the fact that to Riel was mainly
due, as was admitted in the official proclamations of the
Queen, the maintenance of the North-West under the
British flag ? But it would be useless for me to attemptany
such task, When the present generation shall have passed
away, with all its living interests and its present wants,
history will judge righteously. To its future unbiassed judg-
ment let us leave the verdict. Butthere is a point which itis
important to settle before entering into the events that now
occupy us. No witnesses were ever heard against Riel on
the fact of the murder of Scott; no jury pronounced him
guilty. As I said a moment ago, by the laws he is pre-
sumed to be innocent, because by the laws, which are the
digest of the wisdom of many centuries through which
they have been transmitted to us, and which are eminently
conformable to Christian charity, he is to be presumed in-
nocent until he is found guilty. And more than that, if
the first promise of amnesty was anterior, and did not
cover the shedding of blood in the North-West, at least the
granting of the conditional amnesty did, and if Riel was
guilty of crime, he has been punished, and it would be
illegal, unjust and criminal! to seek a second punishment for
the same offence ; it would be unworthy of the great people
of Canada {o punish twice for the same offence ; not that I
11

desire to excuse or palliate the killing of Scott any more than
those of Goulet, Pariceau and Sutherland; nordo I intend dis-
cussing the rights of the people of Manitoba, when organised
a8 & Government to proteot themselves against the aggres-
sion of illegal forces, but simply to "state that, as far as law
and justice are concerned, we ocannot call Riel an old
offender; that subsequent to the rebellion he saved his
country from being alienated from the British flag, and he
underwent a punishment and received a partial amunesty or
pardon for any possible offence oomrnitceg in 1869-70, If1
may be allowed here to quote a olassical author on the
point raised, 1 will quote Blackstone, vol. 4, p. 494. Speaking
of the pardon, he says:

‘' To him (the King) therefore the people look up as the fountain of
nothing but bounty and grace ; and tgese repeated aets of goodaess,
coming immediately from his owa hand, endear the Sovereign to his
subjects, and contribute more than anything to root in their hearts that

filial affection, and personal loyalty, which are the sure establishment
of a Prince.”

Then, page 449 :

‘* We may observe that a pardon by Act of Parliament is more bens«
ficial than by the King’s Charter.”

And lastly, page 500 :

‘¢ The effect of such a pardon by the King, is to make the offender a
new man ; to acquit him ofalt corporal penalties, and forfeitures annexed
to that offence for which he obtains his pardon.”’;

So was Riel a new man, in the eyes of the law, when
this second insurrection came. 1t is most important that
we, ourselves, should understand each other on that point.
I have very often heard those words “ an old offender.” Well,
it has never been proved, first, by trial that he was an
offender ; it has been proved that he saved the North-West
from being alienated from the Crown—that is admitted by
the Lieut.-Governor of the North-West in public documents—
and I do not see why we should go back and call him a
second offender. I understand that, before that amnesty,
the question was altogether different. Those who pretended,
who had reason to believe that Riel was a murderer, I could
understand that they should have done their best to catch
bim and to bring him to punishment; and I understand
that, taking that point of view, taking that stand, the hon.
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) could, for the sake
of bringing & man whom he thought to be & criminal to
Justice, offer & sum of money to arrest him. There were
two parties in the Dominion ; some contended that Riel acted
in legitimate defence and that he was not a guilty party
and could not be brought to conviction on that question,
and, besides, that the amnesty provided covered the case,
and those always sought the amnesty. There was another
party who thought Riel was guilty, that the murder of
Scott was an atrocions one, and that the flight of Riel was to
be stopped in some way, and they offered a sum for his arrest.
1 understand that, but afterwards the partial amnesty was
granted by the House of Commons, and to come after this
partial amnesty, this exclusion from the country for five
years, and say, about the second insurrection :We will punish
you for the first offence, I say is cowardly, is an abuse of
power, is unfair, and is not worthy of a country that re-
spects itself, Well, this time I contend that we have to
deal with an entirely new case. After a regular trial in
this new case, Riel has been found guilty of high treason
and he has suffered capital punishment for that offence.
The question now before the country is: Have the Bxecutive
acted wisely, justly,inordering the sentence of death passed
upon Riel to be executed ? In my humble opinion, such is
now the question before this House. Itis not a question of
legality or technicality, it is 8 question of justice and of
wisdom. It is not & question of creed or race, it is a ques-
tion of the just application of the laws of this country. It
has been contended by a press from which the Ministers
derive much of the public support, that the acts of the

Executive in deciding about the prerogative of pardon
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should not be discussed, that a blind acceptance of their
views is forced by the constitution, that the criticising of
their views or their motlives would endanger the majesty
of the law. I beg to protest most emergetically against
such a denial of the people’s rights. The Exzecutive is
nothing but a committee of Parliament, and Parlia-

ment is responsible to the country. Any ome of
the acts of the Executive is amenable to exami
nation, approval or disapproval by the country.

That in & matter of capital puni-hment, the Minister of
Justice may be presumed to act without fear or prejudice in
such delicate matters as the taking away the lifc of a
human being, 1 admit, but those who have interfered to
ask for blood, can hardly blame an interference in favor of
commutation, clearly recommended by the jury. Besides,
Riel’s cuse is un exiraordinary one; it relates to matters of
public interest, it directly concerns the Government of the
country, the administration of public affairs, and all the eir-
cumstances thut surround it make it imperative upon us to
enquire into all its details and to ascertain if justice, fair-
ness and humanity reigned, or if a man has not been
sacrificed to partiality, prejudice and party interest; if a
grave has not been intentionally dug between the faults of
an Administration and the people. It is not only our
right, it is our duty to enquire minutely into the details of
the whole affair, and this without foar or prejudice, without
reference to parly ties, and without the threats of sec-
tarians, I do mot beliove in peace and harmony that are
based upon the renouncement of sacred rights; that which
is founded upon injustice and cowardice, cannot long resist
the storm of public and general reprobation and contempt
Let us enquire, first, what were the causes of that rebellion,
and let us see if Riel was the author and caure of it. Riel
was quietly and iroflensively occupied teaching in Montana
when he was sent for—not by the clergy, as one of the
Ministers of the Crown insinuated in one of the Quebec
papers, which paper has suddenly changed its opinion of
tbat Mipister into great admiration. Riel was sent for, not
by the clergy, but by his own fellow countrymen, assisted
and encouraged by the whites of Prince Albert. [ do not
know, Mr. Speaker, if everybody hes forgotten that; I
have not. Let us see what was asserted here by the hon.
Premier last Session. Hero are his own words ;

‘ Bir, an agitation arose, and the hon. gentleman has rung the
changes on Riel being brought into that country. Who brought him in-
to the country ? Not the Indians; not the half-breeds. The half-breeds
did not pay the money. The white speculators in Prince Albert gave
their money to Gabriel Dumont, and gave it to Lepine, and gave it to
others. Thgy bad all got their assignments from the half-breeds ; they
had all got in their pockets the script of the assignment, and they sent
down to bring Riel in as an agent to be the means of attaining their
unhallowed ends. It is to the white meun, it is to the men of our own
race and lineage, and not to the half-breeds, nor yet to the Indians
that we are to attribute the war, the loss of life, the loss of money and
the discredit this country would have suffered had it not been for the
gallant conduot of our volunteers. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am able to
Ex‘-gve that there hag been & deep-laid conspiracy. 1am able to estab-

that the ory of the half-breed grievances was merely & pretext. I
am able to show that white man after white man has'entered into it.”

That, Mr. Speaker, is a statement by the leader of this House
as to the cause of the rebellion. It does not explain why
white men have not been hanged and why Riel has been. Had
it not been for that delegation to him, Riel would still be
oxeroising the modest lite of teacher in the States, where he
had been driven by the conditions imposed upon him by the
terms of his pardon. He did not, then, of his own accord,
meditate and prepare the rebellion, The terms of his answer
to the delegation proved that beyond doubt. I am obliged,
Mr, Speaker, to take them from the press, as we have not
the advantage of seeing those documents officially. They
should be here, officially certified, and forming part of the
records of the country, but they are somewhere olse, with-

drawn from the discussion. All that we asked and that would
have formed part of a legitimate defence, has been refused. !
Mr, Axvyor.

But it does not amount to mush, itis only the half-breeds that
are in question! Why give up the papers, why give up
documents that might destroy Ministers? To produce
letters of priests and to try to bring against the clergy the
charge that they incited the rebellion, well and good ! But
to furnish documents in favor of Riel, who was an old
offender, ob, no! Well, here is Riel's answer:

¢ GENTLEMEN,—You have travelled more than 700 miles from the
Sagkatchewan country, across the international line to make me a visit.
The communities in the midst of which you live have sent you ag their
delegates to ask my advice on varicus difficulties _whlc}; have rendered
the British North-West unhappy under the administration of the Ottawa
Government. Moreover, you invite me to go and stay amongst you,
your hope being that ], for one, could help to better in some respect
Your condition. Cordial and pressing is your invitation, you want me
and my family to accompany you; [ am at liberty to excuge mysslf and
should say, no; yet you are waiting for me; so that I have only to get
ready, and your letters of delegation assure me that a friendly welcome
awaits me in the midst of those who sent you.

“ Gents, your personal vigit does me honor and causes me great
pleasure ; but on account of its representative character, your coming
to me has the appearance of a remarkable circumstance, which I record
as one of the gratifications of my life—an event which my family will
remember, and I pray to God that my assistance will prove so success-
ful to you ag to render this event a blessing amongst the many blessings
of this, my 40th year. To be frank ig the sbortest way. I doubt whether
my advice given to you on this soil concerning affairs in Canadian terri-
tories, could cross the border and retain any influence But here is
another view of the matter: I am entitled, according to the 31st and
32nd clauses of the Manitoba treaty, to land, of which the Canadian
Government have directly or indirectly deprived me, and my claim to
which is valid notwithstanding the fact that I have become an American
citizen. Qonsidering, then, that my interests are identical with yours,
I accept your very kind invitation, and will go and spend some months
among you, in the hope that by petitioning the Government we will
obtaic the redress of our grievances.

‘ Manitoba has a population of which the native half-breed element
constitutes a considerable portion, and if we include those white men
who, though being connected by marriage, or in other ways, have a
personal interest in their welfare, I believe that this element is a pretty
strong ome. Iam just getting acquainied with them, and I am one of
those who would Like to unite aud direct its vote for the furtherance of
their best interests; moreover, I have made friends and acquaintances
amongst whom I Jike to live. I will go with you, but I will come back
in September.

‘I have the honor to be, gentlemen delegates,
** Your humble servant,
“LOUIS RIEL."

Mr. Speaker, did Riel come into the country with the inten-
tion of raising a rebellion ? I will not take up too much of
the time of this House in discussing that point, but 1 cannot
refrain from quoting from some of the witnesses in the
abbreviated record which we have. At page 11, Dr. John
H. Willoughby was asked :

‘ What did Riel say? A. Well, he told me the time had come for the
balf-breeds to assert their rights.”

And at page 12 he says:

“Hesaid: I and my people have time and again petitioned the
Government to redress our grievances, and he said the only answer we
received each time has been an increase of police.”’

Then, on page 19, Thomas MacKay says:
‘“They wanted to redress their grievances in a constitutional way.”’
Page 26 :

*“Q. Did he have any conversation with you a3
rebellion ?7—A. He said they wanted their rights.”’

Page 57. George Ness:

“ Q. What wero you speaking about?—A. He was talking of trying
to‘masmé th:k peop]e:_ mttheir grievances—to ha?ve their grievances righted.
* Q. Speaking o ting up an agitation 7—A. Yes; itati
o BiYof pr ighm{;” getting up 4 n es; anagitation or
The witness Kerr, at page 63 :

“Q. Were any speeches made at the table?—A. Yes: Riel
the bealth of our Sovereign, Queen Victoria o3 el proposed
Q. Riel did that ?7—A. Yes.”

At page 76 :

‘*Q. Give us the material part of it7—A.,
up arms; that he had dore it in seif-defencs ;
Duck Lake fight he said he had gone there in
Crozier had fired the first volley he replied, and he u his men to
fire, first in the name of God the Father, secondly in the name of God
the Son, and thirdly in the name of God the Holy Ghost, and repeated
his commands in that manner throughout the battle.”

to the object of the

He epoke of having taken
and in talking about the
person; that atter Major
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At page 82:

14 Q. He stated he wished the movement to be entirely a constitu-
tional movement 7—A. Purely a constitutioaal movement. He said if
they could not get what they agitated for in five years, for to agitate
for ﬁt:% years more, that constitutional agitation would get what they
waated.

At page 109, Father André;

Q. What were the claims of the half-breeds ? —A. Bince when : you
must distinguish ?

¢ Q. From 1884 till the time of the rebellion? | A. Since the arrival
of the prisoner in the country ? .

“ Q. Yes 7—A. It would be difficult to tell that; they changed from
time to time since the arrival of the prisoner. )

‘‘ Q. Before his arrival 7—A. They demanded patents for their
land, demanded frontage on the river and the abolition of the taxes on
wood, and the rights for those who did not have scrip in Manitoba.

¢ Q_In what way did the half-breeds put forth their rights before the
arrival of the prisoner?—A By public meetings at which I assisted
to several times myself.

* Q. Did you take part yourself?—A. Yea, at all those meetings.

# Q. Were communications made with the Dominion Government,
regolutions and petitions 7—A. I remember three or four times that
there was. :

“ Q. Did you get any answer to your communications ?—A. I think
we received an answer once ; perhaps we received an answer once.

Q. Was the answer favorable '—A. No, it was an evasive answer,
n{iug they would take the question into consideration.

¢ Q. That was the only answer to a number of communications 7— A.
Yes; I know of another communication made by Monseigneur Grandin
to the same effoct.

Q. Did he get a favourable response 7—A. No; [ don’'t know of any.

% Q. Do you know if there wag any snswer sent to Charles Nolin, in
regard to a petition sent to the Government ?—A. It was in regard to
those meetings, I was making reference ; I only know as to one answer.

Q. ‘ Finally after thece petitions and resolutions had been adopted at
the public meetings and sent to the Government, was there a change in
the state of things that existed then 7—A. The silence of the Govern-
ment produced great dissatisfaction in the minds of the Keople.

. 4Q. To—da{ are the people in a better position than they were before

in regard to the rights they claim ?7—A. They have not yet received the

patents for their lands on the South Saskatchewan.

e ‘;ed ’-,0810!'. I must object to this class of questions being intro-
uced.

We are now disoussing what took place during the trial.
We find that when the lawyers for the defence endeavored
to bring in the oauses of the insurrection one of the advo-
cates for the Crown rose and said : “I must object to this
class of questions being introduced.” ¢ My learned friends
have opened a case of treason justified only by the insanity
of the prisoner, etc.” And the discussion going on the
Justice said : “It would be trying the Government!” I now
quote from page 145. The witness is Pitblado :

A . . .
the Qreblgllili::.‘—n-: y_i):',h }zsig ?:Aglsszim“;v;hig:e: hHog ‘;?op?dgt:)til::{
duce the Government to ruake & treaty with him or with the half-breeds
of the North-West, .similar to the treaty they had made with the half-
breeds in Manitoba. That was what ha stated to be his chief object.”
We see by these quotations that up to the time the
first shot was fired, Riel's agitation was a constitutional
agitation. This is proved even by witnesses for the Crown
—that up to that time nothing was done by Riel except in
a constitutional manner, that he thought the halfbreeds
had much ground for complaint against the Government,
and he wanted in a constitutional way to obtain their re-
dress. In August following the arrival of Riel in the
ocountry there was a great meeting held at Riviére du Loup
in honor of the Premier. I was not present and was not
invited, but generally the Conservative members were in-
vited. The preastold us what was said by the Minister of
Militia in the presence of his chief and of the Conservative
members. Here are his words, and they prove that Riel’s
intention in coming into the country was not to bring in-
surrection, but was to agitate constitutionally, I quote the
words of the Minister of Militia :

__ ““The presence of Riel in the North-West does not make us uneasy.
On the eontrary, it favors our views. The half-breed chief is endeavor-
ing to conciliate the interests of the population with those of the Grown.
He deserves gratitude rather than blame.’’

That is what the hon. gentleman stated. Those were his
ideas at that time, and though he was in possession of 8
letter which I shall quote as to the probable insurrection

or agitation, and was in possession of many letters, petitions
and documents from the North-Weat, yet the matter did not
give him the least anxiety; indeed he thought that Riel was
doing their business and promoting the interests of the
country. Let me now consider the reason which induced the
whites and half-breeds to send for Riel. I have quoted the
words used by the Premierlast year. Let it be remembered
that none of the guilty whites have been (Frosecuted. L under-
stand well that last year when it was said—the papers asked
for not being then nor unow produced, and which wa
have not now—-that the rebellion was due to bad
administration, it was necessary for the Ministers to
deny the alleged bad admiuistration, and they wanted
to find some excuse for or explanation of the insur.
rection, They turned towards the whites of Prince Albert,
and without there being anyone here to defend them, the
Government accused those whites of being the authors of
the rebellion. It was their plain duty, after making that
assertion and affirming that the whites of Prince Albert
were the guilty parties, to have taken action and prose-
cuted them as being guilty of high treason, too. I say now
that by mot prosecuting the whites of Prince Albert the
Ministers have admitted that they have grossly insulted
and maligned them ; and the proofs of this we easily
obtained now that communication with the North-West is
more easy. Abundant proofs have been received that the
insurrection was due less to the whites of Prince Albert than
to the bad administration of the affairs of the North-West,
to the most unfair and unjust treatment by the Government
of the half breeds and their preconcerted plans of driving
away the half-breeds from the North-West and giving their
lands to strangers, The half-breeds had grievances. 1am
sure that other speakers will take charge of that part of the
case and enumerate the divers grounds of accusation against
the Government on that point. I believe, 8ir, from what I
know and have read, that the half breeds were honestly
seeking for & redress of their grievances, and that they had
grievances has been repeatedly admitted by the Ministerial
organs. The list of their grievances is very long. We
find some of them in the Mail rome in the Globe, 1
hold here in my hand a book, in which about one-fourth
part of their grievances are enumerated, and these number
seventy-six; but I will leave that part of the question to
some speakers who are more experienced than myself. The
point I wish to make is that the half-breeds had grievances
and that they were entitled to seek redress for them.
I want to establish that the Government knew it;
that they were cognizant of the fact that public employees
in the North-West were treating the half-breeds harshly as
if Sir Garnet Wolseley had been right when he said that
they were cowards; that the Government knew that a
rising of the half-breeds would bring about a similar rising
of the Indians, with all the atrocities accompanying an
Indian war, and that their negligence in taking preventive
measures was thoroughly inexcusable, and amounted to
criminal neglect in the administration of public affairs.
A great point is made of the assertion that Riel tried to
inoite the Indians to a general insurrection. I do not think
the record proved that any of his stupid writings on that
int ever reached Poundmaker or any of the other Indians.
iel himself was one of the half-breeds ; he was only a poor
fool and a madman, but the Ministers here are sane men,
experienced men, men of talent, and waa it not their duty
to foresee that the insurrection in the North-West would
bring about an insurrection of the Indians with all the
atrocities of Indian war, when they neglected the case of
the balf-breeds, when they provoked the half-breeds into a
rising ; and for that reason I say they are the first parties
responsible for the blood of all the priests and other white
ple murdered by the Indians in the North-West. There
1800 way of escape from that conclusion. The civilised
and the ruling part of the country is here; the Government
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is the ruling part of the country; they knew that there
were half-breeds and Indians there ; they knew what was
going on; they knew all about these depredations, these
speculations in the lands of the half-breeds, the orders that
were given ; they knew that there balf-breeds were being
deprived of their lands, and that these lands were surveyed
otherwise than they had taken them, and the fact that hav-
ing this knowledge they neglected these matters makes
them the first parties responsible to the couuntry for all the
atrocities of Indian war, and not & poor fool and madman
like Riel. That is the way I think history will judge their
conduct. It is all very well tocome and say that the Grits
have done the same. It is not proved that the Grits have
done the same, and besides, that is not the question. Let
us leave alone the past issues, When the country
put these gentlemen in power it was in effect equivalent to
eaying that the people were not pleased with the Adminis-
tration which then expired, and in taking power the new
Administration undertook to do better. To-day having
done worse, they say, ob, well, the others were not good.
I say that is no excuse, For teven long years they have
been letting the poor halfbreeds suffer, they have
been depriving them of their property and inter-
fering with the peace of that country, they have
been doing injustice to the balf-breeds, aud to-day
they are amenable and responsible to the country for
their conduct. For that conduct they cannot escape by
8gying, our adversarics have done the same as we have.
They will not, a8 we say in French, “ catch the fly in that
way.” That the Government knew of those claims, that it
slept and snored over them, appears by letters received by
thom. Isuppose that this snoring will be understood, and
I hope those who have told the country at lurge that that
snoring was 80 long and deep, will stand by their rayings of
the past ; that they will como with us, will como to the
help of the minority with every rightthinking man of
the eountry. I will quote alctter rent to ths Prime Minister
and the Minister of Public Works on Juue 4th, 1884, It
was, therefore, received early enough to enable any Admin-
istration anxious to do justice and to bring about peace in
that country, to foresee and prevent the danger, expense
and sacrifice of life which are necessarily attendant on war.
That letter was sent by an eminent prelate, Mgr. Grandin,
whose whole lifo has boen devoted to works of charity and
promoting Chiistian civiliration amongst the Indian tribes,
as well a8 to the happiness of the whites living in the wide
i)rairie. How it fuiled to move the heart of the Ministers,

cannot conceive; unless it was a fixed policy on their part
to let the wrong cortinue; to allow the complaints and bad
feelings to accumulate ; to expose the country to a costly
war ; to imperil the intercst of emigration ; to diminish
the value of the lands; to dolay the rottlement of the West ;
to endanger even the progress of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and to finally grant, under cover of redress to
strangers, the lands belonging to the half-breeds. I translate
the letter in toto, trusting that this honorable House will,
considering the importance of it, forgive me the time 1

CH
June 13th, 1884.
¢ The Honorable, Bir HzoToB Lanevix,
) “ Minister of Public Works,

** 8im,—1 take the liberty of addressing to your Honor the accompany-
ing letter to the Hon. Premier containing the cause of complaint com-
miunicated to me by the half-breeds of the district of Lorne on the
occasion of my journey to Prince Albert. I cannot express to you the
Km L felt on learning that they had sent a ‘message to Louis Riel, and

at they had given se unbefiting a reception to the Hon Governor
of the North-West. On seeing their state of excitement and discontent,
amounting almost to revolt, I perceived them to be under some banefal
hostile influence. I was even convineed of this by communications
made to me by certain most respectsble persons of Prince aAlbert. I
blamed them soundly, and fiom some of the principal leaders I obta‘ned
& sort of act of contrition for what they hacr done. They then detailed
their sources of discontent and grievances to me. Whilst not approv-
ing uﬁo,l must .Tgknowledge that there are many with which I heart-

r. OT.

ily sympathise. I deeply deplore the scornful way in which the Govern.
nlz{mty hzs a fashion otheat?ng the native half-breeds. The gentlemen
of the Government cannot be ignorant of the fact that the half-breeds,
as well ag the Indians, have their national pride; they like to meet V{l
attention, and are greatly irritated by the contempt with which t 3&
rightly or wrongly, believe themselves to be treated. Once irritate
and driven to extremity, neither priest or bishop can easily make them
listen to reason, and they may run into great extremes. 1 therefore
earnestly beg of you to use all your influence, that whatever is just
and right in their demands may be accorded to them. . b

4 Before going on board the steamboat I would have liked to a;e
learned the result of Father Lacombe's visit to Ottawa. I hope the
promises made to me a year ago have been at len t.!f,fulﬁlled. I cannot
forget your good offices and good will in my bebalf.

In dealing with a Government, and especially & .Gfovern-
ment of the kind indicated by the acts of the Minister of
Militia, we have to be polite, we have to pay compliments,
we have to be submissive, and we have to be careful what
we say. So the honored Bishop says he does not forget
their good offices and the promises they made & year ago.
Then, Monseigneur Grandin writes to Sir John A, Mac-
donald as follows : —

¢ To Sir J. MAODONALD, ,
On board of the steamboat for Cumber'and :

“PriNoB ALBERT, June 13th, 1884.

“ 8ir,—Your Honor must have heard of the discontent felt by the half-
breeds of the district of Lorne, of the message sent by them to M. L.
Riel, and of the inhospitable reception made by them to Ho'norag)leﬂ.
Dewdney, Lieutenant-Governor of the North-West. I arrived in the
district after all these events had taken place, and could not help re-
gretting them.

‘T have seen the principal half-breeds of the place, those who may be
called the leadcrs, and I have become quite convinced of their state of
discontent with everything. They are altogether embittered, and this
may lead them to any extremities. I was deeply grieved to find that it
is nmot they who are the guiltiest. They are excited and urged
on, not only by tho English balf breeds, but als> by resi-
dents of Prince Albert—people of consideration, it is said—
who are opposed to the Government and who doubtless hope to profit
by the regrettable steps taken by the poor halt-breeds. They must have
been much worked upon for them to have acted thus, unknown to their
priests, who have been represented to them as sold to the Canadian
Government. Surely it would be easy for your Government to bring to
naught this species of revolt, which may, however, have certain painful
regults, for the half-breeds can do what they like with the Indians.
These things are already to be regretted, and should the consequence
of them be but one gun fired at the humblest of Her Majesty’'s subjects,
you can but acknowledge that even that would be too much.

‘‘I biame the half-breeds and have not spared them reproaches, but I
must be allowed respectfully to inform your Homor that the Canadian
Government is not blameless either, and had T the same influence over
it3 members as I have over the half-breeds, I would tell them so perbaps
more respectfully, but certainly as frankly. How many petitions and
complaints have not these half-breeds addressed to the (Government
without having been even vouchsafed a reply. How many times, both
by word and writing have I myself addressed your Honor, without
obtaining anything but kind words in reply. I beseech you not to take
amiss what | am so frankly saying. I have only the good of the country
and of our citizens in view. Irom their dictation I have written down
the grievances of the malcontents and the steps they have taken I
enclose them to you. Iertreat your Honor not to remain indifferent,
and to take such action a3 will prevent the evil from becoming ag-
gravated.

‘I remain, very respectfully, &c., &ec.”

These are the reasons given me by Messrs. Charles Nolin
and Maxime Lépine, as to the causes of the excitement and
discontent of nearly all the half-breeds :

1. We ronsider the transactions of the Hudson Bay Company with

the Government a3 unjust, and we protest with our whole souls against
the immense reserve of lands granted to that Company.

‘2. In the second place, we protest against the manuer in which the

Government took possession of the North-West, without its inhabitantg
being informed or consulted.”
Iam sure, Mr, Speaker, if there had been there some per-
sonal friends of some of the Ministers, if there had been
there a population for whom they would have had some
respect, they would have taken the trouble to have sent at
least one delegate to tell them: Gentlemen, you are going
to have a change of Government; you are going to be.here-
after under the control of the Dominion Government, and
not under the control of the Hudson Bay Company. Bat
they did not take that trouble. We are too great, I suppose,
in this country to show anything like politeness and justice
towards half-breeds, ' o
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3. We protest against the manner in which the Council of the
North-West was constituted, especially at the beginning ; all its mem-
bers being strangers to the country, with the sole exception of one who
would bave been put aside if they could have done so.

_“4. We protest against the tax on wood, and this without our
rights being recognised. A treaty was made with the Indians, but we
were less considered than they.

¢¢5. We complain that no employment or office of trust is confided

to any one of our nation. There is none, not even that of first instruc-
tor, which the half-breeds, generally speaking, could fill better than
any foreigner, since they know the Indians and speak their language;
yet they are kept away from them.”
Common sense tells us that those half-breeds should have
been employed to instruct the Indians and to act as their
guardians, Is there any good reason why none of them
were selected for such offices? We have been living in
prosperity for 20 years, but if we have been treating the
half-breeds harshly and unjustly our prosperity is very little
to boast of.

**6. Weclaim thesame advantages as have been granted to our fellow-
countrymen of Manitoba, we consider we have the better right to this,
tince the North-West Territory is of greater extent and fertility.

‘7. We protest with all our strength agains® the Government's
obstinate refusal to do justice to our demands; all our petitions are
looked on a8 if they had never been sent.”

Could anything be more shocking than for & poor little peo-
ple like the half-breeds to be met with the constant refusal
of the Government to answer their letters ? Here we feel
strong with the influence the people give us, though we
feel in our hearts the injustice the Government are show-
ing us in refusing us the papers to which we are entitled.
But these poor fellows who have no ome to protect them,
write to the Government and are refused an answer. They
are spoiled of their lands and their timber, and when they
send their priests, their bishops and their delegations to the
Government to protest, they receive no answer; the Gov-
ernment in its dignity remains silent. Is there not enongh
in that circumstance to account for the insurrection? Ifa
Government of a civilised country has a right to do that,
we are not better than if we lived in Russia.

¢ 8, We do not desire that L. Riel should come among us as & rebel
or to lead a rebellion, but we wish to have him at our head, looking on
him a8 one capable of remdering valuable services to his country and
hxp fellow-countrymen, and for this reason we would like to see him
with some office in the Government, either as a member of the North-
West Council, or a8 a member of the Senate.

“ There followed an article from the more moderate party, but it has
goue astray, and I cannot, therefore, give it here. I myseﬁsdd to this
list of dewands. Evidently among all these complaints and protesta-
tion.a. several are exaggerated aud unreasonable, but it cannot be
denied those of the moderate party, more particulsrly, i. e., Noz. 4, 5, €,
7 and 9 are anything but just and reasonable. As for the others, they
are, at any rate, a powerful weapon in the hands of an opponent to the
Government to excite the half-breeds and lead them on to foolish acta.”

But this was not an isolated warning, thongh of itself it
should have been sufficient to awake the soundest sleeper,
I might quote similar advices given in 1878 by g:)l.
Dennis; in 1879 by Archbishop Taché and Bishop McLean;
in 1880 by Col. Richardson ; in 1881 by Col. Richardson,
and in every year since 1878 by Mr. Lawrence Clarke,
Falber André, Father Leduc, Mr. McDonald, Mr. Maloney,
Le Manitoba, the Saskatchewan Herald, the International
Emerald, Major Crozier, the Winnipeg Sun, and many other
newspapers, besides the many petitions numerously signed
and various delegations sent here, But all was useless, and
the insurrection came. How it was led by Riel, again
become insane, I shall explain in 8 moment. The half
breeds organised & provisional Government. In that I see
the intention of a rebellion. It i8 & question to know if it
was justifiable or not. Some have quoted authorities, as St.
Thomas d’Aquin, in favor of the halfbreeds. I do not in-
tend nor do I want to go into the merits of that part of the
case now, to say whether the rebellion was justifiable or
1rot. There are occasions in which an insurrection or rebel-
lion are justifiable. Whether this one was justifiable or not
I do not want to discuss at present. The beginning of an

insurrection having heen provoked by the negligence of the l and bury ]

. Government and the injustice of its employees, what was
'the duty of the authority? I affirm that its duty was to
.take all possible means to satisfy the halfbreeds, to avoid
/the shedding of blood, to heal the wound, to prevent and
.avoid having it to cure. Instead of that, what has been done?
‘We are told by the Mail, which hae challenged me to dis-
.cuss that fact before this honorable Houee, that:

t Riel grossly deceived the Metis in concealing from them the fact,
.known to bim on 8th February, nearly seven weeks before the collision
.with the police at Duck Lake, that & commission to enquire into their
.grievances had been appointed.”

The facts are not correctly given by the Mail on that point.
If we take Sessional Paper 116 of laxt year we find that,
on the 26th January, an Order in Council was passed stat-
ing :

“ The undersigned submits that in his opinion it 18 desirable, with

& view of settling equitably the claims of the half-breeds of Manitoba
and the North-West Territories w ho would have been ectitled to land
had they resided in Manitoba at the time of the transter, and filed their
claima in due course under the Manitoba Act, and also of those who,
[ though residing in Manitoba and equitably entitled to participate in the
grant did not do 8o, to sscertain the number of half-breeds, and he
recommends that he be authorised 10 obtain an enumeration of them,
and to employ three persons to make such enumerations.”

‘Was this Order in Council conceived for the settlement of
the half breed claims ? Was it conceived for the redress of
their grievances? No ; it was to make a census to pre-
 pare a seitlement, Well, for over five years the half-brecds
had been receiving such promises and had been fauvored
with such dilatory means of settlement, and that Ricl did
not feel justified in allowing himself to be deceived this
time, T can very easily understand. It was not an Order
in Counci! to settle their claims, iL was an Order in Counoil
to apXoint & commission to make a census, What time it
would have takea to prepare & census, we do not know. It
would have taken months, perhaps years, and the settle-
ment of the claims could not have advanced one step wore,
Besides, where was the necessity for making a census of
the North-West, for the settlement of those olaims ? Did
'not the Government know exactly where those half-breeds
were ? The North-West is not a region in the clouds,
These half-breeds had houses and churcbes, and it would
have been very easy to enquire from house to honse what
their claims were. In & week or two the commissioners
could have gone through the whole district, sent in their
report, and a settlement could have been made shortly
\after. What was the use of spending thousands of
dollars in getting & census of the whole North-West, when
all that was wanted was a settlement of claims in &
certain district? The Government should have some
respect for the common sense of the people at large.
Iam sure that on this point the country will wee
that the Government was wrong and Riel was right.
Having waited for months and years for an answer to their
applications, the half-breeds were told that bayonets were
coming for them. They thought, from what Sir Garnet had
said, that they were to be looked upon as outlaws and
cowards, and they met the police. Ido not want to justify
their course, but if they had been met by somebody who un-
derstood them and had a particle of sympathy for their suf-
ferings, am I not right in presuming that there would have
been no bloodshed and that satisfactory arrangements wonld
have been come to ? The Crown did not think fit to ask
Major Crozier, when examined as a witness, who fired the
first shot at Duck Lake? He was only asked if his
force had been fired at? Strange to®ay, neither did the de-
fence put the question to him as to who fired the first. Bat
it results from the whole enquiry that our forces fired first,
without the reading of the Riot Act, thereby accepting the
adverse troops as a regular fighting army. The resuit was

a defeat for our police, and an opportanity to the half breeds
of ,showin%itﬂhgir humaoity in inviting Major Crazier to come
s doad. I .do not now, want to blame or critigise
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the conduct of Major Crozier, but I state that if the Gov-
erpment had done sBomethicg towards satisfying the half-
breeds, if they had appointed some friends of the half-breeds,
if they had behaved justly towards them, rebellion and its
borrors and expenses would have been avoided The very
moment that the first shot had been fired by Crozier, and
that blood had been spilt, the harm was done. The danger
became immense. The Canadian Pucific Railway not being
completed, the North-West was irolated, and we were
exposed to & general Indian rising in the North-West, a
rising which has been stopped and prevented by the
exertions of the clergy more than by the fear of the army.
Troops had to be sent to relieve the North - West, the time
has not come yet to speak of their glorious journey through
ice, snow, and water, and across mountains, with bacon and
beans as food, with all the discomfort and suffering inherent
to a long journey through a savage country at the worst
season of the year; nor is it time to discuss the merits of
the divers battalions, nor to whom is due the honor of the
victory of Batoche. Sufficient to say that Batoche was
taken after a few days’ fighting by our army against a few
balf-breeds in their rifle pits; and that Riel, after having
escaped, surrendered to the General on the faith of & letter
saying that if he, Riel, surrendered himeself, he would be
protected ‘‘till his case was decided by the Canadian
Government.” Has the care been decided by the Canadian
Government? Not yet. Is the promise redeemed? It
bas been if we consider that Magistrate Richardeon was an
officer of the Government; but such construction cannot
fairly be put upon the meaning of the letter. The case has
been decided by a court, and not by the Government. The
Ministers have confirmed a decision, .but have not decided

themselves, At least such is the construction to
be put on the speech delivered to-night by the
hon, the Minister of Public Works, This is an

important feature of the case in the eyes of many. The
General talked protty freely with Riel: a man who was
going to be hanged ! Then Riel was sent to goal. Irons
and chains became the first fruits of the promised protec-
tion. A jury of six was empanelled, from whom & Catholic
Juror was excluded. We do not find that fact in the printed
record, but I think the proof found in the organs of the
Mivister of Public Works is sufficient. The composition of
the tribunal, the place of the trial, the number of jurors,
are all of an exceptional nature which is far from giving
complete satisfaction to the public who only look for
British fair play and justice. But I take the law as it stands,
and, for the sake of discussion, I take it for granted that
the trial has been legal. We cannot say, though, that it
was fair, or possessing the conditions it should have
posressed. Riel was found guilty with & recommend-
ation to the mercy of the Crown. What was the charge of
the court? We donotknow. We are also igoorant of the
reasons of that recommendation to mercy. Appeals went
on, two respites were granted. The courts pronounced
against Riel, specially on the question of jurisdiction. Bat,
after all that, a third respite was given without being
asked for. A gieat banquet was given at Winnipeg
on the day first fixed for the hanging; great rejoicings
took place when the hon. the Minister of Militia announced
that he had no sympathy for the traitors. His words, if
the:iy were correctly reported were : ‘I hate the traitors,”
and the * traitors” were the half-breeds, and he was a
member of that Govgrnment which surely hated the half-
breeds, because they had proved it long enough; and he
announced that justice would be done, and the applause
lasted for over five minutes, Oh, it was a grand sight; it
Wwas 8 great moment ; when, after having sent his troops
up there, and exhaunsted, annihilated nearly. that little
ﬁaqple, & man covered with honors and wmedals by Her
dajesty, with the same blood in his veins as the half-breeds,
should go there and rejoice at the hanging, and, with a glass
Mr, Axvor.

hampagne in his hand, should say : * I hate the rebels,"”
ggg thenptfe gectarians around him raised big hurrahs. Tpst
is the way tobring harmony aud peace into this Confederation.
I heard the Premier on the first day of this Session accusing
the hon. the leader of the Opposition of destroying the
barmony of the Confederation; but, when we push the
hatred of rebels so far as to drink to the health of these
poor fellows who were to be hanged anfi who were then in
gaol, insulting their mothers and their wives and their
children and the pains of their hearts, and when we see
that this Minister has the same blood, and that he knows
that the applanse that he will receive is given to him
because those who are to suffer are of his race, an.d
because he is the instrument of the humiliation of his
own race, he may boast of it if he likes, but the
people of the country at large, of any creed or nation-
ality, have not taken that view. Remarks have been
passed by people of all nationalities and ’of all creeds
deploring the fact that human vanity aund blindness should
go 8o far as to lead a man to deny his own blood, and to
cogrt insult to his own blood because it is his own blood.
He knew that the result would be that. We do not know
what he wrote or what he telegraphed from up there.
There is something at the bottom of all this which is wrong,
which the Government do not dare to bring before the
country, but enough is seen to show by what spirit they
were acting and by what motives they were moved. When
the hon. gentleman was made a great baronet or something
like that, he may have received piles of telegrams and con-
gratulations on his appointment, but let him find some
congratolations since he was drioking to the health of
the poor man who was going to be hanged, and chose
for the theatre of his eloquence on that subject the
very place where he was sure to meet the mortal
enemies of that man who was going to be hanged.
It must have been so agreeable to him to see his fellow-
countrymen snubbed for the sake of Orangeism ; and he has
since confessed that he then knew that Riel was to be
banged, that his case had been decided before he left
Ottaws, He procured even a certificate to that effect from
his chief, evidently wanting the insult to us to be complete,
and desiring not to have a leg left to stand upon. Finallv
Riel was hanged, and an immense agitation followed, and
it has not yet subsided. Why? Sir, I contend that the
agitation is ontirely due to the Ministers themselves, and
that in hanging Riel they have hanged deliberately a mad-
man, in spite of the recommendation to meroy and after
cruel delays, and that they have dome so because some
Orangemen made it a condition of their political support—
the said Orangemen being moved by their hatred to Riel's
race and creed. Such is the true position. We never said
—or we would be as mad as Riel—that Riel should not
bave been hanged because he was a Frenchman. No; we
never talked such nonsense, But we complained of his
having been hanged because he was a Frenchman, and in
spite of his madness, of the respites, of recommendation to
morcy, of the fact that the Government had been the direct
and immediate cause of the rebellion. The Government
have but themselves to blame for the intense agitation that
took place in many parts of the Dominion, It is proper
that my hon. colleagues, who do not read or under-
stand French, be informed of what took place in our
Province, and how the question presented itself there,
The discussion in the press made it known that the half-
breeds had numerons complaints, and a natural sympathy
for them was felt. Then, as his madness became more and
more conclusive, one of the Ministers promised thata medi-
cal commission would be appointed. Every day some of
the organs of the Ministry published violent articles in
favor of pardon. The Liberal and Conservative press joined

in their efforts to save Riel’s life. Public opinion was
soon formed and grew very execited, Public meetings
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took place, petitions were signed, and & universal voice was
raised in favor of pardon. I will quote from the organ
which is looked upon as the direct mouthpiece of the Min-
ister of Public Works. Doubtless the responsibility of the
Government will be denied ; but I speak of the opinion of
the public; since the same paper has returned to its blind
allegiance. 1 will quote from that paper, as it is
important in the grave crisis through which we are passing
that the country should know exactly what we are doing
and why we doit. It is a known fact that this paper 1
speak of cannot live by its own revenues, and that it lives
from the revenues which come from parties not far from
this room. It is that very paper which is the
cause of any difficulty there may have been at
Ottawa between the Orangemen and the Catholics.
If there have been petitions in favor of mercy, if
there has been agitation in the Province of Quebec, it is
due to that paper. When these petitions came in, then the
Orangemen presented their petition, and there was a fight
between the Orangemen and the QCatholics before the
Ministers, and if the Catholics were snubbed it was due to
the organs of the Ministers, and I will proveit, If to-day you
see many of the Quebec members breaking party ties, and
if there is a national movement among French Canadians,
it is due to that press again. And how can the Ministers
dare, after that, say to us: You are wrong—in the face of
the indignati>n which they have aronsed ? But, Sir, are we
obliged to change like weathercocks whenever they wish ?
When we form an opinion are we not, as men, to stand by
it, or are we to deceive our people, are we to loose their
confidence by saying one thing to-day and the opposite to-
morrow ? Are we going to be as low and ss cowardly as
the ministerial press, which says one day a thing is
white, and the next day say it is black? No, Sir; there
is & certain sentiment of dignity, I hope, in those who
have supported the Ministry so long. I will quote from Le
Monde. 1 am sorry L shall have to translate it into English,
but I had not time to prepare a translation beforehand. Oa
the 3rd of August, 1885, this paper said :

‘“ As the jury has recommended Riel to the clemency of the court, it
is the desire of everyone that he should not be hanged. There is only
one ory of protestation against the magistrate wh), agiinst all rules
and even all decency, has taken upon himself, to announce in the name
of the Government, that there would be no respite nor clemency.”

On the 25th of Aungust:

¢ Bnglieh and French, Catholics aad Protestants, are all agreed. It
is & question of justice and humanity; this is the real ground upon
which the question should be put. The declarations which the Hon.
Sir Hector Langevin has just made concerning the Riel affair, authorise
us to believe that the Government has already taken into coa-idera-
tion this question and that it has come to the conclusion to appoint a
commission with the object of ascertaining the mental condition of
Riel. There i no guestion now about discussing the remote or imme-
diate causes of the late rebellion, nor the ahare of the responsibility of
whites, halt-breeds or Indians. There is & time for that. Qur repre-
sentatives will have ample time from now to next Session to study
that question thoroughly and to put themselves in a position to judge
correctly and throw the responsibility on the proper shoulders.
The duty of the mement is more pressing. The question is
to find out if the accused, if & man already condemned to
death, is mad or noti, or is responsible or not for the crime
of which he has been found v%uilty. Qur duty is to obtain
that proof as soon as possible. e agk it in the name of society,
in the name of humanity, in the name of justice. Let us put aside the
passion of politics, always interceted ; let the jealousy of party spirit
stand aside. Politieal parties are too narrow-minded and too tyrannical
to be trusted with the honor and life of a citizen. We hope that the
Government will appoint without delay & medical commission, and that
it will be composed of expert doctors, of a reputation for science and
gkill, which will inspire eonfidence in the public.”

On the 10th September :

‘ However, the Government will yield to the desire of the Province
of Quebec in granting the nomination of a medical commission, which
will enquire into the mental condition of the prisoner. The decision of
that commission will be worth more than the j idgment of the tribunal at
Regina. The sentence of death will not be executed. The Government
will grant s respite which will allow an appeal to the Privy Oouncil.”

I will quote from an article of the 27th of Qctober, and the
articles will grow stronger and stronger as I proceed :

“‘But happily all is not done. The Liberals have not suceseded in
destroying irrevocably the cause of the prisoner of Regina.

‘ We began by saying that the work of the committee of David
Phaneuf is over, but our own work continues. Those who calumnisted
us and insulted us for months back, will, we hope, bave the good sense
now to keep quiet. They may not do it, but if they do not, we will go
on with our work, we will do our duty, and the pecple will know before
long on which gide are the real friends of Riel. At this late hour we
still ask what we asked in the beginuing, a commission of alienist
doctors who shall pronounce upon the mental state of Riel. This com-
mission, we believe, will be granted, and if this decision confirms our
expectations and our hopes, Riel wiil not be hanged. We do not hang
madmen on the free soil of Canada.”

On the 24th October :

¢ The opinion given by the Monde, day before yesterday, concerning
the good diapositions ot the Ministers towards Riel, is based on the fact
that the Government bas always been determined to give full and entire
justice to the accused.

* 'he Crown has furnished the greater part of the costs of the defence
and has done its best to facilitate the different appeals made in the
interest of Riel. So far a8 our opinion of the nomination of the medical
commisgion of enquiry into the state of the prisonor is concerned, it has
for it basis, the innumerable petitions asking for a commission, which
petitions were addressed to the Governor General in Oouncil since July
last. Long ago the papers of Quebec and Montreal have published the
names of doctors who should compose that commission.”’

Le Monde of 13th November said :

‘ We have received the following despatch from Ottawa: ‘Ottawa,
13. The execution takes place on the 16th. We venture to affirm that
the sentence will not be carried out on Monday next.’”

What the object of making that statement was I do not
know, On 14th November it said :

“ Lagt nigh: at 5 o’clock the following despatch, which we doubt not
will receive to-day the attention ot all vur parliamentary representas
tives, was sent 1o Sir John A. Macdonald. Iuexactly reflects the publio
opinion of the French Canadians on this question: ‘To 8ir John A.
Macdonald. Under the circumstances the execution of Louis Riel will
be actually criminal and we reject responsibility forit. Signed, Coursol,
Denjarding, Girouard, Vanasse, Massue, Dupont, A. L. Desaulniers,
Daoust, Bergeron, Bain, Benoit, Guilbault, Gigault, Labrosse, L. L. L.
Desaulniers, Dugas, Hurteau.” Besides that commuaication another des-

atch written in the same sense has been addressed to the Premier by
Edessrs. Quimet, Fortin, Macmillan, Taschereau, Landry (Montmagny),
Legage and Hurteaun.”

Then Le Monde said :

« There are only two days before the execution of the prisoner at
Regiua, and yet no officinl information has boen received of the decisive
action of the Government on vhis point. However, everything seems to
1ndicate that Riel will be hanged on Monday. The Government will
assume by tnat act its rightful responsibility. The people are not in
possession of facts sufficient to approve such a decision. The general
opinion in Lower Oanada is, that Riel is not in pussession of his
mental faculties and thst wnder the circumstances his execution
would be an act of cruelty and would cast dishonor on society. It
must be a contrary decision at which the Kxecutive has arrived,
and it must be upon clear reasons established that Riel i8 entirely
in possession of his mental faculties. His execution will be an atro-
cious crime which we will never forgive on the part of those who
who will be responsible for it. In Oanada we do not bang half madmen.
Our oppoanents in Upper Uanada have been surprised at the efforts we
have made to save Kiel from the scaffold. We make the question of
Ricl a national one. We acknowledge all the faults of Riel. No one
believes that this man should not be punished and very few would be
disposed to allow him bis liberty ; but it is in the mame of humanity
that the population of our Province have taken the position they have
taken. 1f the man is guilty and society wants to punish him and it
appears that he is incapable of understanding the reason, society does
not accomplish any good object but it condemns itself. There is so
much doubt as to the mental gtate of the prisoner as to cause very great
anxiety ; his condition is 8o much one of uncertainty as to justify us in
asking the clemency which from ope end of the Province to the other we
are asking towards the ucfortunate prisoner.”

Numerous meetings were held in Montreal, and Le Monde
on 17th November, contained very long articles bearing on
them, and encouraging the people to sign petitions, to
assemble in public meetings and to protest in every possible
way. Of course, Le Monde was not aone in the position it
assumed. There was another paper, which did not perhaps
zo so far, La Minerve, and there were Liberal papers, also
L'Etendard and numerous papers, at Three Rivers, in the city
of Quebéec and all over the Province, all unanimously sap-

porting the tone of the paper from which I am quoting
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and from which I will further quote. I will quote now’
from Le Monde of 17th November:

‘'The aldermen of Montreal bave nobly done their duty this afternoon.
Inspired by the prevailing national sentiment they have protested with
dignity against the political murder [that is the expression used by the
paper which was formulating public opision in auebe’c] which has’
spoiled the flag of the Oanadian Confederation. The hanging of Riel is’
a bloody concession made to Orange hatred ; it is the expresgion of feel-
ing againgt the French Oanadian nationality.”’

Mr. WHITE (Hastings). Hear, hear.

. Mr. AMYOT. The hon, gentleman must remember that
it is a paper representing the hon. Minister in front of him
from which I am quoting. The hon. member may go and
congratulate him, and he must remember that if the state-
ment is made that Orange hatred hasspoiled the flag of the'
Confederation it is the organ of that hon. Minister which
saidso. I am sorry to let him know that; but in dealing
with these questions all the facts must come out.

¢ The Municipal Jouncil of Montreal hag been the faithfal interpreter
of the public opinion of this Province on the question.”

Tha* is not my statement ; it is the statement of the organ
of the hon. Minister. The hon. gentlemian must understand:
that, though he may not like it.

‘¢ There are some English councillors who would not have resisted
that action by the Government. There is Mr. Stephenson, who would
hang Canadians every day, and who finds it strange that the people
should rise and condemn those who want to drink the blood of French
Canadians. The flag that was at half-mast upon the Oity Hall is the
sign of national mourning to the majority of the people. We are
gratified to be able to state that many of our compatriots of English
origin share our regrets. French Canadians will know how to unite not
to satisfy their thirst for thas blood of a ferocious hatred, but to get their
rights respected.’’

There ar> some sentences here, which, I am sorry to say,
I have difficulty in translating, and I will, therefore, read
them in French:

‘11 nous fait plaisir de constater qu’il y a de nos compatriotes d’ori-

ine anglaise qui prennent part 4 notre douleur, mais ils sont rares.
Stl:’est evenu ce sentiment de loysuté dont s'honorait & si juste titre
1a race anglaise ? Bi les Anglais se liguent contre nous pour nous écra-
ser, qu'ils sachent gqu’on n’est pas un peuple d’esclaves, qui laissent
monter gur échafaud ceux des siens qui luttent héroiquement pour le
redressement de leurs griefs.”

¢¢ Lies Canadiens-Fran¢ais sauront 8’ unir eux aunsai, non pas pour assou-
vir dans le sang une haine féroce, mais pour faire respecter leurs droits.

*¢8ur le senil de 1'Hotel-de-Ville, plusieurs orateurs ont prononcé des
discoura patriotiques qui ont donné la note juste. M. Mercier a dit que
les partis devaient se confondre pour former un grani Part‘x national.

‘M Préfontaine a déclaré qne M. Mercier, son chef d’hier, n’était plus
son chef d’avjourd’hui, mais qu’il espérait voir surgir un chef nonvean
autour duquel se grouperait tonte la nationalité Canadiénne-Frangise.

¢ L'honorable M. Beaubien dit qu’on a bien su trouv-r le sang des
Canadie .s-Frangais pour rétablir I'ordre menacé, mais ce sang nous
sauronsd le retrouver pour nous protéger et nous défendre.

‘M. Bergeron a fait une éloquente et énergique protestation. .

. “Lg morgue anglaige ne nous écragera pas. Les Oanadiens-Frangais

ont trop de ceeur pour se laisser tyranniser. .

¢ Ag an evidence of what fanaticism is coming to in Ontario, take the
pictures in the Toronto News, and especially one insulting the 65th Bat-
talion. This engraving represents a tree, from which serpents are issu-
ing, representing the supremacy of French Canadians. Opposite the
tree is & man with an axe, representing Englich fanaticism. He is pre-
paring to cut down the tree; that is very clear. The question is to des-
troy ¥rénch Oanadian nationality, but Feench Canadian nationality is
100 strong a tree and too healthy for fanaticism to overthrow it.”

It must be remembered that Le Monde is a paper which is
looked upon in the whole Province of Quebec as the direct
organ of the Ministry. 1fit is denied that it is I do not
care; I say it is looked upon as being 8o, and [ say it costs
8o much that it takes very powurful people to sustain it.
On the 18th November Le Mcnde had the following : —

 We draw the attention of our French Oanadian clients to the article
in the Star, and to the attitude of that paper on the Riel question, and
more particularly to the article of yesterday, which shows that the Star
thinks that the moment has come to show itz fanaticism against our
Province. The Star generally masks or hides its natural instincts
under the ugect of independence ; but only give & good scratch and the
back of the fanatic will appear. The Scar rejoices in representing us as
a strange race, in repressnting us as we are not, in speaking unjustly
" against us, and deliberately making calculations which are alike insult-
ing to our self respect and to our patriotism. We hope the French
Qanadian readers of that paper will read it, and understand what they
have to do under the circumstances.”
Mr, Axyor.

Then he speaks against the Star and in favor of the Post,
a8 follows :—

‘‘The Post, for example, has been sympathetic with our race and with
the difficulties we have just passed through, aud has contributed much
to get for us the equally genercus sympathies of many of its compatriota.
It is for us to recognise those services and to place our confidence in
those who have rendered them.’’

Now, I draw the special attention of the hon. interrupter to
this part, Here is what the organ was saying two days
after the execution:

‘We will soon have to look out for allies to replace those who have
made the fall and left us alone in those terrible-moments.”

Then it says :

‘Bome impose themselves asone of the Irish Oatholics, that is because
they are identical with ourselves and we rely upon a community of
religious beliefs—the most solid basis of union in all associations. There
is then all possible reason to encourage those who by past devotedness
have deserved our confidence.”

I need not tell the hon. gentleman that he need not be
afraid that we will go as far as Le Monde. We will not
introduce religious or race cries in politics. We leave that
to those who, for what reason I do not know, want to form
a religious party in this Dominion. I only quote these
extracts to establish that the whole of the agitation came
from the hon. gentleman’s press, and that, if it had not
been for their press, there never would have been any fight
between QOrangism and Catholicism in Ottawa, and then
perhaps all the trouble that has occurred would have been
avoided, and we would not have seen these miserable days
when we were threatened and insulted by a certain portion
of the press which sustains the Ministers in power. On the
19th November Mr. Vanasse, editor-in-chief of that paper
and member for Yamaska, had the following remarks :—

‘In my name and the name of my constituents 1 have protested in
the most energetic terms against the execution of Riel. e took the
opportunity of letting Bir John know that that execution was an act of
cruelty, the responsibilty of which we refused to share. My political
career has not been very long,but in all my political life I have had great
confidence in the future of Uonfederation, which is, in great part, the
work of that great Oanadian, the regretted Sir George Etienne Cartier,
but to-day, painful though it 18 to admit it, I am bound
to declare that the hanging of Riel has more than compro-
mised that brilliant futare which we hoped from Confederation.
The Conservative members from the Province of Quebec had faith in the
wo-d and the promises of their chiefs, and had the moral certainty that
Riel would not be hanged. They had been promisel that & medical
commission, composed of experts of authority, would be appointed, and
that it would be charged to report upon the mental state of the prisoner.
But we have been shamefunlly deceived. From that fatal day on whi¢h
the Cabioet decided to put this unfortunate man to death, the Mnistry
compromised its dignity and the honor of the couniry, and lost the
confijence of the French Uanadian members. The hanging of jRiel
under the circumstances was nothing but an unworthy concession made
to the sanguinary exactions of a faction of the population of Ontario.
The Oabinet has withdrawn the confidence that it had in us, and it
does not rely upon our loyalty. Sir John has got Riel hanged because
he was told that it he was not hanged he would not obtain ten votes in
Ontario. Thanks to that crime, Sir John may obtain sixty supporters
o-more in Ontario. But after a long career, so glorious and so useful
tor the country, he will descend to his grave with the stigma of dishonor
resting upon bim Mr. Vanasse then made some explanations, and he
ended by saying that he had confidence that his constituents woald
approve of his conduct, and that he would resign his seat rather than
approve of an act which, if accepted, would prove & national shame.”’

This speech was uttered before the public, and printed and
distributed in thousands, Then, Le Monde of the 20th of
November, four days after the hanging, said:

“ But fanaticism wanted a victim ; Riel has been offered as a holocaust
and Orangism has hanged him, for hate, and to satisfy an old thirst
for revenge. Sir John thought at first that he could still, as in the past,
control that dangerous element of our population. He has been power-
less No more French. domination said Upper Oanada ; Riel's head or
you's. No more French denomination said the Orangemen ; Riel’s head
oryours. At last the old chief has dyielded, and the scaffold, the hideous
scaffold, has been elevated on the distant plains of the west. We know
the rest Let Sir John not be astonished if to-day Lower Oanada with-
draws from him the unlimited confidenoce which it has given bim for 40
Kea‘.rs. flis career, so glorious for him and so profitable for the country,

e owes to the Conservative party of Lower Oanada, whom he has
always found faithful. To recompense those 40 years’ of service, he
turns a deaf ear to the prayer of mercy and gives us & scaffold. The
Orange rope whick strangled Riel has been burned. It is & useless
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precaution. The wind has dispersed the ashes to the four corners of the
country. The ingrates and the hangman will be poisoned by them.
The Conservative party of our Province will not allow itself to be held
responsible for the blood of that man. It would degrade itselfin the
eyes of humanity. The whole of Canada repudiates that act of cruelty,
the consequences of which may be so dreadful.” ’

Then Le Monde of the 23rd of November gives the follow-
ing account of the meeting held on the previous day in the
Champ de Mars, at which 40,000 or 50,000 people were
present:

‘* The meeting which took place yesterday on the Champ de Mars
was an eloquent protest against the bloody outrage inflicted upon our
nationality. Our enemies will see that it is impossible to throw an
insult into the face of a whole people without provoking & natural
indignaticn.  Over 50,000 people pressing about three platforms
assembled upon the Champ de Mars to express their disapprobation of,
and indignation at, the iniquitous act of Regina, in which one of us has
been shamefully sacrificed. There has never been in Mountreal a meeting so
numerous, so unanimous, and so enthusiastic. Not less than 30 speakers
spoke. They were speaking from three platforms at the same time. Enthu-
siastic applause greeted the speakers from all parties and all sections
without distinction. The Conservatives applauded the Liberals, the
Liberals congratulated the Conservatives. Political party lines die-
agpeared in the protest against the execution of the unfortunate victim
of the French name. We saw Mr. Mercier speaking beside Mr. Desjar-
dins, struggling in the eame cause ; Mr. Tarte and Mr Laurier maintain-
ing the same principle; Mr. Beaubien and Mr. Robidoux joining in the
same protest; Mr. Trudel and Mr. Turcotte uniting in the same senti-
ment of patriotism; Mr. Beausoleil and Mr. Coursol, inspired by the
same natural sentiment, eloquently vindicating our rights trampled
under foot ; Mr, Bergeron and Mr. Poirier, animated with the same
petriotism, raising the same cry of indignation. At last, all the
speakers, forgetting all their divisions, united against the common
enemy, Orangism, and those who have been its instruments. The meet-
ing of yesterday enabled all the Canadians to show their patriotism.
They know how to unite to vendicate their rights and to protest against
injustice. Let us go forward unitedly, and let us make our nationality
respected.’’

On the same day, there is an article in Le Monde on Irish
sympathy ; and on the 24th of November, eight days after
the hanging, it says :

¢ The Consgervative l;]w,rty of the Province has not hesitated to blame
the Government, and has protested almost unanimously against that
act and refused to be held responsible for it The Conservatives have
groved that with them principles are everything and men are nothing
he Conservative members had the confidence of the country and they

have not lost in this circumstance. On the contrary, they appear before
the electors as mer upon whom the people may rely.”’

When you see expressions like these in an organ of one
of the Ministers, you may understand that general agita-
tion should start out in the Province of Quebec ; and if that
agitation is to be blamed, which I deny, if it was not
%;oper, the people will look first to the Minister of Public

orks and tell him it is your press that did it. To-day, it
is not by saying that the hanging was right that the hon.
Minister will succeed in justifying himself; he will not be able
to hide the fact that all the deputies, journalists, professional
men, all the influential people in Quebec, were united as one
man in protesting against the hanging of a man hanged
because he was of a certain creed. Those who joined the
agitation and who respect themselves cannot change to-day
and contradict themselves, more especially as when they
want, to go to the bottom of the case, the papers are
refused them, and that the more they study what documents
they can obtain, the more they see that the half-breeds were
unfairly treated by the Government, the more they see that
the Government was snoring and sleeping over injustice
while fire was being prepared in the North-West to destroy
the lives of our poor soldiers at the beginning of the
troubles. Whilst this was going on, an agitation began in
Ontario and some other parts of the Dominion where there
are Orange societies, I have not a complete collection of
the resolutions passed at the meetings of those societies, It
was undoubtedly the duty of the Government to produce
them, but they refused to do so. Perhaps some other hon.
member of this House will put on record before the country
some of the petitions that have been passed, and which,
generally, were accompanied by base insults to us. I will
quote some of them as I find them. One,which appears to have
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summarised the speeches of the others, is reported to have
said that Thomas Scott was murdered 15 years ago, and
that in the present year many Orangemen suffered death,
and then to have exclaimed :

¢ And shall this arch rebel go free whilst loyal men have stained the
ground with their blood to uphold the Queen’s authority ? Never (loud
applause) ; and the sooner the Government of Sir John A. Macdonald
understands the true feelings of Orangemen on this question the better.
1 was pleased to notice in the speeches of County Master Semers,
District Master Wilson, and Bros. Grabam & Son, the determination
expressed that if the Government allows Rome to ste(g in on this occa-
sion and secure & reprieve for this arch-traitor, the (onservative party
can no longer ¢ unt upon their services, although they have workedand
voted for them many years.”

Such was the cry that came from Orange gatherings in
many parts of Ontario.  The Orange Sentinel, speaking for
the askociation, said :

“ Bhall the atrocious injustice be committed of permitting this artful
rebel to go free while his dupes and tools—the unfortunate, untutored
and misled Indians—were hanged for participation in acts which they
regard as praiseworthy and heroic instead of criminal? The people of
Canada will require unequivocal answers to these straightforward ques-
tions, if Riel be reprieved; and the only answer we judge that can
truthfully be given is that the Frenchmen of Quebec rule in the Domin-
ion Parliament, and have vowed that no! a hair of Riel’s head shall be
barmed. Was 1t to thiz end, then, that our gallant volunteers sprang
to arms and laid down their livesat theiv country’s call? Shall French-
mea who sympathise with the rebels be psrmitted to undo their work ?
It so, let it be knowa throughout thisland. Let it be proolaimed. that
the rights and liberties of Britons in an English colony hang only or
the breath of an alien race. But EBoglish Caunadians will not longer
suffer the galling bondage; and the day may not be far distant when
the call to arms will again resound throughout the Dominion. Theu,
indeed, our soldiers profiting by the lessons of the past must complete
a work throughout the whole land only begun in the North-West.”

All this, naturally, created in Quebec the impression that
Riel was hat ged becaure the Orangomen demanded his death
to glat their vengeance. He was hanged, and, before
three days had passed, those who clamored for his death,
and those who ordered it, became frightened at their own
work. The Bleu papers were forced to make a xhow of
sympathising with the feeling which pervade all partios
in the Province of Quebec. They dared not say that
Riel was not hanged to please the Orangemen, or that
his execution was an act of justice. The Orange Sentinel
was employed to do that. I might quote, t0o, the resolutions
passed by the Peterboro’ Lodge, on the 1ith of November.
I might quote many other Orange docisions, but I think T
had botter lcave that to be more completely done by some
hon. members of this House. At all events, the question
before the Executive was: Which shall be preferred—
the Orangemen praying for blood or the rest ot ths Dom-
inion askiug for clemency in accordance with the wish
expressed by the jury? The Orangemen won the game.
Blood was shed, and some of the guards, it appears,
burst out laughing when the trap fell. The ministerial
press, as well as the opposition press, in the Provirce of
Quebec felt indignant, and ~imultaneously and unanimously
took the lead in public agitalion. Public meetings, protes-
tations by municipal councils and all kinds of organised
associations took place everywhere. Many members of this
House took a leading part in the demonsirations, petitions
and resolutions. In these petitions, Riel’s insanity is affirmed.
It is & question which the Government had to examine,
more especially in a case of that kind, and for the decision
of which they are responsible to the country. We now have
seen what occurred in Quebec, but we must enquire whether
the Government was right or wrong in their decisions. The
question is: Was Riel mad ? Have the Ministers consented
to hang a madman for a political offence? That is 8 most
important point. Is it astonishing that we should look
into that point, when the Ministers express doubt about it,
and promise & medical commission, surrounding the whole
with mysery? It is a known and admitted tact that Riel
had been interned in three asylums. The doctors who could
have testified to his kind of madness there were refused to
the prisoner by the Crown, save one who amply and

-
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emphatically proved Riel's complete madness, Was he still
mad when he began the insurrection ? Sir, the insurrection
itaelf was & piece of madness. Why ! 100 men undertaking
to fight against 1,000 policemen and all the forces of Con-
federation ; 100 men with shot guns and melted spoons
against thousands of soldiers with rifles, guns and perfect
and abundant ammunition ! But letus take the evidence at
the trial, let us examine Riel’s actions and words. I will
quote from the incomplete book furnished to us, Take that
book, page 13. What did Riel say to Dr. John H, Willoughby
a8 10 the Government of the couniry ?

" They were to have a new Government in the North-West to be com-

posed of God-fearing men, they would have no such Parliament as
the House at Ottawa.”
A man raying such nonsense must be & fool. This was not
said to a half-breed, but to a doctor, to an educated man, and
it is such & nonsense that it evidences something wrong in
the brain of Riel whenever he talked about his mission or
his religion :

% Q. Anything else 7—A. Then he stated how he intended-to divide

the country into seven portions.”
Well, Mr. Speaker, anyone who has gone through the
North-West, and knows the extent of it from north to south
and from east to west, and sees a few hundred half-breeds
on the Saskatchewan, and this man saying that he will
divide that country with them into sever portions, will say
that he must be a fool.

# Q. You mean fo say you cannot say how these seven were to be ap-
ortioned 7—A. Yes; he mentioned Bavarians, Poles, Italians, Germans,
rish. There was to be a New Ireland in the North-West.”

That was read by the Ministers before appointing a medical
commission and before receiving the medical commission’s
report, Ther, on page 15 :

Q. What did he say he was going to do with these people 7—A.
They were going to assist him in the rebellion, before this war was
over, aud that they would have their portion of the country.
to;‘ie@ By country what did he allude to ?—~A. The North-West Terri-

“ Q. Exclusively 7—A. As I understood it.

“Q. Wouid you now indicate to us the different people he expected to
agsist him 7—A. The Irigh of the United States.”

I'think the Irish of the United States are well enough
where they are without thinking to come into those regions.

‘¢ The Germans, the Italians, the Bavarians and Pules, and Germany
and lreland.”

Surely, Mr. Speaker, that man must have been & great fool.

¢ Q. The Bavarians also T—A. Yes

‘' Q. The Hungarians ?—A. I don’t know. I don’t believe he said any-
thing ag to the Hungarians.

¢ Q. The Poles, did he intend to give them a chance too 7—A. He did.”

I pever knew that the Poles wanted to come into this coun-
try. Then on page 16:
¢ Q. What is that opinion, be good enough to lat us know it 7—A.

]
opinion at that time was that that wag about the last that would b{)
heard of it."”

Of course, because such nonsense as that is not often re-
pested. These words were not said to a half-breed ; they
were said to a doctor, to an educated man. It is such non-
sense that it evidences something wrong in the brain of
Riel whenever he said anything about his religion. I will
refer now to the evidence of John W. Astley, on page 32 :

Q. What did he say at Batoche about his church ?—A. He said he
wanted me to mention to the General that ho was to be recognised as

the founder of the new church, and that if the subject was mentioned
to the General he could coatinue the subject when he met him.”

I ask any unprejudiced man to read that and frankly declare
if it does not bring to the mind the ides that the man who
said that was a fuol. There is no other possible explanation
of it. Now let us look at page 38. The witness says :

*“We could hear him walking slong the floor, and he said: ‘I f
to tell you you had better call on Go%, for you’m in his h;nds‘.’ 1y 0T8Ot
r. AMyor,

An then look at page 59 —this is Geeorge Ness:

«Q. Tell us about their taking you to the church ?—A, When we got to
the thurch they were in the front of the church. Mr. Riel commeneed
saying he was a prophet—that he could foresee events.'’

And further:

«(Q. Did he say anything about taking possession of the church at
the s?zme time ?-—yA. 8, R'xgel said : ‘I willtake possession of the c}mrc.h.’
Father Moulin said: ‘[ protest against you touching the church.” Riel
said: ‘ Look at him; he is & Protestant.””

And at page 63 the same witness says:

# Q. In March he gaid the priest was a Protestant, or something to that

effect 7—A. Yes. .
“Q. Did Kou consider at that time he acted as he had acted when you

first knew him, in July or August, with reference to the priests and
religion? A. No; he acted very much otherwise. .

«'Q. Now, cap your memory enable you to say what he said at that
time, on the 1Tth Mareb, in his difficulty with Father Moulin? A. It

was on the 18th March.
¢ Q. State what took place, the words that were used and how he

acted on that occasion 7—A. He said the spirit of God was in him, and
Father Moulin said he was making & gchism against the church; and
Riel 8aid Rome had tumbled, Bome est tomhée. .

Q. He said the Pope of Rome wasnot legally Pope 7—A. Yes. He said

the gpirit of God wag in him and that Rome had tumbled, and he could
tell future eventa.'’
Well, anyone who speaks that way must, of neccssity, have
a brain which is not organised as that of other human
beings. Now, if we take page 70, the witness being Henry
Walters—I take several witnesses to prove that it is not an
isolated fact :

# Q. What were they going to do,?7—A. If successful he told me they
were going to divide the land. .

¢¢Q. How was he going to divide it 7-——A. One-seventh to the pioneer
whites, one-seventh to the Indians, one-seventh to the French half-
breeds, one-geventh to the charch and schools, and the balance was
Orown lands, Isuppose Government lands
You see that before it was to be divided among the Bava-
rians, the Poles, the Italians, the Americans, and the Irish.
He has forgotten tbat now, and it is altogether another
division, And further :

“ Q. Did he say anything about the movement there ?—A. No, he did
not say anytbing very particular about it. He said they would have no
opposition from Prince Albert. He said the people were friendly. He
gaid if the whites struck a blow, a thunderbolt from heaven would strike
them, that God was with their people.”’

Then, at page 82, Thomas E. Jackson gives this evidence:

¢¢Q. He told you your brother had become insane?—A. He did.

‘“Q. He told you he had become ingane because he had opposed Riel,
and that he was punished by God for his opposition to Riel?—A. That is
what he said.”

And at page 83:

Q. Did he explain to you what his intentions were as to the division
of the Territories, what he intended doing when he sncceeded in chaging
the Canadians out of the country 7'’

Now, the idea of chasing the Canadians out of the country
is g0 ridiculous that it cannot be considered as emanating
from a s&ne brain.

‘“A. Some time, probably when I was prisoner, I heard him talk of
dividing the country in seven, or giving a seventh of the proceeds to
assist the Poles, a seventh to the half-breeds and a seventh to the
Indians.”

And at page 84 :

“ Q. You believed from him there was some
who would probably take the position of
think very likelyy he intended himself to
was in his way.”

I might %o on and quote many of the witnesses that were
heard. I have, up to this time quoted from witnesses for
the Crown. 1 might also quote General Middleton and
othgm, such as Young and Charles Nolin, though Charles
Nolin was a personal enemy to Riel ; but at the trial there
were some witnesses who positively swore that Hiel was
mad. We have Dr. Roy, who had charge of Riel in the
asylum and went to the North West and saw him again
there, and he swears positively that Riel is mad. We
have Dr. Clarke who gives in evidence, though not

person in this countr,
Pope in this country ?—A.
take the position, that the Pope
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so conclusive as that of Dr. Roy, but which goes far to
show that Riel was insane. We have Riel's diary. It is
reproduced in the Globe of July 8, 10, 14, 15, but which is
too long to read mow. We see what he wrote in his
prophecy. We have his will, his songs, his poetry. We
have what he said on the eve of his hanging, He pretended
to see spirits then. In a few moments he was to appear
before his God. He believed in God, and he was insane
enough to affirm that be then saw the Spirit, and that the
Spirit inspired him. When we see in his diary, continued
for weeks, daily proofs of madness, visions and prophecies ;
when we remember that he has been in three different
agylums; when we see that the doctor who took care of
him in ons of the asylums, swears that he was still mad;
when we see Dr. Clarke stating that he believes him to
be mad; when we see the Crown refusing to bring any
other witnesses to prove that he was mad; when we see
that the jury in recommending Riel to mercy, had his
madness in view, then I ask if it is not madness what is
it ? Has the Minister of Pablic Works, with all his talents
and experience, been able to say why the jury recommended
Riel to mercy? They are bound to give a reason why
the jury recommended him to mercy. We say that the
reason was that they believed him to be insane. And what
was the charge of the judge? Did the judge tell the jury
that if they found the prisoner mad, they should find him
not guilty? Is the Government in a position to say that
that was done ? Are they in a position to tell us that the
charge was legal and correct ? Are they in a position to say
that the stipendiary magistrate knows anything about erim-
inal law ? They are not in a position todo that, We have also
the declaration of one of the jurymen who states, under his
own signature, that their reason for recommending him to
mercy was that he was insane. Now the Ministers of the
Crown promised a medical commission, and what kind of
& commission have they given us? I have a personal
respect for these doctors; 1 know one of them-—ocertainly
an honorable and honest man, and the proof is that though
he is their employee, though he earns his living from them,
and is under their control, still he has been firm enough to
say : Yes, on two questions Riel was mad ; on the third
point, I believe he may distinguish right from wrong, but
on religious and political questions, he has hallucinations
and canpot distinguish right from wron%.v Dr. Lavell is
another employee, and so is Dr, Jukes. Why select three
employees? Why not take out some specialists? Why not
take somebody who would not be under their control, and
whom they opald not dismiss to-morrow if their report did
not suit them ? And will you tell me, Mr. Speaker, what is
at the bottom of all that? 'We ask: When was the Order in
Council passed ? They say on the 12th. Why was the third
respite granted ? To give time for the medical commission
to report. Why was not the medical commission appointed
sooner ? If you have waited for the medical commis.
sion, how is it that you decided before the 3rd of November
to hang Riel ? Because there was a letter of Sir John A,
Macdonald’s to the Minister of Militia, published in the
papers, saying that the hanging was decided before the
Minister of Militia left. So it must have been decided
before the 12th November, and if it was decided before the
12th November, the medical commission must have reported
either by telegram or by letter on the 8th. You decided to
hang Riel before the medical commission was appointed,
and you executed it despite the medical commission’s report.
That is as clear as daylight. We think, judging from the
date of the Order in Council, that there must have been
some telegrams exchanged between Winnipeg and Ottawa
a8 to what would be the effect of the hanging—what would
be the political effect—how many votes wonld be gained,
how many votes would be lost by the hanging—a cool
caloulation of the number of votes, not a decision upon the
merits of the case, not a decision according to the evidence

@8 to whether Riel deserved to be hanged, but simply a
question of votes. That was the motive of the
Mmm_ters. So questions of human life are now no longer
questions of eternal justice, but they are merely questions
of political gain or loss. Sir, I cannot follow my chiefs in
that; I think that their conduct deserves to be blamed,
and I have decided to cease to be a supporter of the Govern-
ment, Of course, whon we cease to support a government
upon a question of that sort, we feel at perfect liberty after
that to express our opinion, and no more party ties will make
me 4 slave of the hon. gentleman who coolly sacrificed one of
my countrymen, because he was a Frenchman, to keep the
votes of some Orangemen, When I say Orangemen, I do
not mean all Orangemen. No, Sir, I know of some who
blame the conduct of the Ministry in that matter; but I
mean the fanatical part of them, Mr. Speaker, having so
far, I think, established that we are right in condemnin
the Ministry on the point of insanity, I beg to ad
& testimony which I think will be admitted by all the mem-
bers of this House as conclusive. I will give the evidence
of one of the hon, members of this House, one of the oldest
supporters of the Government, whose honor, respectability
and science have never been questioned. Itisa letter written
by Mr. L. L. Desaulniers, member for St. Maurice, on 3rd

ovember, and sent to Mr. Duhamel, of the Riel commis-
sion. He is a specialist, and he thus wrote :

“In my oapacity of Inspector of Prisons and of Asylums for the Pro-
vince of Quebec, I had an Oﬁportunity of frequently seeing Louis Riel.
I conversed with him at each visit, and I have no hesitation in declar-
ing that I always found him as much devoid of mind and intelligence
a3 any amongst his demented companions. He was indeed a veritable
maniac, and unceasingly denied his best friends, and became furious at
the idea that certain among them represented him as being & lunatie.
As similar causes produce similar effects, that which caused Riel's
insanity after the troubles in Manitoba, manifested themselves anew after
those of the North-West. Incarcerated in our asylum after the rebellion
in Manitoba, the unfortunate chief of the Metis, after what has occurred,
should be imprisoned for the same disease after the North-West insur-
rection. A great number of hig actions demonstrated to the eyes of the
unprejudiced that the unfortunate Riel is no longer in possession of his
mental faculties. The cause which occasioned bis first derangement
presents itself anew, and it is quite natural to believe, or at least to
suspect, that that which occurs to almost all those attacked by insanity
for the first time, will occur with redoubled violence on the next occa-
sion. He is now the victim of this recurrent attack, and his reason is
now more clouded and compromised than ever. In cobsequence, [
believe that it will not only be just, but prudent, to submit his mental
condition to the opinion of medical experts.’’

All those opinions contributed lar%ely to form publio
opinion in the Province of Quebec. I entirely concur in
what my hon. friend from Montmagny (Mr. Landry) has
said with respect to the report of the medical commission,
and I wonder how, upon a quiet perusal of the report of
that commission, the K{)inistem could come to the.conclugion
to hang Riel, when they must hawe felt -that they them-
selves were the cause of all the trouble ; for they must have
remembered the indifference, the criminal indifference,
shown towards the half-breeds during many long years.
When they considered the suffering brought upon Riel,
and when they received the report of the medical com.-
mission, made by doctors employed by themselwes, who
were nevertheless forced to admit his insanity, I cannot
understand how they could decide to hang Riel. They
must have seen very deep political profit to be made out of
it. There are many other points upon which I might
touch, but I will not trespass further upon the indalgence
of the House, leaving to some others to complete the
case. The question 1s 8o important that I took the
liberty of making many quotations and of reading some of
my remarks, but I hope% shall be forgiven in view of the
importance of the subject. We must not forget that Riel
had given himself up voluntarily, inspired, as he said he
was by the Spirit. He received a promise of protec-
tion from the General. We see what that protec-
tion amounted to. And now that we are to judge as
to who were to blame, I am going to blame the Gov-
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ernment; and I take this opportunity of saying that]
I would do it with more reluctance if the Government
had assented to the unanimous potitions gent in pray-
ing for the liberation of the half-breeds who are in gaol.
Ministers must have seen some people from the North-West
—in fact, they have seen some influential people from the
North-West—who have told them the position of matters.
They have told the Government that by their action in retain-
ing some of the half-breeds in prison they were making
enemies of their relatives sand friends, Why do not the
Government come out boldly with a measure of ¢clemency
for the half-breeds ? Why do they not put an end to the
present situation ? Is there no heartin any of the Ministers ;
bave they no fumilies ; do they not sometimes epjoy the
)}leasure of wseeing wife, mother, sister or daughter ?
hore poor follows, who have been in gaol for such a long

time, have wives and parents who are suffering, and after
all these men are in guol because they defended what they
thought were their rights, They thought they were being
deprived of their rights, because their lands and timber were
being taken away. They may have been mistaken ; and wo
will admit that they were mistaken, for the sake of argu-
ment. But why are they kept any longer in prison ?
Why is the increased exponditure incurred for keeping
the gaols filled; and for the benefit of whom ? T implore
the Government again 1o release them, and I felt thankful
to the Leader of the Opposition when he used his great and
just voice in their fuvor, when addressing the Govern-
ment, he assured them that the great Grit party of Ontario
would not denounce them but would applaud them for a
measure of clemency. And bave wo not in Quebec prayed
long enough for such an act of clemency, and have not the
people of the North-West and of Manitoba joined us in
our request ¢ Why are the Government afraid to grant
this concession ? Is it because people would say that they
were tho cause of the rebellion ? It is too late to enter such
a plea now. It is already done and the facts are known.
Let them exercise clemency, and by thus using the few
days of power remaining to them the people will be gratified.
At least, let them uo longer play the comedy of taking
oach ocaso separately, and professing 1o decide on it sepa-
rately. Our actions have not been worthy of a great nation
flying the flag of the Confederation. We should put a stop
to the ocruelty. We have been cruel to Riol and to the
hulf-breeds. That is done and cannot be undone; but
when we can terminate the present situation, let us
do it. I implore the Government to do it, and in that
way redeem in some degree the faults they have com-
mitted, Considering all the facts of the case, I shall
support the motion of my hon. friend from Mont-
magny (Mr. Landry) for the following reasons :
Because: 1st. the treatment of the half-breeds has been most
unfair and unjust. The alleged settlement of the claims, in
vain asked for many years, has been delayed for seven years,
has resulted in a sham, or rather a spoliation by means of
sorip, which have virtually gratuitously given to strangers
over 2,000 farms belonging to the half-breeds. 2nd. The
insurrection was provoked by the culpable neglect of the
duty of the Ministers, is not due to the half-breeds, but also,
if we take the words of the Prime Minister, to the
white speculators in whose hands the half-breeds have been
mere instruments. 3rd. The insurrection would have been
avoided if our troops had not fired first, if the half-breeds
had been approached by friendly messengers. 4th. Riel
gave himself up under the promise that he would be
protected till the Government would have decided his
case, and not the courts. 5th. He was tried for
high wesson and punished for murder, 6th. He has
been refused necessary delays, the means of proour-
ing necessary wilnesses. th. He wis recommended by
the Jl?ry to th(:i oleénﬁfxc:{hof the court. 8th, He was most
cruelly respited. 9t e Government withheld im

Mr, Axror, portant

documents concerning his case. 10th, The Government
tailed to procure con%petent translators. 11th. The trial
took place far from the place of the offence, before a jury of
gix men of different creed and race, the Crown eliminating
the only juryman of his creed ; such a law should have been
changed at the past Session. 12th. Riel's madness, upon
which the Minister’s themselves appeared to be doubtful,
seems abundantly proved and is evident from his doings
and sayings, from his past admitted madness, from the
absurdity of the rebellion iteelf and even from the report
of the medical commission. 13th. Riel was recommended to
mercy and it must have been on account of the doubts
entertained on that very point of his mental sanity.
14th. The voice of the people praying for eclemency
should have been preferred to the one of those asking for
blood. 15th. The order for hanging seems to be the result
of & cool, calm calculation of the political influence and
results it would have on the electoral strength of the coun-
try. 16th. Riel was tried for a political offence, and civilised
nations no more hang for such offences, 17th. The Govern-
ment seems decided to exterminate that little people. I thank
the House for giving me 8o patient & hearing and again
apologise for the imperfect English I have used.

Mr. ROYAL moved the adjournment of the debate.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 11 o’clock,

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
Fripay, 12th March, 1886,
The SpEAKER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PraYERs,

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General,

Mr, SPEAKER read the Message, as follows :—

Gentlemen of the House of Commons ;

I acknowledge with thanks the Address you have loyally adopted
in answer to the Speech with which I opened this Session, and I rely
with confidence on the assurance that the important measures submit-
ted to you will receive your careful and full consideration.

Laxspewss.
GovernueNT Housr,

Orrawa, 12th March, 1886.

FIRST READINGS,

Bill (No. 30) to incorporate the E. B. Eddy Manufac-
turing Company.—(Mr. Wright, Ottawa.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Alberta Railway Com-
pany.—(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 82) to incorporate the community of religious
ladies under the name of “ The Sisters, Paithful Companions
of Jesus.”"—(Mr, Royal.)

Bill (No. 33) to incorporate the Shuswap and Okanagan
Railway Company.—(Mr. Homer.) d #

Bill (No. 34) to incorporate the Lake Superior Mineral
Railway Company.—(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 35) to smend the Act to incorporate the Lake
;lN qzixs;mg and James Bay Railway Company.—(Mr. Suther-
and,

Bill (No. 36) to grant certain powers to the Sable ard
Spanish Boom Company of Algoma.—( Mr. Sutheriand.)
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Bill (No. 37) to naturalise Girolamo Consentini, com-
monly called Baron Girolamo Consentini.—(Mr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 38) relating to the Niagara and Grand Island
Bridge Company.—(Mr. Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 39) to incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company,—(Mr. Pruyn.)

Bill (No. 40) relatingvto the Canada Southern Bridge
Company.—(Mr, Baker, Victoria.)

Bill (No. 41) to reduce the capital stock of the Union
Bank of Lower Canada, and to change the corporate name
thereof to the Union Bank of Canada.—(Mr. Bossé.)

Bill (No. 4%) respecting the Saskatchewan Land and
Homestead Company, Limited.—(Mr. Orton,)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Aot incorporating the Canada
Atlantio Railway Company.—(Mr, Mackintosh.)

EXECUTION OF LOUIS RIEL.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Landry (Montmagny): * That this House feels it its
duty to express its deep regret that the sentence of death
passed upon Louis Riel, convicted of high treason, was
allowed to be carried into execution,” and the motion of
Sir Hector Langevin: “That the question be now put.”

Mr. ROYAL. When I moved the adjournment of the
debate last night it was not my intention to answer the
speech and the arguments of the hon. member for Bellechase
(Mr. Amyot), nor is it my intention to answer
them now. I propose to leave the hon. gentleman
to the tender mercies of the Minister of Militia, his
old friend, his admired friend, his quondam ohief of the
past. However, 1 cannot allow this occasion to pass
without referring to certain facts the hon, gentle-
man who preceded me, stated yesterday, in the declara-
tion read as made by Mr. Lemieux, to sustain certain
accusations brought against the Government, of having
refused to give him all the allowances he wished to have in
the trial that took place at Regina, during last summer.
That declaration was not taken before a commissioner for
taking affidavits ; it was devoid of all authenticity; and,
moreover, it was signed by only one of the counsel who
undertook the defence of the prisoner. In regard to that
dooument, which has certainly not the same weight nor
the same authenticity as a sworn declaration, I will read
from the report which has been distributed, and which

ives the proceedings that took place on the trial at

gina between the Queen and Riel. At page 9 there is
an affidavit given by Mr. Lemieux in support of a motion
asking for a certain delay in the proceedings :

‘¢ QANADA,
North-West Territories.} THE QUEEN vs. LOUIS RIEL.

‘“Francors Xavier LEmievx, Barrister, one of the counsel of Louis
Riel, the accused, being duly sworn, deposeth and says :

“ Tnat in the course ot June, towards the end of the month, he was
get.ained by persons interested on behalf of the accused to undertake his

efence.

‘‘ That persons were instructed to cause to be brought to Regins, esgen-
tial and necessary witnesses in the defence of Louis Riel, and believed
to be such by the deponert. i

¢ That the witnesges above refarred to are Doctor Francois Roy, of
Quebec, Doctor Clark, of Toronto, and Doctor Vallée, of Quebec.

‘“ That the deponent verily believes that the said witnesses would have
reached Regins by this time, but by reason of misapprehension and
circumstances beyond control, the said witnesses have failed or have
not been able to be present in order to give their evidence.

¢¢ That, from his experience as a counsel and advocate, he swears
that the said Drs. Roy, Vallée and Clark are necessary, material and
indispensable witnesses for the defence of the accused, and, moreover,
are the sole witnesses capable of proving certain important facts relat-
ing to the said detenee. .

‘¢ That the deponent verily believes that if a delay of one month is
granted he can procure the said witnesses by going himself to Quebec
sud Torouto, and that, at the expiration of the said deisy, the above

named witnesses will be present at the Oourt to give evidence in favor
of the accused.
¢ And the deponent has signed.

(Signed), “F. X. LEMIEUX.

* Sworn before me, at Regina, this
21st day of July, 1885.

‘¢ (Bigned), Dixie Warson, Clerk.”

This affidavit is fortified by another one signed by Mr. C.
Fitzpatrick, corroborating in the main the statements of
his brother counsel. The only object I have in referring
to this part of the speech made by the hon. member (Mr.
Amyot) last night, is to show that, if the otber state-
ments and arguments adduced by him are as wanting in
weight and authenticity, they all have little weight indeed,
and [ can only say that I feel sorry for him. When, during last
Session, I had the honor to address you, Mr. Speaker, and
this honorable House, on the subject of the ad ministration of
affairs in the North-West, I endeavored to give & brief his-
tory of the Metis population., I then attempted to show
that a distinot nationality had been formed in the North-
West Territories bafore Canada had ever thonght of the
existence of the population in that part of British North
America, [ showed also that those people had a title to
the soil which had been granted and given {o them by
the Hudson Bay Company, their rulers, or by Lord Selkirk,
who purchased the said territories from the Hudson Bay
Company. Apart from the title they had to that soil,
they, as descendants of the aborigines of that
country, had as much right, or, at least, had a
share in the right to the soil as the Indians of those
territories. Daring the period that elapsed between the
time when the existence of this distinct population was
first noticed, and 1870, when Canada cut out of the North-
West Territories the Province of Manitoba, 1 said—and I
said it with a great deal of pleasure, because it was an un-
known fact to most of my hearers—that this population
was distinguished for its honesty, mild manners, patriotism,
attachment to the soil, and a spirit of independence and
proudness that were certainly to be envied by other
people. No doubt, with those features they have rotained
some of the characteristics of their Indian relations. But
I had only to recite facts to show that it was due to them
that if Canada was £blo to-day to take possession of thoso
vast tracts of country and open them to our civilisation as
well as to the colonisation of Canadians and Europeans, it
was owing to the bravery and courage of the Metis who
kept tho country from the Indians. When the formation
of Manitoka took place those people had been accustomed,
under a rude form of Government, it is true, but a paternal
Government, to exercise political privileges, which, to our
great surprise, contained the very elements of re‘presentap
tive institutions, The council then existing was formed of
representatives of the various portions of the population
then existing on the shores of Red River and the Assini-
boine. My object in referring to-day to what I stated last year
is to show that those people had an undoubted right to be
treated by the Canadian Government and by ourselves as a
distinct nationality, in the same way as the Indian popula-
tion had a right to expect to be thus treated by the Canadian
Government. In 1870 those rights were acknow-
ledged by the Canadian Government, and embraced in the
Act known as the Manitoba Act. This Act was passed
after a movement inangurated by the population, headed by
Louis Riel, and the acknowledgment of those rights excited
the wonder of the people in this part of Canada. And if
the unfortunate execution of Scott had not taken J)lace, there
was enough in the movement of the Metis, headed by Riel,
in order to save their liberties and obtain their rights from
the Canadian Government, to show that those people were
worthy of the privileges and rights that the Canadian
Parliament were granting them. I have named Louis Riel.
I suppose it is not out of place for me to state that the Riel
family is one of the most prominent among the half-breed
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pulation of the North-West. Riel himself has some
ga)dian blood in his veins from his father, his mother bem%
of French Canadian origin. Now, 8ir, the high intellectua

ifts, as well as a certain amount of exaltation, seem t0 be

ereditary in the family; and, Bir, we have only to recall
the writings and speeches made now and then, and certain
of the aots of that unfortunate man, to know how gifted he
was intellectually. My French-speaking colleagues in this
House have wondered more than once who could be the
writer of those letters which were sent to the newspapers
in Canada, and whioch bore the name “ Marguerite Riel.”
To us in the Province of Manitobs, it was no wonder this
woman wrote those lotters, and they were marked by ele-
gance of language as well as purity of expression and
sentiment. Now, Sir, in that family, devotion also seemed
to be hereditary. In the winter of 1871, when the Cana-
dian troops were in the barracks of Fort Garry,
the hospital there contained some of the sick soldiers. The
Sisters of Charity of St. Boniface had obtained from the
military authorities the privilege of visiting these sick sol-
diers. One morning two nuns crossed to the hospital on
the ice, and those two sisters were seen a few minutes after-
wards going through the hospital from one bed to another,
offering consolation to the soldiers, and otherwise kindly
attending to them. One of them was the sister of
Louis Riel. She was & Sister of Charity, and there
was in her heart enough of devotion and Christi-
anity—she herself being the esister of the doomed
man—to go and offer her services to the sick soldiers who
were sent to Fort Garry in 1870. Having said so much as
to the population I have the honor of representing in this
House, I will say that, most unfortunately, these people have
been treated with a certain amount of neglect. In fact, Sir,
if at this moment we remember how the Indians are treated,
I believe I may say, with a certain amount of propriety,
that the half-breeds have been treated worse than the Indians,
although the Manitoba Act was, in the eyes of those people,
a treaty to the same intent and purpose as the Indians look
on their treaties with this Government. Now, Sir, when 1
state that they have been treated with neglect, I must
add forsooth that they never were treated with more
poglost than by the Administration which preceded
this one, It is & fact in history that, to use the
words uttered by the right hon. leader of the Govern-
ment, there was a blank in the history of the Metis
betwesn 1873 and 1873. They were ignored ; their nation-
ality and their distinct rights were pertectly denied and
set aside a8 having no right to exist. They were to be
treated either as white men or as Indians. The object of
what I bave stated so far is to show that these men had
eertain rights by themselves, due to their origin and their
condition of existcnce in those territories. The Manitoba
Act only acknowledged the rights of the half-breeds who
were living in the Province of %Lmitoba. i believe it was
the duty of the Government as soon as this was shown to
them, to acknowledge the same rights with respect to the
half-breeds who were living in the North-West Territories,
a8 with respect to those of Manitoba, becau-e they were of
‘the same family and nationality, they came from the same
source, and they were entitled to the same rights. So, Sir,
during the years of the Administration of the hon. gentle-
man Opposite —

Mr. LANDERKIN. How many rebellions had you in
that period ?

Mr. ROYAL, I shall answer the hon. gentleman in a
few moments ; but I will state now that the rebellion was
oansed by white settlers who certainly were mot friendly
to this Government,

Mr. LANDERKIN, Why didn't they hang them ?

Mr. ROYAL. I can show the hon, gentleman that if the
necnmgm %fothswotdrebelho' n was taught among the Metis
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it was tanght to them by the Globe, and I can show the
hon. gentleman that if revolt against legitimate authority
was ever inculcated in the North-West, it was through the
Farmers’ Union of Manitoba. In 1880 Sir John Macdonald
took the first opportunity he had, in order to bring ina
Bill in this House—he himself, the Jeader of the Conserva-
tive party, introduced a Bill in Parliament to extend the
same privileges and rights to the half-breeds in the terri-
tories as those enjoyed under the Manitoba Act by the
half-breeds in the Province of Manitoha. Now, Sir, by
that we can ascertain in what party and on what side of
the House there existed a feeling of friendship towards
the halfbreed population, and an acknowledgment
of the justice of their cause. As I have stated, from many
causes, some under the control of the Government ard some
beyond their control, the acknowledgment and settlement
of the rights of the half-breeds were deferred for a certain
number of years. However, I believe that the Government
lost no time in extending the surveys as rapidly as they
could. I think, also, that we can see whether there was
any attempt made, on the part of the preceding Government,
to make haste in order to do justice to that population.
When the half-breed population, or & certain portion of
them, saw that their rights were too tardily acknowledged
they communicated with the Government, and at last they
wanted to have from the United States a man whose name
they thought would be a warning to the Government and
would certainly hurry up the settlement of their claims. Riel
went into the settlements, I think, in the month of July, 1884,
The agitation then commenced ; it was an agitation limited
within constitutional bounds; but the fact was disclosed
during the trial at Regina, as well as by correspondence,
that the agitators were chiefly white settlers, influenced
whether by certain personal objects or certain political
oObjects, it is difficult for me state. The half-br them-
selves, by their nature and their own happy simplicity,
desired to confine the agitation within constitutional limits.
They had everything to lose otherwise. Everybody knows
what has been said and written about the Prince Albert
settlements. Several flourishing parishes had sprung up
there within a few years. The farmers were in a happy
condition, and most of them having emigrated from
the Province of Manitoba, had carried with them
moaey which they had realised from the sale of their
pmferty. These people could understand perfectly
well what was likely to take place if the standard
of rebellion should be raised. Bat, unfortnnately, some
farther delays took place which aggravated the public
feeling in that quarter, and led to events the character of
which is known by every hon. member in this House.
Now, on the 4th of March, 1885, Father André received a
telogram from the Government informing him that the
question was settled, that the half-breeds were to receive
their scrip, and that their patents should issue as soon a8
they should comply with certain regulations. Everybody
feels that this should have been sufficient to stop all agita-
tion, if it had not been that the white settlers poisoned the
minds of the half-breeds by stating to them that there was
no authority in a telegram—that a telegram could easily be
fabricated—if an old chief factor of the Hudson Bay Com-
pany, a man of great reputation and standing in that part
of the country, Lawrence Clark, had not very impradently
asgerted to Father André and several others that he knew
very well what would be the answer to the last petition
that was sent to Ottawa, and that the Metis, instead of
receiv.ng scrip would receive bullets, and instead of repeiv-
ing patents would receive 500 soldiers. Waell, these things
must pot be attributed to half-breeds, butto white men
whose mission seemed to excite rebellion, and who would gain
by it, and who did their best to poison the minds.of these
people and to prevent them giving any eredence to that
telegram, The rebellion took place a few days afterwards:
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It is not for me to refer to the fearful events that took place
during the six weeks thatelapsed between the 24th of March
and the 13th of May. I can only say that nothing justified
that rebellion; which was a crime against God and society.
The chief of the rebellion, Louis Riel, gave himself up as a
prisoner, and had to stand his trial at Regina. We know
something of the trial that took place. Everybody will
agree that it was eonducted according to law ; but owing
to the prejudices of the Crown counsel or some of them,
that amount of fairness that the Government, that the popu-
lation in the territories, that we, had a right to expect
from them, was not displayed.

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear.

Mr. ROYAL. I will only cite an instance, and I may re-
mind the hon, gentlemen who say “ hear, hear,” that one of
the counsel, Mr, Osler, was a friend of their own. There
was & Catholio juror who presented himself. He was the
only Catholic; and Mr. Osler challenged him. That want
of fairness must not be attributed to the Government.
Another incident which we must regret very much is the
incident of Jackson, for which I throw the whole responsi-
bility on the Crown prosecutors, who might have acted
with more wisdom, more liberality and perhaps more jus-
tice and less discrimination, Now I come down to the 16th
of November, the day on which the unfortunate man had to
suffer the extreme penalty of the law. If I refer to it, it is
to say that it was the signal of an agitation, of an out-
borst of sympathy that extended not only to all the Pro-
vinces of Canada, but also to the adjoining Republic and to
Euarope. Much bas been said of the agitation which took
flaee in the Province of Quebec, where I was born ; and, Sir,

am not the omne to fail to acknowledge very highly the
proverbial generosity and chivalry with which the Province
of Quebec, a minority herself, espouses the causes of suffer-
ing minorities in the other Provinces. French-speaking
Canadians are a Latin race, and it is quite possible that to
that ethnological feature may be attributed that exuberance
of generosity for which we are distinguished, sometimes at
our own expense. But I admire the spontaneous movement
with which public opinion adopted the cause of 8 man who
constituted himself the chief of a population, neglected
perhaps, but certainly not tyrannised over, a population
which has some of our blood and which has the same faith
as we. I do not condemn the movement, because I believe
it was only the exaggeration of a noble sentiment ; and re-
presenting, as I have the honor to do, the French-speaking
and Catholic population of the Province of Manitoba, I have
often felt, and shall always recognise the great advantages I
have derived from the generosity of my compatriots in this
House. But I submit that theattempt which was made to make
this movement se: ve political purposes, without considering
the fearful consequences that would thereby result to the
interests of the minority, is deserving of severe censure,
If that movement, as directed by some of its chiefs, had
succceded, the French-speaking population of to-day would
stand perfectly isolated from the rest of the population in
Canada, would lose its privileges for ever, and thus lose the
constitutional advantages given to it by 40 years at least of
efforts and loyalty toits politieal friends. In this connection,
I cannot express too highly the gratitude I feel at the con-
duct of the three French-speaking Ministers in the Cabinet
who had patriotism, soul and heart enough to resist the
onslaght of public opinion excited at the moment and call-
ing on them to resign. When the ship is in danger, and
the storm raging, it is not the time for the pilot to desert her.
In connection with this movement, which was nothing else
but an exaggeration of a noble and chivalric feeling, a
sentiment of humanity, I must say the minority should
acknowledge the fair treatment which has been and is
being extended to us by the majority of the population
of Canada. It is true that we, the minority, have not

always been able to obtain all we wanted; and in matters
of opinion, we have had in many instances to sub-
mit to the rule of the majority; but who can say that
the majority has not loyally admitted the mirority to share
with them the sum of the advantages which result from our
constitutional liberties? In what country in the world
will you find a French minority, will you find a Catholie
minority, as free, untrammelled, and asrespected as we are
in Canada, although the majority has not with us, in com-
mon, either language, aspirations or national genius; ani I
am sure that our friends of the majority will agree with us,
that justice, tolerance and respect for vested rights are the
only basis of the greatness of a nation. 1t becomes the
majority to respect the sentiments of the minority, and if
this minority is very sensitive, you must not forget ihat its
sensitiveness is due to the fact that it feels thatitis a
minority. The agitation that took place last fail, the
threats uttered every day in some of the leading Ontario
newspapers, caused, to the population in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories, the most grievous anxiety. You
must remember, Sir, that this population are living 1,500
miles from here, and they were alarmed lest the policy of
a national coalition would prevail, and the rights, privileges,
and even the existence of the minorities in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories be attacked; we saw, on the other
hand, that the agitation in Quebeo was being worked to the
advantage of party, and threatened to cause essential interests
to be lost sight of entirely. The objoct of this apparently
bharmless niotion is nothing else : it is but & pretext to make
the condition of affairs worse, Its object is to draw us away
from our allegiance to a certain platform, to certain princi-
ples, and to throw us into the arms of another party with
which we have nothing in common, Should the motion of
the hon. member from Montmagny (Mr., Landry) be car-
ried, the consequence would be a change of Government,
a change of principle, and an entire change of programme.
Well, it you compare the programme of the party in power
with that of the party in opposition in the past, if you
can foretell the future by the experience of the past,
I ask what should any man do who has at heart the
interests of his country? We know there is a lack of
sincerity on the part of the hon. members of the Opposi-
tion, which is not very astonishing, for we have found the
same thing in every grave question that has arisen
in our political atmosphere. We know that before the 16th
November the Globe was all for execution, and we kaow
what a wonderful turnabout was made after that fatal day.
The Globe had not epithets enough to heap upon the heads
of Cabinet Ministers for the execution of Riel. Riel,
who, according to the fiery language of that paper,
before the 16th November, was a high-handed and blood-
thirsty rebel, had become nearly & lamb after the 16th
November. It is a pity the same amount of sympathy
exhibited after that date by hon, gentlemen opposite and
their organs was not shown before that date. If it had,

erhaps a different condition of affairs would exist. Now,
Eowever, a8 my words in that respect must be supported by
some evidence, I will, with your permission, read a few
extracts taken from the Globe before the 18th November
and after the 16th November :

On July 6th the GHobe said :
¢ Nothing oan justify rebellion that does not become revolution.”

On August 5th:

* There wasg certainly no legal justification—that there could not be.
We have always contended that there was nomora! justification, because
tho grievances must be very great indeed, nay, intolerable, that can -
morally justify the taking up of arms for their redress.”

On the same day :

% No shadow of a doubt remained that he was guilty as charged: in the
il;tiif.tmepltt. " The testimony that followed only deepened the certainty
o guilt.
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On July 25th :

11 1t {s now alleged on behalf of Riel that he never advised the half-
breeda to resort to violence, that when he found the constitutional modes
of peeking redress unavailing, he wisbed to leave the country and was
prevented, and that at the last be Aid all in his power 10 dissuade the
half-breeds from taking up arms. This ie not believed ; and indeed it
geems inconsistent with much that has been stated upon authority

apparently good.”’
On March 30th :

‘¢ While Superintendent Crozier and Riel were parleying, fire was
opened with the rebels, and some of the rivilians accompanying Crozier
were actually sbot in the waggons in which they travelled to the scene
of the combat. Such an outrage as this will stir the blood of every man
in the country.”

On 15th July:

¢ Now his (RieVg) diarv may suggest something like & cross ray from
Bedlam in Riel’s eve, such as genius or roguery may occasionally effect.
But at the rame time it must he ndded it gives not the slightest ground
for auepecting absolute madnesa or for hinting that the writer’s place ia
in 8 lunatic asy 'um. If there is madness going it i of a kind in which
there is qnite a large amnun* of method. If all who are mentally astray
only as the=e jottings indicate that Riel is, were shut up in our agyloms,
we shonld have to increase the capacity of those establishments con-
siderably.”

On 22nd October:

* Nor as to his sanity has there been any doubt aince the jary, having
heard the experts' evidence, decided that Riel was responsible.’’

On 14th July:

“The public believe Riel and his associates guailty of the highest crime
known to the lJaw ; and public indignation would be excited did any of
them escape punishment.” .

On 3rd Aungust:

¢ No shadow of a doubt remained that he was guilty, as charged in
the indictment.”

On 8th June:

“We want Riel and the other ringleaders brought to immediate
Justice.”

On 25th May:

“ Theg (the people) were never more in earnest, never more deter-
mined that justice shall be done, and that the doing of it shall not be
unduly delayed. Oalm, but stern and determined, they demand that
justioe be done."
pr, Sir, what are the utterances of the same paper imme-
diately, that is to say, a little time after the execution that
took place on the 16th November. Certainly if these
articles were not headed by the same title “ The Globe,”
you would think that they belonged to two different papers
altogether. On the 5th February the Globe said :

¢ With those grievances in view ; with that recommendation in view;
with the fact in view that the ngitation under Riel was perfectly con-
stitutional for about eight months ; in view of the almost accidental
begianing ot hostilities ; in view of the doubts of Riel’s sanity ; in view
of the rarity with which the death penalty ia exacted by modern Gov-
ernments from men technically guilty of treason ; in view of the many
humble petitions favoring commutation of his sentence to life imprison-
ment, there was & primd facie case of immense strength on behalf of
olemency.”’
So much for the sincerity of the party, or at least of the
psper which claims to be its organ, and which very re-
cently my hon. friend across the floor has praisod so highly
a8 being the best, the leading, the most complete, the most
intellectual newspaper on the continent of America. Now
I bave done. It remains for me to say that I shall vote for
the amendment to have the previous question put, and that
on the main motion I shall vote with the Government
against the resolution which has been proposed.

Mr. GIGAULT. It is not necessary for me, I think,
to say that I disapprove of the rebellion which occarred
in the North-West. I am glad to see order and peace
restored in that remote territory, and [ hope that here-
after we will adopt and follow a policy which will never
again disturb that peace. It is not necessary for me either, 1
think, to add that I do not wish to deal with this question
from a pational standpoint, To-day it is a half-breed who

Mr. Rovaw,

has been unjustly executed ; to-morrow it may be an Irish-
man, an Enélishﬁmn or a Scotchman. To-day it is the half-
breeds who are ill-treated, and worse treated than the.In-
dians, as the member for Provencher (Mr. Royal) has just
stated, and to-morrow another group of our population may
meet with the same fate of which the member for Pro-
vencher has just spoken. Are we going to suffer such a
policy to continue through partisanship ? No, Mr, Speaker,
T am not going to suffer such a policy, which has given two
rebellions to this country, to continue without being blamed
by myself. I know that I expose myself to_be insulted by
some of the political friends with whom I have always
worked until to-day; but, even if it is mecessary to
put an end to my political career, I will put an end
to it rather than approve of a policy which has pro-
duced such bad results in this country. I say that I do
not approve of this rebellion, because I think that the
serious grievances of whioh the half-breeds had to com-
plain, were not such as to justify & rebellion ; but, if those
grievances were not sufficient to justify a rebellion, they
were certainly sufficient to justify the Government in using
the prerogative of mercy towards the leader of these hglf-
breeds. who were pushed to exasperation and dissatisfaction
by the bad policy which has been followed for many years past.
Mr. Speaker, perhaps somebody will tell me that last Ses-
sion I voted for the motion of the leader of the Govern-
ment. I may just as well tell the reasons now why I did
80. We had pot then the information which we have to-
day; and, moreover, many friends of the Government, with
myself, felt that if we were united in supporting the Gov-
ernment, we would have more influence with them in
obtaining clemency for the half-breeds and their unfortunate
leader. But that concession was useless ; and the Ministers
availed themselves of that concession to continue a much
worse policy, If Riel had always been a sane man, if the
Ministers had not to reproach themselves with some faults
in the administration of the North-West, I would not raise
my voice to-day to protest against the iniquity which was
consummated. I condemn the execution of Riel chiefly for
the three following reasons: Firstly, because the insurrec-
tion was provoked by the bad administration of affairs in
the North-West; secondly, because I believe that Riel was
irresponsible for the orime of which he was convicted;
thirdly, because the jury recommended him to the clemency
of the Crown, and because the Ministers did not take into
account the recommendation and the other extenuating oir-
cumstances which existed. Acecording to criminal law,
provooation is always an extenuation, if not a justificative
circumstance. Riel would never have committed, nor
even conceived, the crime of which he was convicted,
if the ciroumstances in the North-West had been different
from what they were, Who brought about that state of
things? Who caused the dissatisfaction which gave to Riel
arms and soldiers ? It was the policy, the mismanagement
of the Government for many years. That the administra-
tion of the North-West has been bad, we have the most
positive proof and evidence. If we consult the Mail, the
chief organ of the Conservatives in Toronto, the organ of
the First Minister, what do we see? On the 8th day of
July last, that newspaper contained these worda :

‘It has never been denied by the Mail, that the Metis had good
grounds for grievances. By the passage of the Manitoba Act of
1870, old Canada had formally and frankly recognised the rights of the
half-breeds of that Province to sbare in the Indian title, and it follows
as & matter of course if they had right in the s0il of Manitoba, those of
them in the regions beyond had rights in the soil there. This admitted
of po dispute. It must have been quite well understood by Parlisment
in 1870. In spite of this recognition, however, and of the manifest and
unanswerable loﬁlc of the half-breed case, that Department, far years
and years, steadily refused to move in the matter. This was the way
the officials trested tbe just demands of the Metis, and we s,
{ Mr. Blake that the negligence was gross and inexcusable, an

buted to bring about the insurrection.”

with
oontri-
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In these words I find the justification of what I have just
said. I say that the persons who are responsible for the
late rebellion are the Ministers of to-day, on account of their
bad management of affairs in the North-West; and their
chief organ says here plainly that the refusal of the Gov-
ernment to concede the just demands of the Metis, has con-
tributed to bring about this insurrection. We have also
the evidence of men who are living on the spot, who know
more about the affairs of the North-West than any one of
us; and who are these men? They are the members of
the North-West Council. On the 7th day of Decomber
last, an address was adopted by that council in answer to
the speech of the Lieutenant-Governor, and I find in the
address, which was adopted by a majority of the members
of that council, the following words :—

‘‘Knowing as we do the greatinfluence always had by the Indiauns over

the balf-breeds, we have to regret that the repeated representations
heretofore made to the Government by the North-Wegt Council on behalf
of the balf-breeds and their claims, did notreceive more immediate atten-
tion. We trust your Honor will join with this counucil in bringing the
matter of the many existing unsettled half-breed claims to the notice of
the Governmexnt, by memorial or resolution.’’
You sce, by this resolution, that petitions and representations
have not been wanting to teach the Government how to act.
We know that this council had sent in 1878, 1880, 1881,
1882, 1383, and 1884, representations to the Government
asking for the redress of the half-breed grievances. But
nothing was done. In spite of those representations, in spite
of the rebellion which took place last spring, we see by this
resolution that there are yet a great many existing unset-
tled haif-breed claims. Mr, Speaker, in 1869 wo became
the owners of the North-West Territory. On account of some
faults and blunders committed by the Ministers, and which
wore acknowledged by some of them, some trouble took place
at that time also. Riel appeared for the first time as the
dofender of the rights of his countrymen, Afterwards it
was thought right to give a partial amnesty to Riel. The
half-breeds, bofore the transfer of the North-West Territory
tothe Government, were living bappy and contented on those
immense prairies. They had abuodant means of subsistence
through fishing and hunting ; but as the Government was
pushing on the colonisation of those territories, the game
and buffalo were constantly becoming more scarce. It was
jost to offer them a compensation in extinction of their
right to the preperty of the soil. The rights of the half-
breeds were acknowledged in 1870 by Sir George Etienne
Cartier, who had a grant of 1,400,000 acres of land voted by
this Parliament for those half-breeds. So that the policy
of the Government was all determined. The Ministers of
to-day had only to follow the footsteps of that distimguished
statesman ; they had only to give to the half-breeds of the
North-West what was given by Sir George Etienne Cartier
to the half breeds of Manitoba. Nothing is clearer, and 1
think the duty of the Government was quite plain. The
second reason why I condemn the execution of Riel is, be.
cause he was irresponsible for the crime he committed on
account of his partial insanity. Everything concurs to
prove that Riel had not a complete control over his mental
faculties. We know that insanity three times led Riel to
insane asylums, and we have also most abundant proof of
the insanity of Riel during the last rebellion by the evidence
which was given at his trial at Regina. Here are the
answers given by Father André:

‘ Q. Did he speak in a sensible manner ?—A. I wish to say why I did
not like to speak to him on those subjects. Upon all other matters,
literature and science, he was in his ordinary state of mind.

Q. Upon political subjects and religion?—A. Upon politics and
religion Le was no longer the same man; it would seem as it there wers
two men in him, be lost all control of himself on those questions.

¢ Q. When he epoke of religion and politics?—A. Yes ; on thcse two
matters he lost all coatrol ot himself. .

** Q. Do you consider, after the conversations you have had with him,
that when he spoke on politics and religion he had his intelligence ?—
A. Many times, at least twenty times, I told him, I would not speak on
th{:‘s‘(le ,s,ubjects because he was a fool, he did not have his intelligence of
mind.

13

Wo have also the evidence of Rev, Vital Fourmond. Here
are the words he uses in one of his answors to the lawyer
—pago 117 :

‘¢ As soon as the rebellion commenced then hs became cxcited, and
he was carried away and he lost all control of himself and his temper.”

Then comes the evidence of Dr. Frangois Roy :

 Will you tell me what time he left the asylum 7—A. He was dis-
charged about the 21st January, after a residencs in the house of about
nineteen months.

* Q. Had you any occasion to study at that time the mental disease
by which the prisoner was affected ?—A. Yes.

¢ Q. Did you have relations with him during that time, and did you
v?;tch him carefully during that time ?—A. Not every day, but very
often.

“Q. Can Eou say now what mental disease the prisoner was suffering
from 7—A. He was suffering from what is known by authorities as
magalomania.

**Q. Will you give the symptoms of this disense ?——A. Many symptoms
of the disease are found in the ordinary maniscs. The particular char-
acteristic of the malady is that in all cases they show great judgment in
all cases not immediately connected with the particular disease with
which they suffer.

¢¢Q. Will you speak from memory or by referring to the authors; what
are the other symptoms of this disease ?—A. They sometimes give you
reasons which would be reasonable if they were not starting from a
false idea. They are very clever on those discussions, and they have a
tendency to irritability when you question or doubt their mental con-
dition, bscause they are under a strong impression that they are right,
and they consider it to be an insult when you try to bring them to
reagon again. Oa ordinary questions they may be reasonable and
sometimes may be very clever. In fact, without careful watching they
wou.d lead one to think that they were well.

Q. Was he tbere some weeks or months before you ascortuined his
mental condition ?—A. Yes, I waited till then to Juﬂsify nim a8 to his
mental condition. We wait a few wecks before classifying the patients.

Q. Does a feeling of pride occupy a prominent position in that
mental digeage ? A. Yes, different forms, religion, and there are a great
many with pride, We have kings with us. d . *

Q. From what you heard from those witnesses, and from the symp-
toms they prove to have been exhibited by the prisoner, are you now 1a
a position to say whether or not at that time he was a man of sound
mind ?—A. | am perfectly certain that when the prizoner was under
care, he wag not of sound mind, but he became cured before he left,
more or legs ; but from what [ heard here to day I am ready to say that
I balieve on those occasions his fuind was upsound, and that he was
laboring uader the disease 8o well described by Dagoust.

Q. Do you believe that under the state of mind as described by the
witaesses and to which you refer, that he was capable or incapable of
knowing the nature of the acts which he did '—A. No, I do not believe
that he was in a condition to b3 the master of his acts, and I positively
swear :,t, and I have pcople of the same character under my super-
vision.

We have other evidence also of the insanity of Riel fur-
nished in the testimony of Philippe Garnot, page 116 :

¢ Q. Tell us what he said to you about that as far as you can re-
member Y—A. He was talkinﬁ about the country beiﬂf! divided into seven
Provinces, one for the French, Germans, Irish, and I don’t know what
else ; there were to be eeven different nationalitiea.

¢ Q. Do you remember anything else besides those you have men-
tioned, what other foreigners 7—A. Italians.

Q. Hungarians ?—A. I can’t remember particularly very well ;I
know it was seven different Provinces, and seven dilferent na;tionnlities.

- - - -

¢¢ Q. In hig conversation with you, or with others in your presence on
these subjects, did he at anﬂ time give you any intimation that he had
any doubt of his success, that any obstacle could prevent him from
succeeding 7—A. No, he always mentioned that he was going to
succeed, that it was a divine mission that he had, and that he was only
an instrument in the hands of God. L

¢ Q. What did you think of him ?—A. I thought the man was crazy,

because he acted very foolish.”’

It is not necessary for me to add that the revolt iteelf was
a pieco of madness. How could Riel hope, with a handful
of half-breeds, to succeed in defeating all the troops of the
Government? I come now to the moedical commission ap-
pointed by the Government. By the petition presented by
the lawyer of Liouis Riel to the Government, it was asked
that a commission of specialists or alienists should be a

pointed to ascertain the mental condition of Riel. Did the
Government accede to the wish of the lawyer of Riel ?
Certainly not, Mr, Speaker ; they did rot appoint special-
ists, as that lawyer asked them ; and even if thatlawyor had
not asked for such a commission, the Ministers should have
thought it their duty to appoint such a commission composed
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of tuch physicians of experionce. .
Commons there was a long discussion, in 1881, on a motion
for the abolition of capital punishment. The then Home
Secretary, Sir William Harcourt, mentioned the princi-
ples which guided him every time that appeals for clemency
wueo mado and the plea of insanity invoked in favor of
a prisonor. Dil that Home Secretary say that the appoint-
ment of ordinury practitioners was sufficient? No; that
man of expericncs, thut distinguished statesman, raid that
every time the plea of insanity was invoked in favor of
prisoners it was his duty to appoint medical men of great
experience :

‘! There were coges in his experience,”’ said Sir William Harcourt,

‘“ where the cvidence of insanity was not brought before the
judge and the jury, and that was frequently due to the poverty
and want of resources among tne class within which the murder
was committed. If they had belonged to the wealthy c.ass
they would have had the history of themselves and predecessors ex-
amined and medical testimony adduced ; but heneed not say thatin the
Home Oflice enquiries in this connection were anxiously and carefully,
and, on the whole, satisfactorily made. The Secretary of State had the
power to send medical mea of experience to ¢xamine into the condition
of the prisoner; and when these medical men reported, as they had
done occasionally, that they did not regard the prisoner as responsible
for his nctions either at the time of the commission of the offence or
subsequently, the capital sentence was not carried out.’’
Tho Minister of Justice has chosoen, as one of the members
of the commistion, Dr: Jukes, a gontleman who was pre-
judiced against Riel, and who stated at the trial when
ho was under oath, that ho was undor the impres.
sion that Riol was sane. Should that man have
been chosen ? Certainly not. Was that man a
#pecialist—an alienist ¥ No; ho says so himself. Tn his ex-
amination at the trial, ono of the lawyers axked him the
following question :—

‘“Q. Have you devoted your attention to insanity at all apecially or

not 7—A. Never specially; there are cases, of coutse, which oceasion-
ally will come under the notice of every general practitioner, but as a
special study | have never done so *’
Was that & man Lo be chosen as & man of experience ? Wan
that physician a mun who should have been chosen to deal
with the life of a prisoner? No, Mr. Spouker. Here is
another answer which is made by Dr. Jukes :

**Q. Then, as I understand, you believe him to be sane 7—A. I believe
him to be sane, so fur as my koowle ige of such mattors goes.”

And he had just said that he had no knowlodge of mental
diseases, The proceduro adopted by the Ministers is con-
demned not only by the Home Secretary for KEngland, buat
also by distinguished physicians who havo made & special
study of mental discaces, T hold hero a book written by Dr.
Pinel, who is a director of an insane asylum in Fraoce, and a
most distinguishod authority of montal discases. Iere is
one of tho conclusions of that author:

‘Ia civil or criminal matters, specialists should always be consulted

_whenever it is a question ot appreciating the wental state of & man saf.
fering from monomania "'

Iie gives also his opinion as to the respousibility of offen-
ders who have monomania, or only partial insanity :

““The irresponsibility is always acquired through want of moral
libarty, wh«lgevor insanity exists. No matter under what form or to
what extent it sho ws itself.”

The membor for Provencher (Mr.
has shown himsolf to be sane on a
that the halt-breads sent for Ricl at
believed him to be an intelligent
the redress of their gricvances.
Mr. Speaker, by a historical fact, In 1780 & considerable
and most important riot took place in London. More
than 100,000 people participated in that riot. The rioters
destroyed property, and fire was raging in seven quarters of
the city of London. That city was under the oontrol
of the rioters for many days, and it was only whenp the
troops were brought that the riot was quelled and the mob

Mr, GigauLr. ~

Royal) says that Riel
great many ooccasions;
Montana, because they
man who would obtain
Let me sanswer that,
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dispersed. More than 450 persons were either killed or
wounded. What does history show with regard to the
leader of that mob, Lord George Gordon. It says he
was 4 madman—a maniac. If then, Mr. Speaker, in the
centre of civilisation, a monomaniac had such Jin-
fluence over an intelligent people like the English,
I ask what influence would a man like Louis Riel
have over the half-breeds of the North-West, among whom
civilisation was not so much advanced ? The third reason
why I condemn the execution of Riel is because the
jury recommended that unfortunate man to clemency,
and because the Government did not take into account
that recommendation and the other extenuating circum-
stances of the case. The hon. Minister of Public Works
said that they had to follow the verdict as it was, that
they had to allow justice to take its course because the
jury bad rendered a verdict of guilty against the prisoner.
Can such a proposition be sustained ? I will cite again the
opinion of Sir William Harcourt, to whom appeals for
clcmeney were made, and who was entrusted with the duty
of reporting upon those appeals. What does he say of re-
commendations to clemency by juries? Does ho treat them
a8 the Minister of Public Works treats them ? Speaking of
the recommendation to mercy in murder cases, he says:

‘In the practice of the ITome Office, where a jury recommended merey,

the cap tal sentence was never executed.”
Bat there isthe case in which the judge does not second
the recommendation by the jury,and then, what is the duty
of the Secretary of State, or rather of the Minister of Justice
in Canada ? Sir William Harcourts adds :

‘‘ There was the cage of difficulty, however, where the jury recom-

mended mercy, and the judge did not second the recommendation, and
in that case it remained for the Secretary of State to form his own
judament on the subject.”
Well, to form his own judgment, what had the Minister
of Justice to do ? *Was he to call common practitioners to
examine the mental cindition of Riel ?  Certainly not.
He should have done as the Home Secretary says in his
speech. He should have called mon of experienco, alien-
ists, who could make a report which would commend itseif
to public opinion and would leave no doubt as to ihe sanity
or insanity of Riel, but the Minister of Justice did not see
fit to act thus; and if the Minister of Public Works has
expressed the sentiments of the Minister of Justice, the
Munister of Justico was under the impression that he had
only to ascertain if any new acts of insanity had been
committed since the condemnation, Is that the way the
Home Secretary acts in England ? No; not only does he
study the history of the prisoner, but he even studies the
history of his ancestors; not only does he examine into tkLo
acts which were committed by the prisoner since his
conviction, but, as Sir William Harcourt, says :

“ We examine his mental
or subsequently.’’

That is the rule laid down by Sir William Harcourt ; that
is tho practice followed by English Ministers. The Minis-
ter of Public Works said that we had not to consider what
blood was flowing in the veins of the prisoner. That is
true ; but he was bound to see that British fair play was
given to him, and has done so. The jurors who were called
to try Riel had a difficult task to fulfil, They had to choose
betw‘een impunity and a severo judgment. Mindful of
public order, but at the same time friends of justice,
they thought they could render a verdict which would offer

condition either at the time of the offence

security to society, but would at the same time be just to
the prisoner. They said to themselves, Riel, it is true, has
been the cause of the rebellion which has just taken place,
and we wish, by the infliction of the penalty, to over-
awe the Indian and half-breed population of the North-West,
bu,t at the eame time we have grave doubts of the prison:
er's sanity; and rather than grant complete immunity
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to Riel, they chose to render a judgment gainst him, with a
recommendation to the mercy cf the Crown. The judge pro-
mised that he would take measures to send that recommen-
dation to the proper authorities. We must be convinced,
therefore, that that recommendation was sent to the
Ministry at the sameo time as the verdict and the other
papers in the trial. The Ministers knew what had hap-
pened, and they knew that they had to reproach them-
selves with some faults and some blunders, and if ever
a Government had reason to be lenient and mild towards a
prisoner, it was certainly the present Ministry. But they
refused to listen to that prudent verdict of the jury. It
has been said, Sir, that we members from the Province of
Quebec have dealt with this matter from a national stand-
point, that we asked clemency for Riel bocause he bolonged
to the same creed and nationality as we do. But, Mr,
Speaker, who first recommended Riel to the clemency of the
Crown ? The jurors who sentenced him, and they were
English and Protestant? They were not actuated by
sympathy for the prironer, but orly by a sentiment of
humanity and a love of justice. It should not be weces
sary for me to sdd that, for a long time past, it has not
been in harmony with our custom to inflict the penalty
of death for political offences. I may cite from one of
the best authorities which France has produced, M.
Guizot, who wrote a book on the penalty of death for
criminal offences. Before citing Guizot, I might refer
to the rebellion which took place in Ireland in 1848,
Two bright young men, Smith O’Brien and Meagher,
participated in that rebellion. They were accused of high
treason, condemned, and sentenced to be hanged, beheaded
and quartered. As an author says, it was never believel
that this sentence would be carried into efiect under the
reign of Her Majesty Queen Victoria, and he was not de-
ceived. He knew that for political crimes it was not in
harmony with the manners of the English people to inflict
such a penalty, and those bright young men, for whom the
plea of insanity could not be invoked, were pardoned by
Queen Victoria, and the Ministers who recommended mercy
thought they had fualfilled their duty also to their country
and their Queen. The hon. Minister of Public Works said
yesterday that he and his colleagues had to fulfil their duty
to their country and to their Queen. But I think that
the Ministers could have fulfilled that duty without inflicting
the penalty of death on Riel, and a lesser penalty would
have had certainly a better effect than the capital punish-
ment. And what was the admirable effect of that clemency
exercised by Queen Victoria in the instance I have just men-
tioned. Gavon Duffy, one of the chiefs of that rebellion,
went to Victoria, became the First Minister of that colony,
was knighted, rendered great service to his country, and was
considered as one of the most useful and loyal men the
British Empire had. And, Sir, what was the effect of the
commutation of the sentence against Riel after the
trouble of 1870 in Manitoba., Had we to regret what
took place then? No. Riel had received a partial amnes-
Ly, peace and order were restored in Manitoba; and was
there any disturbance there when the half-breeds in the
No'th-West resorted to arms against the Crown? No;
the half-h-ceds of Manitoba remained faithful, quiet and
loyal. That was the effvet of the exercise of the prerogative
of mercy. Let me cite also some British authoritias on the
prerogutive of mercy. Blackstone says:

. ““Law, cannot be framed on the principle of compassion to guilt, yet
justice, by the Constitution of England, is bound to be administered
in merey. This is promised by the King in his coronation oath, and it
is that act of his Government which is the most personal, and most
entirely his own.”

Speaking of the exclusion of pardons, he adds :

“ The exclusion of pardons would be mcst dangercus. If no pardon
should be granted, it must be holden what no man will seriously avow
that the situation and circumstances of the offender, though they alter

! not the essence of the crime, ought to make no distinction in the
punishment.”

:So Blackstone says clearly that the Crown is obliged to
take into account the situation and the circumstances of
the offender; and in no case were thore circumstances more
fit to form the basis of a demand for clemency in favor of
Riel, than the circumstances which accompanied tho life of
that man. Now I may cite Montesquicu in his work * The
Spirit of Laws:"”

¢ Mankind mustnot be governed with too much severity ; we ought
to make a prudent use of the means which nature has given us to con-
duct them. If we enquire into the causes of all human corruptions, we
shall find they proceed from the impunity of criminals and not from the
moderation of punishment. Let us follow nature, who has given
shame to man for his scourge, and let the heaviest part of the punish-
ment be the infamy attendiug it.”

Now, to conclude my remarks, I may cite what Guizot
says on the punishment of criminal offencos :

“When one looks back into history, when oue atks an explanation

for all the blood which has been shed on the political scaflold, it is very
seldom that the society of by-gone days will stand up and ssy: That
blood was spilled for my sake. Most always Governments alone will
appear to answer for these executions ; their passions, their faults, their
interests only have guided them; and after the unfortunates who were
executed society itself has suffered from them. I know that the pros-
pect of this future responsibility does not much disturb the power, less
because the power is wicked. but because it is &s frivolous as men are;
but we have at least acquired that science from it; that the necessities
of the power which kills, often false as to that power, are mostalways
false as regards society, and that if, to defend itself it has been obliged
to kill, it is because it has been forced to defend itcelf because ho has
exacted that which was convenient to itself only. "
Those words apply admirably to the event that is now en-
gaging the attention of the IHouse. If a political seaffold
has been erected at Regina, it ig bocause tho Ministers
adopted a policy which suited their purposes, and not those
of society ? History will say hereafter it was the misman-
agement of affairs by the Government which caused Riel to
ascend that scaffold; it will repeat that there were some
jurors, known as not belonging to the same creed and nation.
ality as the prisoner, who invoked clemency in his behulf,
because they knew thore were somn circumstunces which
should have hindered the Ministers from inflicting the death
penalty. Ilistory will tell also, Mr. Speaker, that the whole
Province of Quebec was at the feet of the Ministers asking
for mercy in favor of Riel, and that thero were somo men
hore in Canada who were askirg for the head of that man
for a fault which had been pardoned before. Iistory will
tell also, that the blood of Riel was shed to please a fraction
of a political party, and because that man, in his insanity
and madness, thought he could obtain tho redress of griev-
ances from which his countrymen suffered.

Mr. WALLACE (York). 1 desire to say u fow words on
this very important matter which is now engaging the at-
tention of the House. I am sure that any man who
poseesses a heart must feel pity for hon. gentlemen ou the
other side of the Iouse. They have suffered agony and
suspense during the last 10 or 12 months. They havo
been estimating how they could climb into piwer on the
calamities which have taken place; they have been trying
to see what advantage could be tuken of the unfortunate
circumstances in the North-West in order to attain to power
in this country; but they appear to be as fur from success
to-day as they were twelve months ago. We can imagino
the mental anxiety of the leader of the Opposition; we can
imagine how he has been badgered by his supporters and
by the newspapers that support him, a8 to the position and
the line they shonld take in this matter in regard to the fate
of Riel. We can imagine the gladness with which he
escaped to the Old Country in order 1o get away from the
importunities of gas inspectors and other gentlemen here
who are interested in this matter. We have also a feeling
of sympathy, I think, for that hon. gentloman when he re-
turned o this country and found his party disunited on this

great question. When he made that great speech of his at
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London in the early part of this year, when he 8o adroiﬂyi
stood npon the fence, giving first a crumb of comfort to one
tide and then to the other, wo can imagine his feelings. 1t
is on record that Brother John Gardner of the Lime Kiln
Club, bearing that Brother Penstock Jones had gone on the
fenco, said it reminded him that thero was once & turkey
sitting on a fence; first he looked on one side and then on
tho other side; he scratched his ear with his toe, and
then gavo a look on this side and then gave a look on that,
and he then dropped down on the side on which there was
most corn. I think the leader of the Opposition, though he
is now sitting on the fence, will drop down on the side on
which he thinks there is most corn for his party. 1hold in
my hand some telegrams which are said to bave passed be-
twoon two gentlemon on tho opposite side of the House, one
being in London, England, and the other in Toronto:

¢ Edgar, Toronlo :

‘ Explain secretly as possible that ] was not in earnest—that I was
only throwing out 4 bait to cateh the Urange vote. «p "
LAKE.

 Blake, London :

¢ Tll eee how that explanation will work; but the circumstiance, I
fear, will prove a barrier to my conducting the negotiations successfully.
‘“‘Epagar.”
‘¢ Bdgar, Toronto :

*‘Lose no time. You know as well a8 I do that unless we gain au
advantage of this crisis we are done for, ag 1 fear our prospects in the
country are brightening. We must make a bold stroke now. Never
mind the question of consistency. It we are ever going into office,
it can only be by taking advantage of Tory troublea. )

‘* Blake, London :

“ Allright. 1’1l leave at once, 1 lLave arranged to meet Mercier,
Laurier and ourleading men al Stephen’s house Lo arrange preliminaries.
‘¢ EpGar.”

¢ Brakg.”’

% Edgar, Toronto:
¢ So far, satisfactory. Cable results soon as possible. B .
* BLAKE.

¢ Loxpon, November 21.
‘4 Edgar, Montreal :

‘“Have they congiderod consequences of organising a purely National
Party 7 Point out that it would never work, and that it wounld only
result in strengthening Tories. Warn them of their folly, and urge an
alliance with us at any cost. Although we have declared that Maec-
donald is under the heel of Quebec and the Frenchmen, let it be under-
stood that, if we can only succeed in defeating the (Government, we will
go to any length to meet their demands, Muke a bold stroke.

‘¢ BLaxg.”

“ MoNTREAL, November 21.
‘¢ Blake, London :

‘“Ihave pointed out to Mercier and Laurier ihat the proposed ex-
clusively French National Party is impracticable, and am now playing
my caras in our Interest. Mercier says be can pull the wool over the
eyes of seceding Tories, and will soon get them into a trap. Big meeting
on Sunday.

‘ EpGar.”

I thiuk that profty fairly defines the position of hon, gentle-
men opposite. They were prepared to goto any lengths
1o attain to power, This is in marked contrast 1o the con-
duct of the leador of the Opposition in 1871, when the Scott
murder question was up for consideration. Then the leader
of the Opposition uxed his great eloquence and his great
power of words to condemn that act, and ho would give a
reward of 5,000 and do everything that was necessary at
that time, without any papers being brought down, without
any further information, with the Lknowledge he had
through the press ; but to-day we have volumes of papers,
stacks of evidence, everything that is required, and up to
this time those hon. gentlemen bave been dumb, they have
not explained their position, they have not opened their
mouths in this House of Commons to say what they are
going to do about it, I bhave in my hand alittle portion of
an address delivered to the electors of Monck, on the 8th
March, 1871, by the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar):

‘! The absence of an enlarged patriotic feeling and the fear of a
defeat, led the Government to thwart the noble efforts of Mr. Bl
Mr, Warrace (York).

rty
e to

vindicate the honor of our country by bringing the rebellions murderers
of Scott to justice.’”’

That gentieman’s mouth is dumb now. He has not any-
thing to say about the rebellious murderers of Scott and of
the hundreds of others who have since been murdered by
the same persons. The Globe is as much at sea as those
hon. gentlemen. On the 21st November, it said that
Riel represented a cause. What was the cause he repre-
sentedl ? Was it the cause of freedom, was it the cause
of patriotism, or was it the cause of justice ? No; it
was the canse of treason, it was the cause of rebellion,
and it was the catvse of murder. These are the causes
that Riel represented on both those occasions, and nothing
else. What were the results flowing from it? Death to
hundreds of our citizens, devastation throughout a large
portion of the North-West, leading to an indignation and
to what may be a war of races. Dut these gentlemen are
willing that all these calamities should overtake this country
if they can only attain to power. These gentlemen, who
have been clamoring for the last 20 or 30 years about
French domination, about Lower Canada domination, and
saying that this Dominion is ruled by the French Canadians,
what will they say now ? Why, these gentlemen are willing
and anxious now to make alliance with these very persons
whom they claim were ruining this country. They are not
only anxious to do so, but they are willing to condone the
punishment of Louis Riel if they can thereby procure this
alliance. At a meeting held in Montreul, the following re-
solutions were passed :—

*“ That the execution of Louis Riel is an outrage to justice and human-
ity, and an outrage to our nationality, and that the Ministers of Parlia-
ment and the French Canadian journalists who are responsible for this
execution, are deserving of public reprobation.

“‘That the French Canadian Ministers and those who will endeavor to
Justify their conduct, be locked upon as t aitors, and that to prevent the
renewal of such a treachery, the nation never will forgive the crime they
have rendered themselves guilty of.

¢“That Louis Riel be placed among the political martyrs of the French
Canadian nationality.”’

What does the Gllobe say to that? It says:

““The people of Ontario should recognise thiz truth, that nothing
but bare justice is demanded by the voice of their French Canadian
countrymen.’’

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this sentiment will not meet
with the approval of the majority of the people of this
country. 1 would like to see these hon. gentlemen openly
approving of this sentiment when they go back to their con-
stitnents in Ontario and other Provinces of this Dominion.
The London Advertiser, not to be outdone by the Globe in
approving this alliance, says :

‘*The first thing that the Reformers of Ontario will insist upoun from

;theér new allies,” is that they will join them in repealing the Franchise
ot.”’

He is willing to get into power by their means if they will
help him repeal the Franchise Act. I now come to another
matter. Tho hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), in
a very mild way—he did not give it as his own authority,
though he spoke very vehemently and violently in the
Provinee of Quebec, though he stated certain things in his
uewspaper, or the newspaper which he controls, which he
disavows now, he comes to this House and throws the blame
upon some other paper—spoke of the position of the Orange
body in regard to the Orange question. Now, Mr. Speaker,
1 will say this, that the po ition of the Orangemen of Canada
on the question of hanging Riel, has been a dignified and a
patriotic one. They have done nothing which was not the
bounden duty and the right of every Canadian citizen to do.
I may say that in the Dominion of Canads, of the various
kinds of Orange lodges, there are about 2,000, and perhaps
six—1I believe I am right in saying not more than six—have
ever brofght up the matter for consideration. The hon.
member for Bellechasse stated last night that a petition was
sent to the Government by the Orange lodges, demanding
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the head of Riel. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I am ina
position to give that a flat denial, a square contradiction.

Mr. AMYOT. I quoted from the paper of the Minister of
Public Works. T did not say it myself.

Mr. WALLACE (York). The hon. member for Belle-
chase stated, in my hearing, that petitions were sent in—in
the hearing of members of this House,

Mr. COOK. The Mail said it.

Mr, WALLACE (York). I think I am correct in staling
in this House that not a petition from an Orange body was
sent to the Government asking that Riel should be hanged,
or by any member that I am aware of, The position taken
by the Orange body was that taken by the Grand Lodge of
British North America, which is as much representative of
Orange bodies as those gentlemen on the other side of the
House are representatives of the Reformers of Canada. Thoy
are an elective council ; they represent the feelings of the
Orange body, and the resolution they passed was as
follows : —

‘* Resolved, That this Grand Lodge, in annual session assembled,
takes this, the earliest opportunity afforded, to express its admiration of
the loyal, patriotic spirit displayed by the members of the volunteer
force, shown as well by the alacrity with which they responded to the
call to arme, as by the bravery displayed on the field of battle, and the
hardships endured without a murmur ; it expresses its deepest symputhy
with the relatives of those who have fallen in the fight. or whose lives
have been sacrificed by the insurrection in the North-West, as well as
with those who are now suffering from wounds received in action ; it
expresses the hope that the arch-rebel Riel will bs captured.”

This wasin June; the reballion was not then suppressed—

‘‘That the rebellion will be speedily suppressed, and that such steps
will be taken hy the proper authority as will avenge the foul murders
already committed and preclude the possibility of their recurrence.”

That is the official utterance of the Orange organisation.
Those gentlemen have not quoted it, because it did not suit
their purpose. 1 may state that the speech that the hon.
gentlemen have repeated in this House, and which they
published in their papers, and which was delivered in
Toronto on the 7Tth November, showing that the Orange-
men were clamoring before the Government for his blood,
was not published, and was not in print in any newspaper,
until the 19th November, three days after the execution of
Riel. It was not published in the Sentinel until the week
following so that it could have had no influence whatever
upon the event as indicating any Orange pressure upon the
Government in favor of the execution of Riel. I may say,
further, that that epeech was made by a gentleman
who was then an active opponent of the present Government,
and who went up to ihe county of Kent to oppose the
nmember for Kent in the bye-election in 1884. I may state,
Mr. Speaker, that the Sentinel, which has been frequently
alluded to as the official organ of the Orange body, is a
journal that, during the whole of the past year, in its edi-
torial utterances, will bear criticism, and its articles will
compare favorably with those of the Globe or any other
newrpaper on the Opposition side of the House, for the
moderation of its tone, and for the fairness with which it
has discussed the whole Riel question. The Sentinel is
edited by Mr. Edward Clarke, who is a credit to this coun-
try, a gentleman of intelligence and ability, whose utter-
ances are entitled to consideration, and do receive the com-
mendation of & great portion of the people of this country,
Now, Mr. Speaker, the burden of the efforts which have been
made in this House, so far, have been to rest the case of
Louis Riel on his supposed insanity. It is said that Riel
was a monomaniac. Eminent medical authorities lay it
down that a monomaniac commits his crimes alone ; and if
Riel had committed his crime withont the assistance of any
one, if he had done his work in secret, if he had not
combined with many others, it might be argued that he
was a monomaniac, and therefore worthy of clemency. It

was laid down in Taylor'’s Medical Jurisprudence, which
says:

¢t The sane murderer has generally aceomplices in vice or crime—the
bhomicidal monomaniac hasnot. * * * * [tiga factso far in favor
of homicidal insanity that the insane never have accomplicesin the acts
which they perpetrate. These criteria can hardly be described as medi-
cal; they are circumstances upon which a non-professional man may
form just as safe & judgment a8 one who has made insanity a special
study.” .
This has been laid down by an eminent medical authority,
and it applies very clearly to the case of Riel. We find
that Riel did not do his work alone. 1lo massed troops,
used indncements to get the Indians to join the half:
breeds, and did all the acts that a sane man would do. And
if further evidence were needed, it is furnished by the three
medical gentlemen who were sent to Regina to cxamino
him, and who, after examining his cace carefully, roported
that he was responsible for his acts. 1 will read extracts
from the opinions of those medical men. Dr. Jukes says:

1 therefore record my opinion that, with the reservation above
made, Riel is a sane, clear-headed and accountable being, and respon-
sible for his actions before God and man."’

Dr. Valade says:

‘I have come to tha conclusion that he suffers under hallucination
on political and religious subjects, but on other points I believe him to
be quite sensible and can distinguish right from wrong.”

We have stiil furthor the opinion of Dr, Lavell :

‘I am of the opinion that the said Louis Riel, although bolding and
expressing foolish and peculiar views ag to religion and general gov-
crnment, 18 an accountable being and capable of distinguishing right
from wrong.'’

So we have sufficient evidence. We huvo tho evidence f
the jury before whom the question of insanily came up, and
they gave as their verdict that he was sane; they returned
a verdict of guilty of the erime for which he was charged,
adding a recommendation of mercy. But we know thut the
verdict of a jury in such a case is & verdict complete in it-
self, and a recommendation to mercy may cither be actcd
upon or not. We will take into consideration what kind of
a man it was for whom some hon. moembers clamored so
loudly for mercy, and who are now raising such a row be-
cause mercy was not extended to him. If we look at that
man’s whole eareer from the time he first came into public
potice, we shall ot find a good trait in his character. 1lis
whole course, from his first public appearance down to his
last days, was one which should not commend him as an
object of mercy. What do we find? 1 hold in my hand a
letter from the Rev. George Young, an eminent missionary

j of the Methodist Church of Canada, who was in Winnipog
"during 1870, and was an eye-witness of the cvonts that then

took place. Mr. Young states, with respect to the condact
of Riel in connection with the murder of Scott :

‘ And here I must aver, and with special emphasis, that in each
instance he (Scott) was most treacherously dealt with. He was not
bearing arms in either instance. In the first he went from the village
of Winnipeg to Fort Garry, bearing a flag of truce, toagk Riel to permit
certain ladies (then residing in the building belonging to Dr. Schultz,
parts of which were occupied by some forty or fitty Canadians and a
few English half-breeds, completely surrounded by Riel’s rebel soldiers)
to retire to a place of safety. Mr. Scott was not in those buildings at
the time of their being thus surrounded, but taking in the situation of
the helpless and terror-stricken ones, he bravely went, 1 think with
another, in their interests, to Riel and was cruelly thrust into close
imprisonmert. Such were the circumstances associated with and which
connected Riel with his first arrest. Taking in the situation, Scott
went to see Riel, and when Le got there he was imprisoned. He hoped
that Riel would fulfil his promises and liberate the prisopers.”’

Did he do 8o ? They were suffering greatly from the treat-
ment they bad received—

‘“ But as no release took place, and they were suffering greatly from
the treatment they had received, and the families of some of them were
in want, a party of their neighbors and friead2 organised for the pur-
pose of joining w.th other loyalists, at IHeadingly and Kildonan, in
order to persuade Riel to fulfil bis oft-repeated promise of liberation.
8cott was one of this party. Asa result of various messages to and
fro, Riel pledged himself that if they would disband and return quietly
to their homes, the prisoners should be released forthwith.”
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Did Riel do go? Finding they were disbanded and power-
less, he cruelly deceived them. As soon as they entered the
enclosure of the fort the gates were closed.  They were
sent to prison, and all their property confiscated —

“ Thus treacherously was poor Scott arrested the second time, and a
second term—his last—of imprisonment commenced.”

I will read another portion of Mr, Young's letter:

‘“He was brought before a council of war on Thursday evening, 3rd
March, Riel acting as accuser and judge. The trial was conducted in a
language unknown to bim, and when Riel passed sentence upon him, to
be shot at noon the next day, he demurred, on the ground that he had
had no fair trial, and had done nothing to deserve death.”

Mr. Young in vain pleaded for the life of Scott, and asked
at least for a few days’ delay, in order that Scott might pre-
pare himself for death. He asked him what crime he had
committed to cause him to be put to death by Riel—because it
was actually done by Riel, not by the others, who were
willing to have mercy extended. The only reply he received
was: “That he was a very bad man, and deserved to die,
and must die.” The real reason Riel stated to Mr. Young
when he ssid :

‘I must make an example of one or more of these men in order to
bring these Canadians to terms, and to impress Canada that we are in
varnest, and that this is not, as the Globe has called it, a tempest in a
teapot. I will take the worst first, and then the next, if the one is not
enough, and one after another as long a3 necessary.”’

We all know what was the result. Riel took Scott and put
him to a cruel and ignoble death, Mr. Young says:

* While we were engaged in earnest prayer, in which he joined most
fervently, the armed men sent by Riel came, and, interrupting us, pro-
ceeded to blindfold and pinion the arms of their viet'm. They granted
my request for a few moments delay, during which Riel came in a seem-
ing rage, vociferously scolding all concerned for the delay, and order-
ing us to move forward at once to the place appointed for the murder.
On the way there 1 1mplored O'Donohue and Goulet, the captain of the
firing party, to spare his life one day more, as it was a dreadf.] thing to
fend a soul so hurriedly into eternity ; but all wasin vain. At the word
of command six men fired, and Thomas Scott fell forward, as he knelt in
the snow, pierced by at least three bullets, and his life-blood poured out
until the snow wag saturated with it for many feet around the spot.”

Mr. Young states further on:

“Thomas Scott died as a penitent one, trusting in the one and only
Saviour of mankind. After the cruel and bloody deed was perpetrated
I asked Riel for his body, that 1 might give it a Christian burial, a
requeat which he at first acceded to, but in a few miautes he changad
bis mind and refused it. Isaid that it would aflord his eged mother a
little comfort, could I write Ler that his body was properly buried ia the
Presbyterian cemetery ; but what was thatto him? He still refused.
Parties who affirm that they were in a position to know declared soon
after the murder that the poor man saffered for long hours in his box-
like coffin, and that his voice was heard in prayer, and in calling on
Riel to either take him out or kill him at once.”’

This is the public record of the man whom we are asked
to-day 1o call a martyr. What do we find farther? During
the time he was out of Canada his conduct was of the most
disgraceful character. He went to Montana, became an out-
law there and then returned to Canada and stirred up this
rebellion. I have still further evidence of the character of
this man who will be hereafter calied a martyr—the evidence
of Rev. Father Fourmond, a Catholic missionary at Batoche,
in a letter written, after Batoche was captured, to Rev,
Father Grandin, of Laval, Quebec:

“I must proteet against the report that I have beea killed. I am still
in the land of the living, though more than ouce of late the angel of
death hes brushed clozely past me. We have had not only war and rebel-
lion, but apostacy from the Christian faith, treason, murder, pillage,and
fire—unchained by an Anti-Christ in the person of Riel, against whose
ilpﬂuegce over our unhappy people we have fought at the peril of our
ives.
This is the evidence of one who would be disposed to be
the friend of Riel and look on his conduct in the most
favorable light, if there was any favorable light to it :

‘* Great God ! what a scheming and nnprincigled fellow heis! He
tells the Metis that God sent him to them, and that his angels visit him
constantly. An angel of darkness, he has posed as an angel of light—a
veritable wolf in sheep’s clothing come to devour this little flock | He
hag committed to paper rules based on his diabolical imposture, writing
them down in his own blood ; and in accordance with these rules he

Mr., WaLrace (York).

refuses to eat beef, etc. He is a revolutionist of the worst class, want-
ing to destroy everything, 1t would take a book to tell you of all tha
wicked folly of this man. But, as the horrible results of his plan, the
blood 